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HANSARD'S 

Parliamentary  Debates 

During  theTniRn  Session  of  the  Twelfth  Parliament 

^the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and 

Ireland,  appointed  to  meet  at  Westminster^ 

31st  January,  1837, 

in  the  Seventh  Year  of  the  Reign  of  His  Majesty 

WILLIAM  THE  FOURTH, 
£r(«ntt  Volnme  «[  tit  i^tMon. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Tuesday,  March  7, 1837. 

Umiim.]  BUk.  R^  ■  [hied  time:  ^Loue-Makii^ 
(SoMlmd)  I  Scotdi  lod  Iciih  Vignntii  Uoliaidlls,  Cot. 
Kgw,  md  Htila. 

I>MiUoBi  fmcBtai.    Bj  lbs  Eirl  ol  SHxrriiBDni,  Lordi 

EUBRBOMIDOH.     AlEDDIITaH,     the    Bilhop*    ot    B>TB, 

WauD,  Rrrtm,  tod  VUcaimt  Ehoittb,  from  RumiKy. 
Kt0tiB^  HiluljuTy,  4pd  TUioiu  othrr  plwa,  igiliiAt 
the  AtoUOon  of  Church  RUs.— By  Loite  Duu  md 
HoLLuis,  ram  Ldoitn,  Wvmtn,  HhIow,  uid  othir 
I^lOM,  Alt  the  AbDHUaD  otClmidi  IUIh. 

Church-rates.]  lord Eiienborough 

wished  to  ask  tbe  noble  Viacount  (Mel- 
bourne), whether  the  culctilation  which 
showed  that  by  the  operation  of  the  pro- 
posed Bill  for  the  managemeDt  of  Church 
property,  there  would  be  placed  at  the 
disposal  of  the  Cora  miss  ion  ers  250,000/. 
to  provide  for  Churches— whether  that 
calcniation  rested  apon  the  supposition 
that  all  the  conversions  of  the  leases  into 
perpetuities  took  place  immediately  ? 

Viscount  Melbourne  apprehended  that 
the  calculations  were  not  made  ou  the 
supposition  that  all  the  conversions  would 
lake  place  i  mined  is  tely.     The  question 

was  one  of  detail,  hut   hp    imnirlnpd   that 

tho 


pay  an  increased. jrate  for  their  conver- 
sioD. 

Lord  Brougham  did  not  quite  agree 
with  his  noble  Friend  that  this  was  matter 
of  detail — not  that  he  was  going  to  oppose 
the  measure ;  but  he  should  like  to  know 
whether,  according  to  his  noble  Friend's 
conception,  the  lessees  would  have  the 
option  of  not  renewing  under  the  Deani, 
Bishops,  and  so  on,  if  they  pleased,  till 
the  verv  last  year;  or  if  they  pleased,  to 
suffer  these  leases  to  expire?  From  what 
his  noble  Friend  said,  he  took  it  for 
granted  that  they  would  have  that  option, 
which  he  did  not  understand. 

Viscount  Melbourne :  No,  certainly 
not.     '^hey  would  not  have  that  option. 

Lord  Holland  said,  that  all  the  state- 
ments required  would  be  laid  on  tbe  table 
before  the  Bill  was  introduced  in  that 
House.  Itwas  important  that  theyshould 
be. 

Lord  Brougham  said,  that  he  agreed 
with  the  noble  Lord  opposite  as  to  the 
necessity  of  having  the  [»perB  as  rood  as 
possible. 

I^rd  AthktirHtn  said,  that  the  measure 
latest  importance,  and 
vilal  interests  involved 


3  Church-Raies* 

in  it  that  be  considered  tbey  should  have 
some  correct  calculations  upon  which  to 
proceed.  He  did  not  then  want  to  dis- 
cuss the  general  principle  of  the  measure, 
but  he  wished  to  learn  if  the  calculations 
upon  which  the  measure  was  founded 
were  borne  out*  As  for  himself,  he  would 
say,  that  considering  these  calculations 
did  not  depend  on  any  improvement 
in  Chureh«landi — for  he  had  not  heard 
that  they  did  not  at  present  afford  as 
ample  produce  as  could  be  expected — 
considering  this,  it  appeared  to  him,  that 
the  calculations  were  founded  upon  some 
conjuring,  some  contrivance,  in  the  dis- 
tribution, by  which  the  value  of  Church- 
lands  was  to  be  differently  appropriated 
rather  than  inereaied. .  He  coaid  not  see 
how,  by  any  contrivance  of  that  nature,  the 
value  of  these  lands  could  be  increased ; 
be  would  as  soon  believe,  on  the  showing 
of  Mr.  Finlayson,  or  any  other  calculator, 
that  four  persons  could  sit  down  to  a  game 
of  whist  and  all  rjse  up  winners.  But  the 
measure  was  one  which  bad  been  intro- 
duced by  Government,  and  it  would  be 
presumptuous  for  him  to'  say  now  that  the 
calculations  were  incorrect  upon  which  it 
was  founded — he  would  state,  however, 
that  it  was  desirable  their  Lordships  should 
be  put  in  possession  of  those  calculations 
as  soon  as  possible. 

The  Marquess  oi  Lansdawne  said,  that 
all  the  calculations  upon  which  the  mea- 
sure was  founded  had  been  made  with 
{reat  care,  and  the  object  which  the  House 
ad  was  doubtless  to  oe  in  possession  of 
the  requisite  information  when  the  Bill 
came  up  to  their  Lordships'  House.  But 
at  present  he  could  not  say  in  what  shape 
the  Bill  would  be  sent  up  to  them,  or  how 
the  calculations  might  be  made  to  bear  on 
it  In  the  other  House,  where  it  was  the 
duty  of  Government  to  give  that  informa- 
tion npon  which  it  might  either  be  adopted 
or  rejected. 

Lord  ElUnborough  feared  that  some- 
thing which  had  fallen  from  the  noble 
Viscount,  was  calculated  to  create  great 
alarm  in  the  lessees  of  the  Church  who 
were  to  be  dealt  with  by  this  plan  ;  for  as 
he  understood  the  noble  Viscount,  it  con- 
tained penal  terms  as  to  those  persons 
who  refused  to  accede  to  the  proposition 
contained  in  it.  The  terms  now  offered, 
according  to  the  plan  disclosed  a  few  nights 
ago,  to  the  lessees  under  the  Church  of 
England,  were  100  per  cent  worse  than 
wece  given  to  the  leaseholders  of  the 
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Church  of  Ireland  under  the  Church  Tem- 
poralities Act.  That  was  the  sort  of  jus- 
tice it  was  proposed  to  deal  out  to  the 
Church  of  England.  Another  disadvan- 
tage  which' the  English  lessee  laboured 
under  was,  that  he  was  forced  to  come 
into  the  plan,  while  the  Irish  lessee  was 
allowed  to  choose  by  clauses  in  the  Bill. 
It  was  most  essential  to  have  a  discussion 
upon  the  principle  of  the  measure  oii  the 
first  opportunity,  so  that  those  interested 
in  it  might  understand  its  provisions. 

The  Marquess  of  Lansdowne  said,  if 
any  inconvenience  or  alarm  resulted  from 
the  statement  of  his  noble  Friend,  it 
would  arise  from  his  having  been  induced 
to  answer  the  isolated  question  put  by  the 
noble  Baron,  when  he  had  not  the  oppor- 
tunity of  going  into  the  plan  fully.  He 
trusted,  that  after  the  observation  of  the 
noble  Baron,  his  noble  Friend  would 
decline  to  answer  any  more  questions  on 
the  subject  till  it  came  regularly  before 
the  House.  He  would  only  say,  that  the 
interests  of  the  leaseholders  had  been  very 
carefully  considered,  and  he  did  not  ap- 
prehend that  any  penal  consequences  would 
result  from  it  which  were  calculated  to 
alarm  those  Individuals. 

Lord  Haiherton  thought  that  his  noble 
Friends  acted  with  much  discretion  in 
refusing  to  answer  the  questions  which 
had  been  put  to  them.  He  would  only 
remind  the  noble  Lords  opposite,  that  the 
discussion  in  the  other  House  was  not  yet 
finished,  and  that  it  had  been  adjourned 
at  the  express  wish  of  the  leader  of  the 
friends  of  the  noble  Baron  (EUenborough) 
in  the  other  House. 

Lord  Brougham  presented  a  petition 
signed  by  6,000  persons,  many  of  them 
Churchmen,  praving  for  a  total  repeal  of 
Church-rates.  He  did  not  wish  to  renew 
the  discussion,  if  such  it  might  be  termed, 
which  had  just  terminated.  He  was  per* 
fectly  aware  of  the  difficulty  the  answer* 
ing  such  questions  produced.  He  felt 
himself  obliged,  however,  to  draw  the 
attention  of  the  Government  to  one  portion 
of  the  measure,  in  order  that  they  might 
give  it  their  consideration  and  amend  it« 
for  he  was  of  opinion  it  was  decidedly 
bad.  He  meant  that  portion  which  re- 
garded the  lessees  of  the  Church.  He 
was  of  opinion,  that  it  ought  to  be  left 
optional  to  them  to  renew  with  the  cus- 
tomary fines.  In  the  case  of  mines  and 
minerals,  for  instance,  in  the  bishopric  of 
Durham  and  Northumberland^  which  was 
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jmtty  iMarly  tbe  case  of  knelt  lieid  io 
Mid  near  townf^  it  waa  well  worth  a  per- 
aoa'i  while  to  pay  a  nini  of  money  for  the 
mnieral  land.  He  thought,  howerer,  it 
might  be  so  arranged  in  detail  as  not  to 
impede  tbe  working  of  the  plan,  making 
it  a  matter  of  contract,  in  each  particular 
caie,  between  the  Commiiaioners  to  be 
appointed  and  the  lessees,  subject  to  cer- 
tain rules  and  regulations.  His  noble 
Friend  on  the  Bench  opposite  asked,  how 
it  was  possible  anybody  could  gain  by  the 
measure,  if  nobody  were  to  lose  by  it? 
He  thought  a  little  consideration  of  the 
present  state  of  the  property  of  the  Church 
would  suggest  the  answer  to  his  noble 
Friend.  At  present,  a  lease  could  not  be 
granted  for  a  longer  term  than  twenty-one 
years  without  an  Act  of  Parliament.  If, 
however,  having  the  power  of  granting  a 
lease  for  ninety-nine  years  in  place  of  only 
twenty-one  enabled  the  lessor  to  obtain, 
instead  of  61.  or  iOL  per  acre,  from  1,600/. 
to  2,000/.  the  case  put  by  his  Majesty's 
Government  would  be  satisfactorily  made 
out 

The  Bishop  of  Exeter  said,  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord,  having  occupied  a  high 
judicial  situation^  was  very  competent  to 
form  a  judgment  on  the  relative  rights  of 
parties ;  and  he  trusted,  that  as  he  had  so 
correctly  and  forcibly  stated  the  rights  of 
lessees,  he  would  be  found,  when  the  time 
arrived  to  discuss  the  question,  if,  indeed, 
it  ever  arrived,  equally  ready  to  do  justice 
to  the  other  parties— -the  lessors.  He  had 
no  doubt  it  would  be  present  to  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord's  mind,  that  the  restraint 
upon  the  Church  from  granting  leases  was 
for  a  specific  object,  namely,  to  protect 
the  permanent  interests  of  the  Church, 
and  to  prevent  holders  of  Church  property 
from  wastefttlly  throwing  away  that  pro- 
perty»  according  to  the  present  annual 
value.  That  was  the  reason  why  Sir  John 
Smith  introduced  a  statute  in  the  reign  of 
Queen  Elisabeth  to  protect  the  interests 
of  the  Church.  The  true  principle,  in  his 
opinion,  was  to  remove  the  restricting 
power  pro  tanto,  and  to  enable  the  Church 
to  grant  building  leases. 

Lord  Brougham  felt  honoured  by  the 
observations  of  the  right  rev.  Prelate,  and 
could  have  no  hesitation  in  replying  to 
him  by  an  assurance  that  he  should  apply 
bis  mind  to  the  consideration  of  the  ques- 
tion, with  a  resolution  to  do  justice  to  the 
lessors  as  well  as  lessees.  If  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  meant  by  justice  to  the  lessors 


a  resistance  or  oppoaitwn  to  the  meaama* 
as  it  was  understood  to  be  founded*  he 
(Lord  Brougham)  would  only  say,  that  ha 
had  directed  his  attention  about  Uiree  or 
four  years  ago  to  another  subject  in  many 
particulars  the  same,  both  in  that  House 
and  in  conjunction  with  his  then  CoUea'* 
gues  in  the  Administration,  and  that  oa 
the  fullest  consideration,  viewing  the 
rights  and  the  interests  of  all  parties,  they 
came  to  a  clear  and  unhesitating,  but 
nevertheless  a  deliberate  opinion,  that  the 
rights  of  the  leMors  would  not  be  im* 
paired,  and  that  justice  would  not.  he 
sacrificed  by  the  principle  of  the  measure. 
He  would  say  with  great  diffidence,  a 
diffidence  becoming  in  any  person  when 
the  subject  was  so  important,  that  thecaaa 
as  regarded  its  justice  was  perfectly  clear. 
It  appeared  to  him  that  the  measure,  in 
its  fundamental  principles,  and  with  the 
exception  alluded  to  respecting  the  lessee«» 
in  no  respect  whatever  sinned  agaiosi 
right,  or  justice,  or  principle. 
Petition  laid  on  the  table. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  March  7, 1837. 

ICiinma.?  Pttltioiii  ptweitwli  Bf  Mm»  PonwSt  Uu  %» 
DUMOOMBI*  Mr.  Gaon.  Mr.  S.  Caawfokd,  Mr.  W. 
Rocm,  Mr.  C.  Bitluiii.  Mr.  JtyRsoir,  Mr.  Lsists, 
Mr.  TooKSi  ytx*  HoiAAwOf  H^.  Romitmk,  Mr^  BdBsnr, 
Mr.  Trnntt,  Mr.  Ronmau  ttid  Ms.  Ow  W.  lUsnrtr* 
ftam  GbdiQiford,  Rkhmand,  York*  Oxford,  KmrwiUi* 
rough,  Liverpool,  LeomiiMter,  Llakend,  Norwleh,  Derbf^ 
Cork,  Malditoiie,  TimteMfi,  and  vtfloat  oOmt  plaM^  anr 
the  fiaUoU-^  Mr.  AumBiua  WoOP,  flron  Olouoiitsb 
to  ttie  Mme  efIbct-*By  Mr.  Rokbvcs,  from  Coekennoallb, 
ttit  t/nlTenal  SvOngd,  AboHtton  of  fhM  Pioptrtf  QMi- 
cktion  of  Mmbtfif  and  ft*  titf  BdloC 

* 

Trade  with  Java.]  Mr,  Patrkk M. 
Stewart  begged  to  ask  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Secretary  for  Foreign  ASair|»  if  b^ 
had  arranged  with  the  Dutch  government 
the  tertns  of  the  treaty  of  182^  and  if  an 
indemnity  had  been  insisted  apon  with 
respect  to  the  excessive  duties  ehargedr? 
He  wished  to  know»  first,  whether  he  bad 
been  enabled  to  prevail  upon  the  Pnteb 
government  to  adjust  the  duties,  present 
and  prospective,  in  strict  conformity  wit|i 
the  terms  of  that  treaty;  and  secondly, 
whether  he  had  been  enabled  to  convince 
the  Dutch  government  that  they  weie 
bound  in  honour  and  fair  dealing  (the 
latter  they  should  understand)  to  refund 
the  excessive  duties  charged,  amounting 
to  half  a  million  sterling  f 

Viscount  Palmerston^  in  answer  to  hjs 
hon.  Friend,  regretted  to  say,  that  the  ojid 
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observation  was  in  this  case  verified,  that 
nothing  was  more  difficult  to  convince  a 
man  of  than  the  truth  that  would  deprive 
him  of  a  profitable  injustice ;  and  he  re- 
gretted to  say,  that  the  Dutch  government 
formed  no  exception  to  that  rule.      No 
doubt  the  construction  the  hon.  Member 
had  put  upon  the  treaty,  was  the  true  and 
the  just  one.     He  haa  endeavoured,  ever 
since  the  question  had  been  first  started, 
to  convince  the  Dutch  government  that  its 
construction  of  the  terms  of  the  treaty 
was  erroneous,  and  not  conformable  either 
to  the  letter  or  the  spirit  of  the  treaty. 
He  had  received  a  private  communication 
that  a  tarifi^  had  been  issued   in   Java, 
placing  the  difference  of  duty  upon  the  I 
difference  of  national  flags;  but  he  had 
not  been  able  to  obtain  any  official  com- 
munication from  Holland  to  that  effect. 
So  far  with  regard  to  the  first  branch. 
The  result  had  not  been  stated  in  any 
communication  with  the  Dutch  govern- 
ment on  this  subject,  but  he  had  reason  to 
hope  that  they  had  come  to  the  determi- 
nation Blrictly  and  literally  to  execute  the 
treaty.    With  regard  to  the  second  branch, 
that,  of  course,  could  not  be  brought  to  a 
conclusion  till  they  had  disposed  of  the 
other  branch  of  the  question.     He  had 
announced  to  the  Dutch  government  that 
they  would  insist  on  their  claims,  not  only 
for  the  future,  but  also  upon  a  restitution 
for  the  past.    Though  the  second  branch, 
therefore,  was  postponed  till   after  they 
had  settled  the  first,  he  could  assure  the 
House  that  it  would  not  be  abandoned. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  presumed,  that  the 
noble  Lord  would  not  have  the  least  ob- 
jection to  lay  the  tariff  upon  the  table. 
The  grounds  of  the  treaty  that  had  been 
alluded  to  were,  that  where  these  goods 
were  imported  free  from  Holland  6  per 
cent  was  to  be  charged  upon  goods  brought 
by  British  vessels ;  and  where  6  per  cent 
was  charged  upon  goods  brought  by  the 
Dut^h,  double  that  was  to  be  charged  on 
the  British.     Was  the  noble  Lord  pre- 

J)ared  to  lay  the  new  tariff  in  an  official 
brm  before  the  House  7 
Viscount  Palmerston :  The  treaty  was, 
•  that  goods  imported  into  Java  by  British 
inbjects,  and  by  British  vessels,  should 
pay  twice  as  much  duty  as  goods  imported 
by  the  subjects,  and  in  the  vessels  of  Hol- 
land ;  and  where  there  was  no  duty  levied 
upon  articles  imported  by  the  subjects 
and  in  the  vessels  of  Holland,  there  should 

99l^  be  a  dutjr  of  6  per  cent  levied  on 


English  goods.  The  Dutch  -wanted  to 
make  the  difference  of  duty  depend,  not 
upon  the  nationality  of  the  vessels  and 
importers,  but  on  the  nationality  of  the 
goods  themselves ;  that  was  to  say,  they 
wanted  the  difference  to  apply  to  Dutch 
goods  if  imported  in  English  vessels.  He 
had  not  received  this  information,  as  yet 
officially,  and  therefore  could  not  as  yet 
lay  a  copy  of  the  treaty  on  the  table ;  but 
he  had  instructed  the  minister  at  the  Hague 
to  apply  for  the  treaty. 


The  Ballot.]    Mr.  Grate  spoke   as 
follows: — Mr.  Speaker,    the  subject  on 
which  I  am  about  to  address  you,  stands 
described  in  your  paper  of  notices  for  this 
evening.     It  is  one  which  I  have  already 
more  than  once  submitted  to  your  atten- 
tion, and  I  propose  on  the  present  occasion 
to  move,  as  I  did  last  Session,  for  leave  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  for  taking  votes  by  Ballot, 
at  elections  for  Members  of  Parliament. 
Impressed  as  I  am,  Sir,  with  a  deep  con- 
viction of  the  importance  of  the  measure 
which  I  recommend,  I  entreat  your  patient 
attention  while  I  set  forth  the  grounds  of 
my  recommendation ;  and  I  shall  promise 
neither  to  detain  you  for  any  great  length 
of  time,  nor  to  overstep  by  one  hair's 
breadth  the  strict  limits  of  the  subject.   It 
is  not  my  intention  to  trouble  you  with  the 
details  of  the  Bill,  which  I  should  propose, 
if  leave  were  granted  to  me,  to  lay  upon 
the  table  of  the  House.     I  shall  content 
myself  with  stating,  in  general  terms,  that 
there  are  no  great  or  insurmountable  diffi- 
culties in  providing  effectual  machinery 
for  carrying  the  principle  of  the  Ballot 
into  execution.    It  is  easy  to  devise  means 
of  rendering  the  process  of  voting  by 
Ballot  so  short  and  so  simple,  that  no  voter 
in  the  community,  however  uninstructed, 
can  be  at  all  embarrassed  in  performing  it; 
while  at  the  same  time  full  security  is 
taken  that  the  act  of  voting  in  the  case  of 
every  voter  shall  be  entirely  secret  and  un- 
discoverable.    Though  I  am  perfectly  pre- 
pared to  enter  into  these  explanations  of 
detail,  when  the  convenient  season  shall 
arrive,  I  think  it  best  to  omit  them  for  the 
present ;  the  more  so,  as  I  could  not  per. 
form  the  task  without  occupying  more  of 
your  valuable  time  than  I  am  at  all  entitled 
to  demand.     Sir,  if  1  were  discussing  the 
comparative  advantage  of  open  or  secret 
suffrage,  considered  simply  and  exclusively 
as  modes  of  voting,  I  should  be  enabled 

to  prove  to  you  that  the  Ballot,  cqqpidered 
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on  this  ground  alone,  presents  the  clearest 
title  to  your  preference.  It  disengages  you 
altogether  from  that  disorderly  tumult  and 
vexatious  obstroction  which  is  inseparably 
connected  with  the  pronunciation  of  a  can. 
didate's  name  at  the  hustings^  and  with 
the  continuous  proclamation  of  the  varying 
state  of  the  poll.     It  secures  to  you  the 
inestimable  advantage  of  quiet,  gentleness, 
method,  and  propriety  from  the  beginning 
to  the  end  of  the  ceremony  of  polling. 
But,  Sir,  I  do  not  rest  my  proposition  ex* 
clusively  on  this  narrower  ground.     My 
main  purpose  is,  to  procure  free,  sincere, 
and  independent  votmg — to  get  the  sense 
of  the  community  fairly  and  freely  taken. 
I  desire,  above  all  things,  to  protect  the 
individual  voter  against  seduction  or  coer- 
cion from  without,  in  the  exercise  of  his 
franchise.     I  desire  to  guard  the  nation  at 
large  against  fraud  and  spurious  returns, 
in  collecting  the  aggregate  sentiments  of 
the  electoral  body.     Your  present  system 
shamefully  fails  as  to  both  these  important 
points.    I  contend  that  you  will  attain 
neither  of  them  without  the  Ballot.     At 
the  first  statement.   Sir,  of  the  objects 
which  I  aim  at,  it  should  seem  that  I 
ought  to  have  every  man  in  the  community 
heartily  conspiring  with  me  for  the  attain- 
ment of  it,  at  least,  every  sincere  politician, 
whether  he  be  Whig,  Tory,  or  Radical ; 
for  how  can  any  man  repudiate  the  prin- 
ciple of  general  freedom  of  votes,  without 
assuming  to  himself  a  despotism  little  less 
monstrous  than  that  of  the  ancient  inqui- 
sition in  matters  of  religion  ?    What  more 
will  any  man  venture  to  demand,  except 
that  he  shall  be  allowed  full  liberty  of 
expressing  his  own   opinion  in  his  own 
vote;  and  is  he  not  bound,  as  an  essential 
condition  of  his  own  freedom  in  this  re- 
spect, to  accord  the  like  to  every  other 
elector  whatever  ?   Besides,  Sir,  apart  from 
such  considerations  of  individual  arro- 
gance, look  at  the  matter  in  a  public  point 
of  view,  and  see  whether  the  same  prin- 
ciple is  not  forced  upon  us  by  reasonings 
the  most  evident  that  can  be  imagined. 
What  18  the  public  object  for  the  accom- 
plishment of  which  elections  are  instituted 
m  England,  as  well  as  in  every  other 
country  where  they  are  known?    It  is, 
surely,  to  collect  the  sense  of  the  people. 
Allow  me  to  read  to  you  a  few  words  out 
of  Mr.  Burke's  Thoughts  on  the  Causes  of 
the  present  Discontents  (page  304): — 

^It  IS  material  to  us  to  be  represented 
Itnily  and  Ima  JUe^  and  .not  in  forms,  an4 


types,  and  shadows,  and  fictions  of  law.  The 
riglit  of  election  was  not  esublished  merely  as 
a  matter  of  form,  to  satisfy  some  method  and 
rale  of  technical  reasoning ;  it  was  not  a  prin- 
ciple which  might  substitute  a  Titns  or  a 
Msevius,  a  John  Doe  or  a  Richard  Roe,  in  the 
place  of  a  man  specially  chosen — not  a  prin- 
ciple which  was  just  as  well  satisfied  with  one 
man  as  with  another.  It  is  a  right,  the  effect 
of  which  is  to  give  to  the  people  that  man,  and 
that  man  only,  whom  by  their  voices,  actually 
and  not  constructively  given,  they  declare  that 
they  know,  esteem,  love,  and  trust.  This  right 
is  a  matter  within  their  own  power  of  judging 
and  feeling ;  not  an  ens  ratkmiSy  or  creature  of 
law;  nor  can  those  devices,  by  which  any- 
thing else  is  substituted  in  place  of  such  actual 
choice,  answer  in  the  least  degree  the  end  of 
representation.'' 

Now,  Sir,  take  the  right  of  election,  at 
it  is  here  described  in  the  forcible  lan- 
guage of  Mr.  Burke ;  and  let  me  ask,  how 
can  you  give  efiPect  to  that  right,  if  the 
votes  of  electors  be  not  fairly  and  freely 
taken  ?  How  can  you  find  out "  that  man, 
and  that  man  only,  whom  the  people 
know,  esteem,  love,  and  trust/'  if  the 
mode  of  election  be  such  as  to  deter  elec- 
tors from  telling  you  their  real  minds? 
Let  me  not  be  accused,  Sir,  of  trifling  with 
your  time  when  I  presume  thus  emphati- 
cally to  remind  you  that  free  agency  is  the 
very  soul  of  voting.     However  little  such 
a  proposition  may  be  controverted  in  words, 
verbal  assent  is  far  from  being  all  that  is 
required.    You  find  freedom  of  election 
recognised  in  the  law  books  as  the  normal 
state  of  the  constitution :  nay,  you  find  it 
not  only  formally  announced,  but  loudly 
extolled  as  the  safeguard  and  bulwark  of 
English  political  liberty.     But,  Sir,  the 
more  forcibly  we  are  touched  with  the 
solemnity  of  these  declarations  of  right, 
the  more  we  are  delighted  with  the  picture 
as  we  find  it  exhibited  in  books  of  autho- 
rity, the  stricter  ought  to  be  our  watch  that 
the  reality  as  it  exists  corresponds  with 
so  pleasing  a  description.     Now,  let  us 
look  for  a  moment  into  the  world  without, 
and  examine  whether  elections  are  really 
free,  as  our  lawyers  have  directed  and  as 
our  forefathers  have  promised  and  vowed 
that  they  should  be  ?    I^et  any  man  exa- 
mine candidly,  and  he  will  see  that  no 
two  things  can  be  more  diametrically  op- 
posed than  the  profession  and  the  reality. 
The  pretence  is  freedom  of  election — the 
reality  wide-spread  coercion  and  servitude. 
In  profession,  dependence  of  the  voter  is 
unknown;  in  practice,  it  prevails  at  idl 

timet  and  eterjr  where.    Lbteu  to  the  pe< 
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negyrie  of  Blsokstone,  and  you  will  be 
begutbd  into  th«  balitf  that  every  man's 
vote  is  htf  ofm  vote,  the  outward  mentfes- 
tation  of  a  ftee  and  llvlngp   conscience 
within  him ;  descend  into  the  committee- 
room  ^   or  accoropanv  the  canvassers  in 
their  prog^ress  at  an  eleetion*  and  you  will 
find  that  it  is  not  modes  of  persuasion,  but 
modes  of  eompulsion  or  seduction,  which 
they  rack    their  ing;enaity  to    discover. 
First,  the  method  of  actrag  upon  an  elec- 
tor's fesrsj  next,  that  of  acting  upon  his 
hopes;  last  of  all,  that  of  acting  on  his 
heart  and  understanding.      These,    Sir, 
are  the  tsctios  of  electioneering  genius — 
they  are  the  varieties  of  that  which  is  com* 
monly  known  by  the  plausible  and  deceit- 
ful name  of  influence.    The  wide  extent 
of  this  unrighteous  interference,  and  its 
eneroaohment  on  the  freedom  of  the  elec^ 
tive  franchise,  was  so  forcibly  described 
in  ft  speech  delivered   last  year  by  the 
highest  authority-i^the  present  Prime  Mi- 
nister of  Englaod^-tbat  I  shall  beg  per- 
mission to  borrow  from  that  speaeh  a  few 
sentences  of  no  ordinary  moment.     It  is 
thus  that  Lord  Melbourne  expressed  him- 
self last  year : — '*  The  great  disease  of 
soeiety,  the  great  impediment  to  quiet  go- 
vernment, the  great  evil  of  the  day,  the 
greatest  prevailing  abuse  at  present  is,  that 
every  one  thinks  he  has  a  right  to  employ 
his  influence  ever  another }  each  practises 
it,  and  each  exclaims  against  its  practice 
in  a  third  person.    The  landlord  enforces 
it  on  his  tenant,  the  customer  over  his 
tradesman  »<-  they  force  oonscience,  and 
they  drive  persons  against  their  will  to  the 
poll,  to  vote  coRlrary  to  their  own  wishes. 
I  say,  then,  that  upon  whatever  side  this 
influence  is  exerelsedy  it  is  a  cruel  tyranny, 
and  a  gross  injustice.    I  say  that  it  is  a 
great  evil  i  it  is  one,  too,  prevailing  in  a 
greater  degree  in  this  than  in  any  other 
eountry }  and  in  no  other  eountry  but  this, 
where  there  is  a  popular  form  of  Ooyern- 
ment  does  it  prevail.^    Sir,  these  are  me- 
morable woras,  and  I  am  enabled  to  cite 
not  only  the  authority  of  Lord  Melbourne 
to  my  present  purpose,  but  also  that  of 
Lord  Brougham  t  and  I  cite  both  these 
distineuished  authorities  with  the  greater 
confiaenee,  in  proof  of  the  actual  state  of 
Ikct,  because  1  know  that  both  of  them 
eie  unfevourabk  to  the  mode  of  remedy 
which  I  recommend.    In  ap  article  in  the 
EdMmwgh  Biviiw  for  January,  1833,  uni- 
versally understood  to  have  been  written 
hj  thut  teamed  Lotd,  and  wrtl(«0|  I  may 


add,  in  direct  hostility  to  the  Ballot.   The 
extent  of    intimidation    at    elections  i 
deicribed  in  language  which  it  is  impoa» 
sible  to  surpass ;  the  coercion  which  had 
been  resorted  to  at  the  first  election  after 
the  Reform  Act,  then  just  terminated,  is 
depicted  in  the   most  revolting  colours. 
Here  are  distinguished  testimonies,  sueh 
as  can  neither  be  denied  nor  ekided,  res- 
pecting the  actual  state  of  the  electoral 
world.    Be  it  remarked,  too,  that  they 
demonstrate    this    important    fact»^hat 
intimidation  of  voters  has  become  greater 
and  more  notorious  since  the  passing  of 
ihe  Reform  Act.    But,  Sir,  I  may  dis- 
pense with  the  necessity  of  quoting  indi- 
vidual testimonies  in  proof  of  such  a  con- 
clusion, for  the  reports  of  Committees  ef 
this  House  aiFord  materials  suffieient  for 
the  most  insatiable  appetite.    I  pass  over 
those  Committees  which  you  have  named, 
for  the  purpose  of  investigating  the  pro- 
ceedings of  particular  boroughs  i  though 
these  are  neither  few  in  numt)er,  nor  in- 
significant in  their  results.    I  confine  my- 
I  self  to  the  Report  of  the  Committee  aj^- 
pointed  generally  on  bribery  and  intimi- 
dation at  elections ;  and  I  scruple  not  to 
affirm,  that  the  evidence   taken    before 
that  Committee  fully  bears  out  the  worst 
statements  that  have  ever  been  made  re- 
specting the  extent  of  undue  interferenee 
in  elections.    A  large  number  of  respect- 
able witnesses  from  all  parts  of  the  king- 
dom were  examined  before  that  Com- 
mittee, and  the  facts  set  forth  by  them, 
illustrate  the  working  of  evil   influence 
over   electors    in     all    its    shapes    and 
varieties.    Follow  the  series  of  evidences 
in  this  volume.  Sir,  and  you  will  see  that 
wherever  any  man  possesses  the  means 
of  inflicting  injury  upon  another,  or  with- 
holding benefits  firom  him,  the  power  is 
made  subservient  to  electioneering  pur- 
poses.   It  IS  thus  that    landlords   deal 
with  their  tenantSi  customers  with  tbejr 
tradesmen,  employers  of  labour  with  their 
labourers,  and  in  like  manner  every  elass 
of  persons  whose   social  petition   gives 
them  a  grain  of  ability  to  oblige  or  aunoy 
their  neighbours.    Sometimes  these  iirflii- 
ences  are  put  forth  more  openly,  apn^e- 
times  more  covertly,  as  the  case  mav  be ; 
but,  in  substance,  the  intimation  is  always 
the  same — ^^  Vote  as  I  desire,  or  it  will 
be  worse  for  you  if  you  do  not*''    In  Ire- 
land, from  which  country  many  of  tbo 
witnesses  examined  before  tb#  lotimida- 
tioD  Committee  were  t«k^n,  the  diit^sspsr 
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i$  tb«  MUM  in  kind,  but  of  e](«gg;er»ted 
raaliKoUjrs  tb9  coercioo  ovor  electors  is 
QKNTA  terrific  and  undisguised  t  aud  the 
QonditioQ  of  the  poorer  class  of  electors 
under  these  circumstences  is  depicted  in 
more  than  one  instance,  as  little  less  than 
pHiskble.  You  will  not  wonder,  Sir,  that 
in  suob  a  state  of  feeling,  and  with  such 
an  absence  of  protection,  every  species  of 
fmud  and  wrong  is  comtnitted  on  the 
aggregate  result  of  elective  franchise.  It 
stands  provedf  that  nun»bers  of  electors 
are  constrained  to  vote  in  opposition  to 
their  real  sentiments;  and  man^  others 
suffer  loss  and  injury,  because  they  will 
not  submit  to  this  means  of  escaping  it. 
It  is  proved,  moreover,  that  many  elec- 
tors are  deterred  from  voting  at  alli  while  no 
tnconsiderable  portion  of  qualified  persons 
coQsider  their  franchise  as  an  ineonveni- 
ence,  and  decline  to  put  themselves  on  the 
register;  and  it  is  well  worth  your  atten- 
tion. Sir,  that  this  is  an  evil  not  in  course 
of  diminution,  but  in  course  of  iocrease — 
pf  marked  and  rapid  increase.  The 
threats  of  expulsion  of  tenants,  realised 
in  the  awful  sentence,  ^/?c  mea  suntt  v^te^ 
r$9  mgrate  ^olont— -the  resolutions  of 
exclusive  dealings— are  more  rife  and 
more  violent  than  ever,  If  wo  only  advert 
to  the  recent  election  in  the  county  of 
I^ongford,  we  shall  find  an  extremity  of 
terrorism  and  a  fierceness  of  menace 
almost  without  parallel.  As  to  exclusive 
dealing,  the  leading  organs  of  Tory  prin- 
ciples are  found  presehing  it  systemati- 
cally and  universally*  In  Blackwood* $ 
MaoMine^  and  iq  the  Quarterly  Review^ 
eioTusive  dealing  has  been  insisted  on  as 
a  matter  of  strict  political  obligation ;  the 
maxim  which  they  appear  to  enforce  is, 
without  re^rve,  whoso  will  not  vote  as  we 
bid  shall  be  unto  us  as  a  stranger  and 
sojourner*  In  some  towns,  so  great  has 
been  the  anxiety  to  secure  the  thorough* 
going  operation  of  the  principle  of  exclu* 
aive  dealing,  that  lists  of  tradesmen  voters 
on  one  side  or  on  the  other  have  been 
INrinted  and  circulated  for  the  use  of  inti* 
midators-^lists  of  tradesmen  to  faNC  patro* 
nised  or  avoided*  I  hold  in  my  band,  Sir, 
a  priAted  list  of  this  kind,  printed  bv  some 
aealoos  Conservatives  of  the  town  of  Cam^' 
bridffiB  af^r  the  last  election.  It  is  en* 
titled  **  An  Alpbabetkai  List  of  the  Cam- 
bridge tradefmen  who  snpported  the  Con- 
s»rvaUvo  Candidate  at  the  last  election, 
vbicb  took  place  on  the  7tb  and  8th 
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whose  names  are  preceded  by  ao  asterisk 
divided  their  votes  in  favour  of  one  of  the 
Radical  Members.'*  The  list  is  most  ac- 
curately classified  and  subdivided,  accord* 
ing  to  the  various  trades  of  the  voters ; 
there  are  no  less  than  seventy-six  different 
trades  enumerated,  amongst  which  the 
voters  named,  being  441  in  number,  are 
distributed :  and  I  shall  onlv  add,  that  I 
am  informed  the  list  has  been  but  too 
rigidly  and  exclusively  adhered  to  in  ap- 
portioning the  custom  of  members  of  the 
various  colleges  in  the  University.  I  aia 
sorry  that  I  am  unable  to  mention  tho 
name  of  the  printer  by  whom  this  list  was 
put  in  type;  but  I  do  not  find  the  name 
of  the  printer  specified  any  where.  At 
the  close  of  the  lut  I  find  the  following 
paragraph  :—• 

<<  Whan  we  ohserva  the  diahoUcal  spirit 
with  which  the  Church  of  our  forefathers  and 
tlie  glorious  constitution  of  our  countrv  Is  as- 
sailed, and  see  that  our  enemies  are  nanded 
together  to  raae  them  to  the  dust,  we  thMk 
that  the  preseBt  list  of  the  supporlera  of 
Cburch  and  State  principles  in  the  town  of 
Cambridge  is  not  altogether  unoallsd  for.  We 
believe  that  many  whose  names  do  not  appear 
in  this  list  have  deserted  the  ranks  of  our  op- 
ponentSy  and  joined  ours  i  hut  as  their  opi- 
nions are  not  upon  record,  we  do  not  think 
ourselves  justified  in  making  them  public  at 
present,  although,  in  a  short  time,  we  hope  to 
have  the  pleasure  of  doing  so ;  as  the  time  eaiH 
not  he  far  distant  when  the  redUess  imbeeilest 
who  changed  their  theoretical  motto  of  peace, 
retrenchment,  and  reform,  to  the  practical  one 
of  place,  pension,  and  plunder,  who  now  goad 
with  tyrannic  cruelty  our  starving  countrymen 
must  yield  to  make  way  for  better  and  more 
honest  men.  An  eleetioB  will  Cba«  take 
place,  and,  our  friends  shall  have  a  new, 
and,  we  doubt  not,  a  mueh  ameodefi  list  ef 
the  Conservative  tradesmen  of  this  borough, 
as  speedily  as  possible  after  the  poU  is  taken  ; 
the  result  of  which  we  fear  not,  as  truth  must 
triumphi  justice  must  prevail,^ 

I  make  no  remark,  Sir*  upon  the  style 
of  this  composition,  emanating  as  it  does 
from  a  soil  so  pre-«minently  classical ;  I 
shall  merely  observe  that  it  proclaims  and 
instigates  nothing  less  than  a  deliberate 
conspiracy  against  the  freedom  of  the 
elective  franchise,  and  I  believe  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  represents 
Cambridge  has  been  told,  as  well  as  I 
have,  of  the  use  which  has  been  made  pf 
the  list  in  that  town;  at  least,  his  sup* 

Sorters  know  it,  and  feel  it  to  their  cost, 
cite  it  as  one  amongst  many  evidences 
to  prove  that  the  practice  of  exclusive 
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frages  of  voters,  is  working  itself  more 
and  more  into  the  habits  of  wealthy  and 
powerful  men,  and  tends  to  become  more 
and  more  the  established  resource  of  those 
who  can  employ  it  with  effect.  Sir,  I 
think  it  impossible  that  any  man  who  will 
candidly  weigh  these  evidences— I  may 
say,  any  man  who  will  take  the  trouble  to 
recollect  his  own  experience  and  observa- 
tion—will rise  and  state  that  elections,  as 
now  conducted,  are  free  and  pure,  or  that 
they  are  at  all  likely  to  become  so  for  the 
future.  It  cannot  be  superfluous,  there- 
fore, either  to  remind  you  of  the  magni- 
tude of  the  evil,  or  to  suggest  new  pre- 
cautions for  eradicating  it.  Now,  Sir, 
the  one  and  only  precaution  which  my 
humble  ingenuity  can  discover  is  the  Bal- 
lot ;  and  I  declare  with  perfect  sincerity, 
that  I  am  ready  to  lay  it  aside  if  any  other 
mode,  equally  effectual  for  attaining  free- 
dom and  purity  of  election,  can  be  pointed 
out  to  me.  Dut  I  listen  in  vain  for  any 
such  hint ;  out  of  the  infinite  number  of 
Gentlemen  who  oppose  the  Ballot,  not  one 
can  disprove  the  existence  of  the  evil 
complained  of,  not  one  will  condescend  to 
•tart  the  idea  of  any  alternative  remedy. 
What  then  remains  for  me,  except  to  cling 
to  my  own  proposition  with  increased  te- 
nacity, and  to  enforce  it  again  and  again 
on  the  House,  and  on  the  public  ?  Surely, 
Sir,  the  House  will  not  so  far  abdicate  the 
greatest  of  all  functions,  as  to  tolerate  and 
connive  at  the  continuance  of  those  mon- 
strous enormities  in  our  electoral  system, 
which  have  now  become  matters  of  such 
disgraceful  notoriety.  He  who  allows  op- 
pression shares  the  crime,  and  we  shall 
indeed  show  that  freedom  of  election  has 
become  vile  and  worthless  in  our  eyes,  if 
we  reject  every  proposition  calculated  to 
rescue  it  from  those  iniquitous  practices 
by  which  it  is  now  subverted.  The  mea- 
sure which  I  propose  to  you,  will  accom- 
plish this  end  with  perfect  certainty ;  I 
say  it  confidently  before  you.  '  Make  the 
suffrage  secret,  and  you  at  once  make  it 
free,  beyond  all  possibility  of  disappoint- 
ment. The  snares  by  which  electoral 
independence  is  beset,  the  menaces  by 
which  it  is  overborne  and  prostrated,  will 
all  be  defeated  by  a  system  of  secret  suf- 
frage. The  B&llot  will  be  an  act  of  eman- 
cipation for  all  dependent  voters ;  it  will 
protect  them  against 'every  variety  of  the 
many-headed  principle  of  intimidation, 
whether  arising  from  a  persecuting  supe- 
fiOTf  from  the  artificisd  force  of  a  combi- 


nation, for  exclusive  dealing,  or  from  the 
violent  hostility  of  an  excited  neighbour* 
hood.  My  scheme  of  protection  is  equal 
and  universal,  for  all  classes  in  society, 
and  for  all  shades  of  opinion  in  politics. 
I  wish  to  guarantee  free  and  unembarrass- 
ed voting  to  every  elector,  be  his  politics 
what  they  may ;  and  I  am  very  sure  that 
there  is  no  other  way  of  accomplishing 
this  except  by  means  of  the  Ballot.  To 
secure  perfect  freedom  of  election,  by  a 
method  so  simple,  and  an  innovation  so 
moderate,  as  that  of  Vote  by  Ballot,  is 
surely  an  experiment  well  worth  trying. 
And  can  there  be  any  expedient  more  gen- 
tle and  harmless  in  its  working  than  that 
which  I  present  to  you?  It  trenches 
upon  no  man's  rights ;  it  alters  no  man's 
proper  position ;  it  creates  no  new  privi- 
lege; it  inflicts  no  disfranchisement  or 
degradation.  When  the  amount  of  ex- 
isting evil  is  so  great  and  so  serious,  it 
would  be  well  worth  your  while  to  pur- 
chase an  efEcient  remedy,  even  at  the  cost 
of  strict  prohibitions  and  severe  penalties. 
But  the  remedy  which  I  propose  involves 
neither  vexatious  prohibitions,  nor  a  sin- 
gle grain  of  penalty.  I  do  not  ask  you 
to  enact  sharper  laws  against  bribery  and 
intimidation,  but  I  shew  you  the  means  of 
preventing  them.  The  ballot  affords  the 
fullest  measure  of  relief,  by  its  own  self- 
acting  operation,  without  the  uncertainties 
of  legal  process,  and  without  the  bitter- 
ness of  punishment.  You  have  made 
several  valuable  improvements  of  late  in 
the  mode  of  conducting  the  poll,  in  the 
time  which  it  is  allowed  to  last,  and  in  the 
subdivision  of  polling  districts,  all  tending 
to  make  the  process  of  voting  more  con- 
venient and  less  toilsome.  This  is  very 
well,  but  is  it  not  a  far  more  pressing  ne- 
cessity that  you  should  study  the  means 
of  making  the  process  of  voting  free  and 
pure?  If  it  be  useful,  as  assuredly  it  is, 
to  provide  that  the  voter  shall  not  be  re. 
quired  to  travel  more  than  a  certain  num* 
her  of  miles  to  the  poll,  is  it  not  much 
more  essential  that  he  should  be  emanci- 
pated from  all  constraint,  and  preserved 
from  all  intimidation  when  he  arrives 
there  ?  Unless  this  be  done,  you  may 
carry  the  detail  arrangements  of  voting 
to  what  degree  of  perfection  you  please, 
still  the  result  will  be  untrue  and  unfaith- 
ful ;  you  will  not  reach  that  which  is  the 
only  ultimate  purpose  of  every  elective 
system— ^that  which  was  the  great  promise 
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clear  expression  of  the  conGdenee  of  the 
people.  There  are  some  GeDtlemea  who 
tell  us  that  they  are  averse  to  any  theoreti- 
cal or  organic  reforms,  but  that  they  burn 
with  zeal  for  the  removal  of  all  proved 
abuses.  Let  such  persons,  Sir,  peruse 
the  Report  of  the  Intimidation  Committee, 
and  I  promise  them  that  they  will  find 
therein  an  ample  harvest  of  proved  abuses 
— a  harvest  rank,  and  pining  for  the  sickle. 
Are  not  the  evils  of  open  voting  com- 
pletely practical,  and  fearfully  manifest  ? 
And  shall  the  remedy  against  such  evils 
be  dismissed  as  an  idle  and  irrelevant  pro- 
position, not  bearing  upon  the  actual  state 
of  society  ?  Sir,  I  say,  that  we  ought  to 
be  thankful  if  there  be  any  improvement 
in  the  mode  of  voting  within  our  reach, 
calculated  to  remove  one-tenth  part  of 
these  mighty  mischiefs.  I  am  prepared 
to  prove,  that  the  Ballot  will  go  far  to  abate 
the  whole  of  the  mischiefs,  and,  therefore, 
that  it  is  among  the  most  practical  of  all 
practical  measures*  From  whence  is  it 
that  election  abuses  in  all  their  grossness 
and  variety,  at  least  three  parts  out  of 
four,  take  their  origin  ?  It  is  from  some 
species  of  force  or  constraint  put  upon  the 
will  of  the  voter ;  from  the  struggles  of  ex- 
traneous tyranny  to  grasp  his  vote,  without 
the  smallest  reference  to  his  own  consent 
or  inward  preference.  Now,  will  any  man 
tell  me  that  such  attempts  at  compulsion 
can  possibly  be  continued,  when  you  shall 
have  adopted  the  Vote  by  Ballot  ?  Will 
any  man  tell  me,  that  the  menaces  and  the 
violence  now  employed  against  the  open 
voter,  will  still  remain  in  fashion  as  a  mode 
of  attack  against  the  secret  voter  ?  Sir, 
I  do  not  hesitate  to  say,  that  the  supposi- 
tion is  inconceivable.  A  man  voting  se- 
cretly is  out  of  the  reach  of  all  assailants ; 
he  is  master  of  his  own  conduct,  let 
the  intimidator  bestir  himself  as  he  may ; 
no  individual  consequence,  good  or  bad, 
can  be  made  to  attach  to  the  way  in 
which  his  vote  is  given.  Intimidation 
against  electors  will  cease,  because  it  will 
become  entirely  useless— because  it  will 
conduce  to  no  man's  profit  or  power.  I 
need  not  remind  the  House  that  the  surest 
mode  of  warfare  against  crime  is  to  disap- 
point the  criminal  of  his  expected  booty. 
Now,  Sir,  if  Gentlemen  will  lay  to  heart 
the  multiplied  enormities  detailed  in  the 
Report  of  the  Intimidation  Committee, 
and  will  recollect  at  the  same  time,  that 
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dently  affirm  that  they  must  agree  with 
me  in  calling  the  Ballot  a  measure  not 
only  of  extensive  benefit,  but  even  of  ur- 
gent necessity.  It  is  not  upon  any  light 
prejudices — not  upon  any  partial  or  fanci- 
ful objections — that  they  ought  to  turn 
away  so  healing  a  remedy  from  their  lips. 
But  what  are  those  objections  against  he 
Ballot,  which  outweigh  its  direct  and  n- 
dispu table  benefits,  and  which  induce 
Gentlemen  rather  to  perpetuate  the  vast 
catalogue  of  evils  which  stare  them  in  the 
face,  than  recur  to  the  infallible  corrective 
of  secret  voting?  Some  objectors  seem 
to  turn  with  horror  from  the  task  of  rea- 
soning on  the  subject ;  they  talk  as  if  the 
very  mention  of  secrecy  were  an  insup- 
portable dishonour.  It  may  be  convenient 
to  hold  such  language,  when  the  object  is 
to  decry  the  Ballot ;  but  I  shall  never  be- 
lieve that  any  one  of  the  disclaimers 
against  the  Ballot,  entertains  a  real  belief 
(hat  secrecy  is  dishonourable.  Why? 
Because  their  actual  proceedings  prove 
the  contrary.  Is  there  a  man  living  who 
feels  dishonoured  while  voting  by  Ballot 
in  his  club,  or  in  any  private  association 
of  which  he  may  be  a  member  ?  On  the 
contrary,  the  practice  of  secret  voting  is 
invariable  among  the  most  honourable 
men  of  the  land — among  men  of  all 
classes  in  society,  and  of  all  political  par- 
ties— among  noble  Lords  and  Gentlemen 
in  the  fashionable  clubs,  as  well  as  artisans 
in  their  unions,  and  labourers  in  their  be- 
nefit societies.  In  every  private  associa- 
tion, without  exception,  the  Ballot  is 
adopted  as  the  only  sure  method  of  sin- 
cere, independent,  unembarrassed,  expres- 
sion of  opinion.  What  better  proof^  can 
you  have,  that  there  is  nothing  in  the 
practice  which  conflicts  with  the  moral 
feelings  of  any  man?  What  better 
proof  can  you  have  that  the  effects  of 
the  Ballot  are  not  only  uniform  and 
unerring;  but  also  clearly  understood 
and  familiar  to  all  classes  of  the  popula- 
tion ?  I  am  fully  justified.  Sir,  in  assert- 
ing, on  the  authority  of  these  extensive 
analogies,  that  the  Ballot  is  an  expedient 
known  and  proved  by  the  fullest  actual 
trial.  That  so  far  from  being  novel  and 
un-English,  as  some  persons  have  most 
preposterously  alleged,  it  is  notoriously 
conformable  to  English  practice  and  Eng- 
lish manners,  and  that,  in  advocating  the 
extension  of  it  to  a  new  case,  to  which  it 

tins    ti0V»r    vpti    hp#»n    annliMl.    T    nm  nnlv 


iB 


Th0  BuiM, 


{COMMONS} 


HiBotM. 


i6 


prMiioal  legi»lftliQ«.  I  %m  only  demnnd* 
mf  M  ticofiaitttd  i«iP«4y  Tqc  lb»  correct' 
tionof  asoeriAio^d  evils.  I  knowy  Sir,  Ibet 
there  are  meay  el^jectiQiss  iiiAde  qp  various 
fffouade  to  the  Ballot ;  but  is  there  any 
one  el  the  obieatprs  who  disputes  the  fact, 
that  the  Ballot  will  infallibly  bring  about 
fair  and  free  election  i  Well,  then,  if  this 
be  the  indieputabie  trath,  that  the  Ballot 
will  proeure  freedom  of  eleotion.  I  eoRr 
tend  that  my  ease  is  proved ;  for,  in  an 
iaqiiir||r  relating  simply  to  the  best  mode 
of  taking  votes,  vrhatever  best  conduces 
to  the  main  purpose  of  election  is  ioconr 
testaUy  right  to  be  ehosen.  No,  Sir,  the 
objectors  against  the  Ballot  do  not  think  it 
worth  their  while  to  break  ground  upon 
tliie  the  material  point  of  the  case ;  they 
pat  aside  freedom  of  election  as  if  it  were 
a  light  and  worthless  consideration,  and 
they  attack  my  proposition  on  the  plea  of 
certain  collateral  consequences,  whieb»  if 
they  could  even  be  shown  to  be  just  and 
probablet  would  yet  be  totally  foreign  to 
the  eseeiittal  merita  of  the  ease  in  Mod. 
Par  eaample,  there  is  no  ground  of  re- 
proach more  forcibly  insisted  on  against 
the  Ballot,  than  its  alleged  tendency  to 
multiply  false  promises  and  false  decla- 
rations. We  are  told  that  the  voter 
will  promise  to  vote  for  one  man,  and 
then  afterwards  vote  for  another ;  we  are 
told  again,  that  after  having  given  bis 
vote  under  favour  of  seereey>  be  will  de* 
alare  that  ha  has  voted  in  a  way  eontrary 
to  the  real  fact.  Now,  Sir,  thus  much  is 
unquestionably  Inte,  that,  while  speech  is 
free,  false  promises  and  false  declarations 
may  be  uttered,  if  individuals  choose  it, 
§mt  that  OR  a  matter  known  only  to  him** 
self,  a  man  may  speak  falsely,  without 
being  detected.  What,  then?  Is  it  in- 
tended thai  there  shall  be  po  matters 
whatever  disenased  privately  and  oonfiden- 
tially  beoause  false  statements  may  be 
made  veepeatiog  themt  the  falsehood  re- 
maining nndiseovered  ?  Are  we  to  have 
oo  auoh  thing  aa  sealed  eorrsspondeaoe 
hf  the  post,  beoause  a  man  may  state  one 
thing  in  writing  to  090  person^  while  be 
aommnnicates  the  direct  eontrary  by  word 
of  month  to  another?  The  secrecy  of 
the  post  opens  a  door  to  falsehood,  just  in 
the  same  wi^  aa  the  secrecy  of  the  Ballot ; 
Imt  if  I  were  to  same  any  one  act  of 
despotic  governments  which  eioites  peen- 
liar  abbeirenee>  it  is  the  breaking  the  seal 
«r  private  letters,  and  the  violation  of 
gooidantial  epialolatoiy  intmoniM  fan- 


tween  man  and  man.  And  what,  then, 
I  pray  you,  wonid  be  thotight  of  the  im<- 
pudenpe  of  any  private  individual  who 
should  olaim  the  right  to  unseal  his  oeigbr 
hour's  correspondtneei  under  pretenpe  of 
taking  seaurity  that  no  untrue  assertions 
should  be  made  to  him  abont  the  contents 
of  it  ?  Such  a  claim.  Sir,  would  be  acontad 
as  frantic  impodence^««''but  in  whatrespael, 
let  me  ask,  is  the  pretension  leas  impndeot 
when  applied  to  voting  at  elections  ?  When 
a  man  saySf  '*  I  have  a  right  to  know  how 
my  neighbour  votes,  and  if  he  is  allowad 
to  vote  secretly  be  may  daceive  me;  thero^ 
fore»  in  order  that  I  may  not  bo  deceivad» 
you  (the  Legislature)  must  compel  him  tP 
vote  openly."  Now*  Sir,  who  aball  deny 
that  this  is  a  claim  monstrous  and  unjiisti^ 
gable  on  the  faee  of  it?  First  prove  tp 
me,  I  say,  that  you  have  any  right  tP 
know  your  neighboiir's  votp,  pefore  you 
claim  to  be  invested  with  the  power  of 
looking  over  bis  elbow  jp  order  to  disqovar 
it.  I  contend  that  you  have  np  right  to 
know  it  attall,  againat  his  will  and  aonsent 
— not  the  shadow  or  pretence  of  a  right ; 
ha  may  disclose  it  to  you  if  he  pleasas» 
but  you  must  take  yopr  cbanoa  of  bis 
giving  you  false  information,  on  a  matter 
where  he  is  fully  entitled  to  withhold  in- 
formation altogether.  Y04  wonid  ha«^ 
no  right  whatever  to  6sh  ont  ypur  oeigb* 
boiir's  vote  againat  his  wish,  even  if  yopr 
motive  were  nothing  worse  than  an  ineo- 
cent  curiosity ;  how  much  less  tight  have 
you  tp  do  so,  when  your  motive  ia  one  pf 
malignity  and  oppression  ?  When  you 
try  to  penetrate  the  secret  of  his  vote,  fpr 
the  direct  purpose  of  inflicting  evil  upon 
bim>  if  he  will  not  alter  it  at  your  bidding 
nr-when  yon  are  seeking  to  aoeompliw 
the  doable  mischief  of  defrauding  your 
cooptry  of  an  honest  vpte,  and  of  turning 
the  revelations  of  the  voter  to  bis  oam 
ruin  ?  This,  Sirt  is  the  real  purport  pf 
the  complaints  which  you  bear  so  lopdly 
put  forth  against  tha  mendacity  of  the 
Ballot«-the  outcrv  whieh  is  raised  againit 
it  on  the  ground  that  it  affords  encourage- 
ment to  lying.  What  arp  such  pomptainta 
ejEcept  the  murmurs  of  disappointed 
tyranny,  raised  by  those  wbp  are  trying 
to  pKtort  confemiona  from  a  voter^  with 
the  eipress  view  of  turning  those  confoa- 
sions  against  him,  and  nixing  them  the 
evidence  for. visiting  him  with  ajactmept, 
or  dismissal,  or  loss  of  oustom?  If^f^ 
aecittora.  Sir,  of  pv^  elass,  cpay  well  in 
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miidieifouf  parpotts ;  it  •nabki  Ae  voter 
to  do  bit  duty  to  his  cottntry,  witboot 
tMf tng  bit  boaom  to  tb«  atMult  of  privule 
malic«-^*Bnd  tbay  fiod  their  eeeount  in 
deoouDCiDg  the  meant  of  eicape  from 
wrongftsl  peneeutioD  at  if  it  were  an 
flneouragemeDt  to  wrongful  deceit.  I  do 
BOt  ttand  here.  Sir,  at  the  defender  of 
faltehood;  but  I  will  not  thrink  from 
9tLjinfs$  neverihelets,  that  if  I  am  reduced 
to  choose  between  the  two  evilt^^-tttooett* 
foi  tyranny  on  the  one  side,  and  the  suc- 
eets  of  faltehood,  at  a  defence  againtt 
tyranny,  on  the  other — I  will  not  shrink 
ffOflS  saytngy  that  the  last  it  by  ftr  the 
least  evil  of  the  two.  And  is  not  this, 
fitr»  the  real  alternative  ?  Is  it  not  the 
ailemative  to  which  mankind  are  always 
reduced,  whenever  the  spirit  of  persecu- 
tion, religious  or  political,  has  poisoned 
the  hearts  of  the  superior  classes?  The 
annals  of  patt  history  present  but  too  copi- 
ous records  of  religious  persecution,  and 
what  has  been  the  uniform  result  ?  Some 
few  resolute  and  heroic  spirits  have  endured 
martyrdom  rather  than  submit,  even  in  ap- 
pearance, to  a  creed  which  their  conscience 
repudiated ;  but  the  greater  number  of  the 
persecuted  sect  has  evaded  the  tyranny 
of  the  oppressor,  by  rendering  outward 
Vomage  to  the  worship  thrust  upon  them 
by  force,  while  they  reserved  their  own 
sincere  and  conscientious  devotion  to  be 
offered  in  secret.  Such  has  been  the  history 
of  all  persecuted  sectS'^of  the  early  Chris- 
tiana under  the  Pagan  Emperors  of  Kome-— 
of  Protettants  under  Catholie  persecution 
•^as  well  as  of  Catholics  under  Protestant 
pevseeution-"»of  Protestant  Dissenters  in 
England  and  Scotland,  when  the  Church 
of  England  sought  to  put  them  down-*- 
of  everv  religious  sect,  without  exception, 
which  nas  been  proscribed  by  the  abuse 
of  sovereign  authority.  Now*  Sir,  it  there 
any  historian  to  bigoted  at  to  revile  these 
oppretted  men  for  carrying  on  their  own 
worthip  teeretly,  when  they  were  pve- 
ventad  by  viobnee  from  following  it 
openly  ?  It  it  an  unpardonable  tin,  when« 
under  the  prettoro  of  penaltiet,  they  eom- 
bino  oufewatd  eonformity  with  teeret  dit-» 
tent  f  Sif ,  I  venture  to  tay,  that  there  it 
BO  atan  of  oommon  generotitv  who  will 
so  tmat  is — there  is  no  onf  whose  wrath 
will  not  tarn  againtt  the  perteeutor  rather 
than  againtt  the  man  who  it  compelled  to 
diiiemUe  in  order  to  eteape  perteeutioa, 
Now»  9tf|  tgbttitate  the  political  for  the 
foUgtoua  ooDteioBeot  ond  you  teve  th« 


preciie  cate  of  the  dependant  elector 
voting  by  Ballot-- you  have  the  precise 
ease  of  the  tenant,  who,  to  avoid  ejeot" 
roent  and  ruin,  professes  acquiesoenoe  in 
the  unjust  dictates  of  his  landlord,  while 
he  avails  himself  of  the  Ball<it  to  vote 
agreeably  to  his  own  real  sentiments. 
Secrecy,  Siri  is  the  refuge  of  the  weak 
against  the  strong  s  and  we  are  fertunate» 
indeed,  when  the  injustice  of  the  strong 
admits  of  being  effectually  defeatod  by 
secrecy,  as  it  does  in  the  case  of  voting. 
Deny  to  the  menaced  voter  tbe  vefuge  of 
secrecy,  and  what  is  the  consaqueqoe? 
You  secure  tbe  triumph  of  injustioe^^you 
strengthen  the  force  of  the  political  per^ 
secutor,  for  the  worst  of  all  purposes-^ 
you  impart  to  him  the  hundred  eyas  of 
Argus,  combined  with  the  hundred  arins 
of  Briareus.  No,  Sir,  this  it  neither 
genuine  morality  nor  enlarged  wisdom. 
Abolish  persecution  and  injustice  how 
and  when  you  can  i  the  sooner  the 
better  i  but  until  you  have,  do  not  close 
up  the  only  door  by  which  the  itifferer 
can  escape  them.  Sir,  when  Gentlemen 
attack  me  on  the  ground  that  the  Ballot 
has  a  tendency  to  cause  false  deolarations 
or  false  promises,  I  might  well  rest  say 
otte  in  reply  on  the  argument  which  I 
have  jutt  stated.  I  might  well  defeod 
mytelf  by  saying,  that  such  faltehood  it 
the  leatt  of  two  evils,  where  there  it  onlv 
an  alternative  of  evils  to  oboote  out  or. 
But  I  thall  not  content  mytelf  with  thit 
reply.  I  can  repel  tbe  attack  ttill  mofe 
effectually.  Gentlemen  tell  me  that  the 
BallQt  maket  hypocritet*  I  tell  them  that 
open  voting  makes  hypocritet^hypocritet 
at  least  as  many  in  number,  and  much 
worse  in  kind  i  for  what  is  an  elector  who 
votes  against  his  conscience  except  a 
hypocrite  f  And  will  any  mau  who  has 
read  the  report  of  the  Intimkiation  Qom- 
mittee  deny  that  such  hypoeritft  are  made 
by  thousands  under  the  pretont  system  of 
open  voting?  Take  Ao  matter  fit  the 
worst,  the  seme  ehwior  who  wpu*d  bo 
a  hypocrite  under  the  Ballot,  would  aI#o 
be  a  bypoorite  under  tbe  plan  of  optn 
voting.  Ho  now  speaks  truly,  oiid  vote* 
dishonestly ;  under  tho  BfiUoi  he  might 
speak  fabely,  but  bo  irould  voto  bonrttly ; 
he  now  playt  tbe  bypeerito  to  bit  00«i9* 
try,  he  would  then  oheat  only  Ibe  iotinij* 
dator  who  ba4  tried  to  toboro  bim.  I 
repeat  it  again,  8ir»  bo  how  bypoority  it 
ereated  wsider  the  BallpWHSO  AdditmBOl 
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it  introduces  is  far  more  pardonable  and 
less  mischievous  than  that  which  it  sup- 
plants.  For  if  there  be  any  one  claim 
paramount  and  indisputable,  it  is  the 
claim  of  the  nation  to  require  a  sincere 
vote  from  every  elector.  Under  open 
Toting,  the  iatimidator  defeats  this  claim ; 
under  the  Ballot  he  may  indeed  try  to 
defeat  it,  but  he  fails;  instead  of  causing 
a  lie  to  be  told  to  his  country,  he  only 
causes  a  lie  to  be  told  to  himself.  What- 
ever may  be  the  tone  of  morality  current 
among  tnose  to  whom  free  voting  is  bitter 
and  distasteful,  I  shall  not  be  afraid  to 
declare,  that  an  insincere  speech  made  for 
the  purpose  of  averting  the  unjust  ven- 
geance of  an  intimidator  is,  at  least,  a 
smaller  evil  than  an  insincere  vote  given 
by  an  elector  to  his  country.  But,  Sir,  I 
have  taken  the  comparison  most  unfairly 
to  my  own  case.  I  have  taken  the  com- 
parison as  it  would  stand,  if  attempts  to 
intimidate  continued  to  be  as  prevalent 
after  the  introduction  of  the  Ballot  as 
they  are  now.  It  is  time  to  ask,  how- 
ever, whether  this  would  be  the  fact? 
Whether  the  attempts  to  intimidate  would 
still  remain  when  fashion  had  rendered 
them  abortive,  and  destroyed  all  possi- 
bility of  carrying  them  to  a  successful 
issoe  ?  I  affirm  that  no  such  futile  efforts 
will  continue  to  be  made  ;  if  common 
prudence  be  of  any  avail  in  governing  the 
actions  of  men,  none  such  will  continue. 
For  what  roan  will  be  insane  enough  to 
waste  his  fire  on  a  mark  out  of  sight  and 
out  of  reach  ?  What  man  will  commence 
the  work  of  impotent  intimidation,  with 
the  certainty  not  only  of  failure  in  his 
object,  but  of  aggravated  bitterness  on 
the  part  of  those  whom  he  idly  endeavours 
to  overawe  ?  It  is  not  in  nature,  Sir,  that 
such  things  should  be.  When  the  pro- 
cess of  intimidation  is  forbidden  to  be 
consummated,  it  will  no  longer  be  begun 
-«the  trade  will  be  at  an  end— a  landlord 
will  no  more  think  of  trying  to  coerce  his 
tenant,  than  he  now  thinks  of  coercing 
any  neighbouring  gentleman,  when  the 
Ballot  shall  have  rendered  the  vote  of  the 
one  as  independent  as  the  vote  of  the 
other.  Now,  Sir,  this  is  all  that  any  man 
can  desire ;  for  let  intimidation  be  discon- 
tinued on  the  part  of  the  superior,  and 
there  will  be  no  chance  of  insincerity  on 
the  part  of  the  dependant.  Sir,  in  en- 
deavouring to  make  good  my  proposition 
of  this  eveninsr.  I  have  broucrht  before  vou 


and  master  evil  by  which  the  legitimate 
purpose  of  elections  is  now  subverted. 
But  there  is  also  another  mischief  of  con- 
siderable moment — the  mischief  of  bribery. 
How  will  the  Ballot  affect  bribery  ?  Sir, 
I  am  prepared  to  show  that  the  Ballot  is 
the  roost  powerful  antidote  against  bribery 
which  it  is  in  your  power  to  adroinister. 
To  establish  this  conclusion,  I  should  be 
quite  content  to  take  as  my  evidence  the 
feelings  of  any  mercenary  elector.  I  do 
not  believe  that  there  is  a  single  voter, 
accustomed  to  take  bribes,  who  will  not 
feel  that  his  roarket  is  struck  from  under 
him  when  he  is  directed  to  vote  in  secret. 
His  vote  is  at  once  redeemed  from  a  cer- 
tainty to  a  contingency — a  contingency 
of  which  he  can  by  no  ingenuity  convey 
any  evidence  ;  and  this  is  but  a  sorry  piece 
of  merchandise  when  its  value  comes  to  be 
measured  in  money.  Then,  besides,  the 
Ballot  insures  absolute  ignorance  of  the 
state  of  the  poll,  from  the  beginning  to 
the  end  of  it.  The  candidate  neither 
knows  how  many  votes  he  has  got^  nor 
how  many  he  will  get ;  and  he,  conse- 
quently, has  no  means  whatever  of  deter- 
mining how  many  votes  roust  be  bought 
in  order  to  procure  a  majority.  How 
bribery  is  to  be  carried  on  at  all,  in  the 
midst  of  such  darkness  and  uncertainty, 
I  know  not;  but  sure  I  am  that  it  cannot 
be  carried,  on  in  the  direct  and  easy 
manner  that  it  is  now ;  it  cannot  be  trans- 
acted between  individual  and  individual, 
a  certain  sum  down  without  further  con- 
dition, simply  as  payment  for  the  single 
and  separate  vote.  If  bribery  be  con- 
tinued at  all  under  the  Ballot,  it  must  at 
least  be  done  in  a  roundabout  and  uncer- 
tain manner,  by  promising  a  certain  pre- 
sent to  every  voter  who  may  apply  for  it, 
since  friends  will  not  be  distinguishable 
from  opponents,  in  the  event  of  such  or 
such  a  candidate  being  elected.  Now, 
Sir,  I  confidently  maintain  that  such  col- 
lective bribery,  in  a  constituency  of  toler- 
able magnitude  is  not  within  the  range  of 
possibility :  and  even  in  a  constituency  of 
limited  extent,  it  is  a  practice  fraught  with 
danger  and  difficulty,  presenting  much 
less  temptation  to  the  voter  who  receives, 
and  a  great  increase  of  hazard  to  the  can- 
didate who  pays.  It  is  not  too  much  to 
say.  Sir,  that  the  Ballot  would  at  least 
restrain  bribery  within  the  narrowest  limits, 
if  it  did  not  abolish  the  practice  altc^ther. 
And  where  does  the  fault  lie.  Sir.  if  some 
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alive  e?6)l  tinder  a  eecret  soffcage  ?    Not 
in  the  inefficiency  of  the  Ballot^but  in  the 
preposterous  smallness  of  some  of  your 
constituencies.     When  Gentlemen  tell  me 
that  the  Ballot  will  still  leave  a  door  open 
for  bribery  in  the  smaller  constituencies, 
what   does    their    argument  prove?    It 
proves  nothing  at  all  against  the  Ballot, 
but  it  proves  most  forcibly,  most  con- 
clusively, against  constituencies  of  narrow 
extent.   If  you  should  find,  after  adopting 
the  Ballot,  that  bribery  still  lingers  among 
these  narrow  bodies,  you  can  easily  make 
your  precautions  complete  by  enlarging 
them.    And  I  venture  to  promise  that 
amongst  a  large  constituency  toting  by 
Ballot}  the  effective  employment  of  bribery 
will  be  nothing  short  of  an  impossibility. 
I  know  it  is  contended.  Sir,  by  imposing 
authorities,  that  the  voter  holds  his  fran- 
chise as  a  trust,  and  that  for  the  due 
exercise  of  that  trust  he  must  be  held  re- 
sponsible to  the  public.    Publicity  of  the 
suffrage,  therefore,  we  are  told,  is  indis- 
pensably necessary  as  a  means  for  making 
him  responsible^    When  Gentlemen  speak 
of  a  diie  exercise  of  the  franchise,  1  know 
not  what  else  they  can  mean  except  the  ex- 
pression of  a  voter's  sincere  and  con* 
scientious  opinion — the   giving  his  vote 
freely  and  indifferently,  sine  spe  vel  pretio. 
To  make  him  responsible  to  the  public, 
therefore,  for  the  due  exercise  of  his  fran- 
chise, is  to  make  him  responsible  for  voting 
in  conformity  with  his  own  conscientious 
opinion,  and  not  otherwise — it  is  to  pro- 
vide that  he  shall  be  perfectly  secure  and 
unharmed  if  he  gives  a  conscientious  vote, 
and  shall  incur  the  evil,  whatever  it  be, 
consequent  on  responsibility,  only  in  the 
event  of  giving  an  insincere  vote.    Im- 
punity   to    the   innocent   voter— -loss  or 
sacrifice  to  the  guilty  voter,  and  to  him 
only — these  are  the  two  ends  which  the 
publicity  of  suffrage  must  insure,  if  it  is 
to  make  the  voter  responsible  for  a  due 
exercise  of  his    franchise.      Now,    Sir, 
let  me    ask,  does   publicity  of  suffrage 
insure  these  ends,  both  of  them  or  either 
of  them  ?    Does  it  procure  impunity  for 
the  innocent  voter  ?    Does  it  entail  evil 
oq  the  guilty  voter,  and  on  him  only?     It 
does  neither  the  one  nor  the  other ;  it  is 
altogether   impotent  for  the  purpose  of 
making  the  voter  responsible  for  a  due 
exercise  of  his  franchise.    Its  real  effect  is 
to  counteract  the  purpose  of  responsibility, 
and    to    create    a  factitious  inducement 
aeainai;  bof^est  voting,    U  strews  thorns 


in  the  path  of  the  consciendotts  elector; 
and  dnves  the  man  of  feeble  virtue  into 
dishonesty  against  his  will.  Sir,  I  have 
shown  you  that  publicity  of  suffrage  does 
not  in  point  of  fact  serve  to  make  the 
voter  responsible  for  a  due  exercise  of  his 
franchise.  But  I  go  farther,  and  I  say 
that  you  cannot  get  any  such  responsi- 
bility, and  you  do  not  want  it.  The  elec- 
tive franchise  includes  at  once  a  right  and 
a  duty — the  right  to  express  an  opinion, 
coupled  with  the  duty  of  expressing  it 
sincerely  and  without  reward.  You  may 
punish  the  voter  for  receiving  or  cove- 
nanting to  receive  any  reward;  but  you 
cannot  carry  responsibility  any  further; 
you  cannot  make  the  elector  responsible 
for  voting  ill.  For  where  is  the  standard 
of  voting  ill  ?  Among  Tories  to  vote  ill 
is  to  vote  for  a  Whig  or  a  Radical ;  among 
Whigs  or  Radicals,  the  reverse. 

«'  Ask,  where'8  the  North  ?    At  York,  »tis  on 
the  Tweed ; 
In  Scotland,  at  the  Orcades,  and  there 
At  Greenland,  ^embla,  or  the  Lord  knows 
where." 

The  standard  of  good  or  bad  voting  is  in  an 
elector's  own  bosom.  A  right  vote,  to 
any  roan  of  any  politics,  is  that  which  each 
of  them  thinks  right;  that  which  each 
delivers  from  his  own  unconstrained  free 
will  and  sincere  persuasion.  Voting,  Sir, 
is  the  business  of  the  people  directly  and 
personally,  not  of  agents  delegated  by  the 
people ;  each  individual  elector  forms  one 
component  unit  amongst  the  mighty  mass, 
and  is  required  to  deliver  his  own  genuine 
opinion,  in  order  that  you  may  arrive  at  a 
correct  total.  How  does  this  consist  with 
the  pretended  necessity  for  responsibility  ? 
Why  am  I  to  be  responsible  to  my  neigh- 
bour any  more  than  he  is  to  be  respon- 
sible to  me  ?  Am  I  bound  to  vote  against 
my  own  conscience,  because  I  may  hap- 
pen to  differ  with  the  majority  around 
me?  To  acknowledge  such  a  principle 
would  be  to  annihilate  the  minority  id- 
together,  and  to  absorb  them  into  the  ma^ 
jority ;  it  would  be  to  frustrate  the  main 
object  of  the  electoral  process.  I  repeat 
it.  Sir,  that  whether  you  look  upon  the 
franchise  in  its  character  of  a  right,  or  in 
its  character  of  a  duty-^in  both  points  of 
view  the  prime  virtue  of  the  elective  system 
consists  in  collecting  the  opinions  of 
electors  with  fidelity  and  independence; 
and  looking  to  this  end,  responsibility  in 
the  elector  to  any  extraneous  authority,  is 
a  hiudrance  and  npt  a  help.    I  know,  Sir, 
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I  dudl  be  told  thttiA  tlisi  reasoniog  i&iitt  I 
be  juit^  if  ewj.tama  in  the  commttoity 
were  a  Toter ;  but  there  are  a  rast  mul- 
titude of  persons  who  are  not  allovred  to 
vote  at  all$  end  thej  (it  is  contended) 
would  be  deprived  of  all  influence,  and 
left  without  any  securityi  if  the  qualified 
electore  voted  in  secret.  It  is  very  true. 
Sir,  that  there  are  a  large  body  among  the 
population  who  are  ezcludea  from  the 
franchise,  and  give  me  leave  to  ask  how 
this  happena?  On  what  grounds  is  their 
exdosion  defended?  Wtth  what  argu- 
ments ahould  I  be  met,  if  instead  of 
moving  for  the  adoption  of  the  Ballot,  I 
were  now  introducing  a  measure  for  making 
the  right  of  suffrage  universal?  Why, 
Sir,  I  should  be  told  that  the  great  body 
of  the  poor  were  debarred  by  indigence 
and  excessive  toil  from  all  capacitv  of 
forming  a  just  opinion  on  publio  affairs, 
or  of  discriminating  between  one  Member 
and  another.  1  should  be  told  that  a 
large  proportion  of  them  entertained  sen- 
timente  hostile  to  the  principle  of  property, 
and  thirsted  for  the  forcible  equalization 
of  possessions.  I  should  be  reminded, 
moreover,  that  the  Reform  Aot  bad  already 
enlarged  die  number  of  qualified  voters  to 
suoh  an  extent,  as  to  make  it  certain  that 
they  could  have  no  separate  and  sinister 
interest  of  their  own,  at  variance  with  that 
of  the  entire  community ;  and  that  these 
electors  could  not  choose  well  for  them, 
selves  without  choosing  well  for  their 
unrepresented  brethren.  Such,  Sir,  would 
be  the  case,  points  stated  against  roe,  if  I 
were  now  advancing  the  proposition  of 
universal  suffrage.  I  do  not  at  all  mean 
to  adopt  them  »i  my  arguments.  I  pro- 
nounce no  opinion  on  the  subject,  because 
it  is  not  now  under  disonssion  ;  but  I  know 
that  these  are  the  grounds  on  which  uni» 
versal  suffrage  always  is  resisted,  and,  I 
will  add,  the  only  grounds  upon  which,  on 
principle,  it  can  fc^  resisted.  For  if  you 
once  admit  that  the  unrepresented  classes 
are  cspable  of  that  effort  of  judgment 
which  is  neces<nry  for  making  a  good 
choice  of.  candidates,  to  exclude  them 
from  the  elective  frsinchise  is  a  mere  wan- 
ton insult.  Now,  Sir,  assuming  that  upon 
lhi»se  principles  you  »re  justified  in  dis- 
fmndiising  the  non -electors,  I  afiirm  that 
all  coercive  interference  on  their  part  with 
the  voles  of  electors  can  produce  nothing 
but  an  unmixed  evil.  They  cannot  alter 
the  choice  of  the  electors  for  the  i>etter — 
if  tbey  interfere  at  all|  they  muit  alter  it. 


for  the  worie.  Do  you  reafly  bdieve  that 
the  persons  who  atand  without  your  eleo- 
torat  circle  are  competent  to  control  or 
amend  the  votes  of  those  within  it?  TheOi 
in  common  justice,  admit  them  within  it 
at  once;  for  on  that  supposition,  they 
are  the  superior  party  of  the  two.  in 
short.  Sir,  by  whatever  line  of  atgumeat 
you  prove  to  me  that  the  oontrol  of  the 
non-electors  over  the  votes  of  electors  is 
good,  by  the  same  line  of  argument  I 
engage  to  prove  to  you  that  universal  suf- 
frage is  still  better.  You  show  no  cause 
against  the  Ballot^  but  you  show  much 
in  ftivour  of  universal  suffrage.  Do  not 
let  us  commit  the  flagrant  inconsistency 
of  maintaining  that  the  unrepresented 
many  are  at  once  capable  and  incapable--^ 
incapable  of  giving  good  votes  themselves, 
but  capable  of  causing  good  votes  to  be 
given  by  others — possessing  no  judgment 
of  their  own,  but  indispensably  neceuary 
for  the  purpose  of  dictating  the  votes  of 
those  who  do  possess  judgment.  Sir,  i 
say,  that  to  withhold  the  right  of  suffrage 
horn  non-electors,  and  yet  to  invite  them 
to  exercise  coercive  supervision  over  the 
votes  of  electors,  is  a  proceeding  as  absurd 
and  oontradtctory  as  it  is  miscbievone. 
If  the  non-electors  acted  generally  on  your 
invitation,  you  would  have  practically  the 
effects  of  universal  suffrage,  but  brought 
about  by  the  most  violent  and  unwarrant^ 
able  means.  We  have  heard  much.  Sir, 
lately  about  the  tyranny  of  the  majority, 
and  most  preposterously  indeed  the  ex« 
pression  has  been  applied.  But  if  there 
be  any  case  conceivable  in  which  the 
intervention  of  the  majority  deserves  the 
name  of  tyranny,  it  is  the  case  now  before 
you — where  the  non^lectors  assume  to 
themselves  a  power  of  dictation  or  coercion 
over  the  freedom  of  individual  suffrage. 
I  recognize  no  right  in  any  majority  to 
overrule  the  free  expression  of  individual 
conscience — Ate  murus  aheneu$  esto-Ht  is 
the  principle  of  such  compulsory  inter- 
ference which  I  am  now  combatting;  let 
it  proceed  from  what  quarter  it  may-** 
from  a  single  person  or  from  a  multitude, 
it  is  nothing  better  than  tyranny.  And 
those  who  invoke  and  legalise  the  control 
of  non^electors  over  the  votes  of  electors, 
build  upon  a  foundation  alike  unsound 
and  unhallowed;  they  appeal  from  the 
righteous  independence  of  indivklual  choice 
to  the  collective  violence  of  the  majority. 
Sir^  I  am  as  anxious  as  any  man  to 
uphold  both  the  social  condition  and  the 
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poHUcal  goftrantoet  of  the  mifiepmeiited 
okmtMf  and  ay  own  opinioas  (if  this  wcie 
a  fit  teaaoD  for  enforcing  them)  are  fa?ottr- 
aUe  both  to  an  extension  of  the  suffrage 
to  all  householders,  and  to  a  better  distri« 
botion  of  the  constituencies.  But  I  fear- 
leesly  contend,  that  the  unrepresented 
claesea  baye  nothing  to  lose,  and  much  to 
gain,  by  insuring  that  full  protection  and 
freedom  which  secrecy  imparts  to  the  elec- 
tiye  franchise,  even  though  they  themseWes 
are  not  allowed  to  exercise  it.  It  con- 
cerns them  much,  that  every  qualified 
voter  should  be  placed  in  circumstances 
the  most  favourable  to  an  honest  and  con- 
scientious use  of  his  franchise ;  it  concerns 
them  much  that  the  poorer  voters  should 
not  be  degraded  into  a  state  of  subservience 
to  the  richer :  it  concerns  them  still  more 
that  the  basis  of  the  franchise  should  be 
kept  at  least  as  wide  as  it  is  at  present, 
and  the  nomber  of  qualified  voters  at  least 
as  gieat— for  it  is  upon  this  that  the  coin- 
cidence of  interest  between  the  voters  and 
the  people  at  large  altogether  depends* 
Now,  Sir,  it  is  one  of  the  capital  cnarges 
which  I  advance  against  the  present  system 
of  open  voting,  that  it  practically  contracts 
the  right  of  sufirage  in  a  prodigious  degree 
«--tbat  it  annihilates  the  independent  will 
of  a  vast  proportion  of  the  voters  on 
the  register-— that  out  of  a  catalogue 
of  800,000  ostensible  voters,  you  find 
not  above  half  that  number  exercis- 
ing a  real,  effective,  and  untrammelled 
choice*  Mischievous  enough  this  is.  Sir, 
in  every  respect;  but,  above  all  things,  it 
is  mischievous  as  it  affects  the  comfort 
and  security  of  the  unrepresented  classes. 
If  the  lawful  extent  of  the  suffrage,  as  it 
now  stands,  is  not  more  than  sufficient  to 
assure  the  non-electors  of  perfect  sympathy 
and  identity  of  interest  between  the  voters 
and  the  entire  community,  what  does  it 
become  when  the  franchise  is  unlawfully 
contracted  into  still  narrower  limits?  Adopt 
the  Ballot,  Sir,  and  you  at  least  insure  that 
the  extent  of  suffrage  which  the  law  allows 
shall  be  a  reality,  and  not  a  fiction ; — ^you 
impart  an  independent  power  of  choice  to 
every  voter  in  the  catalogue ;— you  prac- 
tically enlarge  the  franchise*  compared 
with  what  it  is  at  present,  and  you  thus 
strengthen  the  union  of  feeliog  and  interest 
between  the  electoral  body  and  the  people. 
Instead  of  depriving  the  non-electors  of 
one  fragment  of  security  which  they  now 
«0)joy«  the  Ballot  will  give  them  the  maxi- 
mim  of  security  which  yonr  present  elec- 


toral system  admits  of;  ffir ,  it  k  not  a 
little  singular,  that  the  same  reasonera 
who  affirm  that  publicity  of  suffrage  is 
neccHary  for  the  protection  of  the  oore* 
presented  many,  also  contend  that  it  is 
necessary  for  the  purpose  of  attaching 
factitious  dominion  to  the  persons  of  the 
over-represented  few.  At  one  time  yon 
hear  the  Ballot  assailed,  because  it  will 
extinguish  the  influence  of  wealth;  at 
another  time,  because  it  will  entinguish 
(he  influence  of  disfranchised  poverty. 
Now,  Sir,  how  in  the  name  of  common 
consistency  are  these  two  reasons  to  be 
both  maintained  together?  Admit  the 
one,  and  you  at  once  disallow  the  other. 
Do  you  insist  that  the  elector  shall  be 
responsible  to  the  people  at  large  ?  Then, 
at  least,  you  are  bound  to  protect  him 
against  the  tyranny  of  the  great  man  in 
his  neighbourhood.  It  is  your  opinion, 
on  the  other  hand,  that  the  vote  of  the 
tenant  ought  to  be  made  over  for  the 
purpose  of  swelling  the  consequence  of 
his  rich  landlord?  Then,  refrain  from 
teaching  him  that  he  is  responsible  to  the 
people.  The  two  arguments  literally  de» 
stroy  one  another.  But,  alas  1  Sir,  this 
responsibility  of  the  voter  to  the  people  is 
never  intended  for  anything  real  and 
serious:  it  is  nothing  better  than  a  solemn 
fiction,  dressed  up  to  colour  and  disgnisa 
an  unequal  conflict  between  contending 
modes  of  intimidation  *-  an  alternation 
from  one  sort  of  tyranny  to  another.  Open 
voting  does  carry  with  it  a  certain  measure 
of  coercion,  occasionally  exercised  by 
clubs,  or  combinations  of  the  unrepre* 
sented  many,  over  the  votes  of  particular 
electors ;  and  it  is  this  which  Gentlemen 
are  pleased  to  defend  and  extol,  because 
it  serves  as  a  pretence  for  upholding  tlie 
greater  and  wilder  coercion  on  the  part  of 
the  wealthy  few.  You  are  desired,  by  all 
means,  to  admit  occasional  intimidation 
from  the  poor,  because  the  same  door  serves 
ti^iotroduce  the  systematic,  the  permanent, 
ali-pervadiog,  intimidation  of  the  rich* 
Let  me  beseech  you.  Sir,  to  look  for  one 
moment  at  the  condition  of  the  voter,  and 
see  what  a  business  voting  is  thus  redueed 
to.  Coercion  over  the  voter  by  the  poor 
non- voters^  coercion  over  him  by  the  rick 
—coercion  by  every  one  who  has  the 
power  to  coerce  him— all  is  right,  all  is 
justified,  on  the  principles  which  are  re- 
sorted to  in  opposing  the  Ballot.  Coercion 
and  counter-coercion  are  assumed  to  be 
the  essential  and  tutelary  forces  whkh  keep 
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tlie  electors  in  their  proper  orbit.  And  all 
this  while  the  professed  purpose  of  the  law 
is,  that  electors  shall  deliver  their  suffrage 
freely  and  indifferently !  While  the  law 
punishes  both  the  giver  and  the  receiver 
of  a  bribe,  under  pretence  that  the  freedom 
of  election  is  a  sacred  and  solemn  thing  ! 
Why,  Sir,  on  the  reasonings  of  those  who 
oppose  the  Ballot,  everything  like  freedom 
or  indifference  of  election  is  denounced 
and  set  aside — it  is  not  even  tolerated  as 
a  contingent  good — it  is  banished  as  a 
positive  mischief.  One  portion  of  the 
electors  are  to  be  deprived  of  their  freedom 
because  it  is  necessary  to  maintain  the 
coercive  force  of  the  unrepresented  many. 
Another  portion  of  them  are  to  surrender 
their  independent  choice,  because  the  in- 
fluence of  property  is  to  be  preserved  at 
all  price,  and  because  every  rich  man  is 
entitled  to  confine  within  the  sphere  of  his 
own  attraction,  a  troop  of  electoral  satel- 
lites. And  thus  between  them  both,  the 
real  holder  of  the  franchise  is  robbed  of 
everything  like  righteous  liberty  of  con* 
seiencer-^  is  degraded  into  the  mere 
passive  instrument  of  ^*  pressure  from 
without/'  Nor  is  this  all ;  for  it  happens 
often,  that  the  pressure  from  two  opposing 
quarters  is  so  violent,  that  an  elector  knows 
not  which  he  ought  to  obey,  and,  indeed, 
cannot  steer  clear  of  loss  and  inconve- 
nience, let  him  obey  whichsoever  he  will. 
Sir,  it  seems  to  me,  that  on  this  theory 
the  elective  franchise  is  little  less  than  a 
curse  to  those  who  possess  it ;  they  are 
forbidden  to  follow  their  own  conscien- 
tious opinions,  and  they  are  left  to  enjoy 
neither  the  satisfaction  of  an  independent 
judgment,  nor  the  undisturbed  submission 
ofaslave.  Sir,Ihavemaintainedbefore,and 
I  now  maintain  again,  that  the  Ballot  will 
not  deprive  a  rich  man  of  one  grain  of 
influence  which  he  has  a  fair  title  to  enjoy. 
The  Ballot  will  not  lessen,  in  the  remotest 
degree,  the  influence  which  he  exercises, 
in  so  far  as  it  consists  with  the  free  agency 
and  spontaneous  obedience  of  those  who 
look  up  to  him ;  and  I  cannot  for  an 
instant  admit,  that  beyond  this  limit  he  is 
entitled  to  one  particle  of  influence.  I 
cannot  for  an  instant  admit,  that  we  are 
called  upon  to  provide  him  with  the  means 
of  constraint  and  compulsion,  or  even  to 
tolerate  him  in  the  employment  of  them, 
if  by  carelessness  of  the  law,  he  has  been 
allowed  to  get  them  into  his  hands.  I 
confess,  Sir,  1  think  it  is  a  valuable  improve^ 
9ient|  that  the  influence  of  properly  at 


elections  should  be  made  to  depend  less. 
upon  its  positive  amount,  and  more  upon 
the  means  in  which  it  is  expended.    And 
I  know  no  method  so  likely  to  induce 
men  of  property  to  turn  their  leisure  to 
generous  and  dignified  purposes.    I  know 
no  method  so  effectual  to  make  them  thirst 
for  the  esteem  and  respect  of  those  around 
them,  as  by  rendering  that  esteem  the 
indispensable  condition  of  their  political 
influence.    I  have  now,  Sir,  reviewed  the 
principal  objections  usually  urged  against 
the  Ballot;    and  when   I  consider  how 
feeble  and  futile  most  of  those  objections 
are,  I  feel  increased  confidence  in  the 
justice  of  my  cause — I  feel  increased  as- 
surance, that  the  measure  which  I  advo-^ 
cate  must  continue  to  grow  in  the  favour 
of  the  people.    In  enforcing  my  proposi- 
tion, I  have  laid  no  stress  oh  mere  party 
arguments,  for  the  cause  does  not  need 
them.    It  is  indeed  my  conviction,  that 
the  Ballot  will  work  favourably  to  liberal 
politics,  because  I  believe  that  the  real 
opinion  of  the  people  is  on  that  side ;  I 
believe  that  truth  and  justice  is  on  that 
side — and  sure  I  am,  that  whenever  the 
opinion  of  the  people  is  left  to  form  and 
express  itself  without  restraint,  truth  and 
justice  must  in  the  long-run  prevail.    But 
whether  the  opinion  of  the  people  is  for 
me  or  against  me,  I  demand  at  least  that 
it  shall  be  fairly  and  freely  taken-^re«» 
joicing  when  it  proves  to  be  in  my  favour 
— prepared  to  submit  and  to  wait  if  it  be 
otherwise.    And  I  feel,  that  in  advocating 
the  Ballot,  I  am  upholding  nothing  less 
than  the  sacred  right  of  free  judgment, 
and  free  utterance  in  political  matters ;  1 
am  treading  in  the  steps  of  those  illustrious 
men,   who  have  rescued  the  individual 
conscience  from  its  trammels,  and  vindi- 
cated its  liberty  and  inviolability  in  mat- 
ters of  religion ;  I  am  striving  to  baffle 
the  guilty  efforts  of  that  spirit  of  persecu- 
tion  which    still    harasses   the    political 
world,  and  still  defiles  the  sincerity  and 
solemnity  of  the  elective  franchise.     If, 
Sir,  you  can  break  the  sword  of  the  per- 
secutor,  and  assure  freedom  of  election, 
without  the  aid  of  the  Ballot,  proceed  to 
the  task  without  delay,   for  never  was 
there  a  case  of  more  pressing  necessity. 
But  when  it  is  notorious  that  this  cannot 
be  done,  and  when  the  alternative  of  the 
Ballot  is  ready  within  your  reach,  I  be^ 
seech  you  to  consider  whether  you  can, 
with  a  safe  conscience,  licence  and  per- 
petuate the  countless  mischiefs  of  an  ua<- 
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protected  ftuffrage.  The  hon;  Gentleman 
concluded  with  moving  for  leave  to  bring 
in  a  Bill. 

Mr.  HodgeSf  in  seconding  the  motion, 
observed,  that  the  working  of  the  Reform 
Bill,  under  the  system  of  open  voting,  had 
not  been  of  a  nature  to  satisfy  the  legiti- 
mate wishes  of  the  people;  and  that  it 
might  ere  long,  perhaps,  be  found  impos- 
sible for  hon.  Members  of  that  Hpus6  to 
shut  their  ears   to  the  cry  of  universal 
suffrage.     It  was,  therefore,  well  worthy 
their  consideration,  whether  to  concede  the 
Ballot  at  once  might  not  be  their  most 
prudent  course  to  adopt.  It  was  a  question 
as  much  of  justice  as  of  policy.     In  the 
exercise  of  the  franchise  the  poor  man 
could  have  no  protection  until  this  safe- 
guard was  extended  to  him.     He  would 
remind  the  House  of  the  exertions  which 
one  of  the  mosteminent  English  statesmen 
bad  repeatedly  made  to  protect  the  rights 
of  the  poor  from. invasion.     In  1794  an 
expensive  system  of  taxation  had  been 
unavoidably  introduced  into  this  country, 
to  the  effect  of  which  upon  the  poor,  Mr. 
Pitt  gave  the  most  careful  attention ;  and, 
determined  to  shield  them  from  the  un« 
equal  pressure  of  this  burden,  made  appli- 
cation to  Parliament  at  various  periods, 
and  carried  several  measures  up  to  the 
close  of  the  war,  all  having  for  their  object 
the  protection  of  the  poor.    He  should  be 
sorry  to  find,  that  the  disposition  of  the 
House  to  legislate  on  behalf  of  the  poor 
had  since  been  lessened.  The  overwhelm- 
ing influence  of  wealth  was  but  too  ready 
to  encroach  on  their  privileges,  an  instance 
of  which  might  be  seen  in  the  New  Poor- 
law  Act*    Those  who  were  full  of  appre- 
hension on  the  subject  of  democratic  en- 
croachment should  reflect  that,  from  the 
diffusion  of  education  among  the  people, 
and  the  extension  of  newspaper  reading, 
a  thirst  for  the  exercise  of  political  privi- 
leges must  of  necessity  be  generated.    So 
long  as  bribery,    corruption,    and   open 
intimidation  were  publicly  arrayed  against 
the  freedom  of  election,  that  portion  of 
the  community  which,  although  unrepre- 
sented, was  not  imperfectly  educated,  could 
repose  little  or  no  confidence  in  the  con- 
stituent bodies  by  which  a  large  portion  of 
the  Members  of  that  House  was  returned. 
Independently  of  all  consideration  of  the 
intrinsic  merits  of  the  question,  the  con- 
cession of  the  Ballot  would,  in  his  estima- 
tion, do  much  to  suppress  the  cry  for 
universal  suffrage.     In  very  ancient  times 
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the  vast  majority  of  important  cases  wer» 
decided  by  large  assemblies  of  the  people;  > 
and,  before  the  selection  of  constituencies 
out  of  the  body  of  the  people,  by  virtue  of 
a  system  whi^hwas  based  on  the  rights  of 
property,  thereSxisted  an  institution  whick 
he  looked  upon  as  that  portion  of  the  Bri- 
tish constitution  which  btd  fairest  to  endure 
to  the  end  of  time — he  alluded  to  the  trial 
by  j  u  ry .  To  serve  as  j  urors  the  people  were, 
without  restriction,   eligible;  and  in  the 
exercise  of  their  functions  as  jurors  they 
enjoyed  complete  protection.     The  conse- 
quence was,  that  those  who  conscientiously 
exercised    the  capacity  of  jurors    were 
treated  with  the  utmost  respect.    If  the 
precaution  suggested  by  his  hon.  Friend 
were  adopted — if  the  House  decided  in 
accordance  with  his  eloquent  admonition 
to  throw  around  the  constituencies  the 
protection  of  the  Ballot,  he  felt  assured 
that  the  universal  people  would  soon  be 
brought  to  entertain  the  same  respect  for 
the  decisions  of  persons  exercising  the 
Parliamentarv  franchise  as  for  those  which, 
were  involvea  in  the  trial  by  jury.   Of  the 
individuals  who  were  eligible  to  serve  as 
jurors,  a  great  number  were  also  found  in 
the  lists  of  voters.    Let  the  House  mark 
the  difference  which  characterised  the  ex- 
ercise of  those  different  functions.   At  the 
period  of  an  election  what  a  tribe  of  attor- , 
nies,  agents,  stewards,  and  creditors  was 
let  loose  upon  the  electer,  all  harassing 
him — all  directing  him  to  vote  in  a  par- 
ticular way.    If  he  proceeded  to  the  poll, 
he  could  not  fail  of  going  under  almost 
any  circumstances  with  reluctance.    If  he 
gave  his  vote  in  opposition  to  his  real  sen- 
timents, he  became  a  self-degraded  man ; 
if  in  opposition  to  the  political  sentiments 
which  he  was  known  to  have  previously 
professed,  he  was  an  object  for  the  con- 
tempt, or,  at  best,  for  the  pity  of  his 
neighbours.  In  a  few  days  after,  the  same 
man  might  be  summoned  by  the  sheriff  to 
take  his  place  in  the  jury-box.    There  he 
would  act  in  accordance  with  the  dictates 
of  reason  and  justice,  for  he  was  there 
unassailable,  either  by  bribery  or  by  in- 
timidation.   The  concession  of  the  Vote 
by  Ballot  would,  he  believed,  satisfy  the 
wishes  of  the  people,  and,  in  his  opinion, 
the  apprehensions  of  a  general  clamour  for 
universal  suffrage  were  greatly   exagge- 
rated.   When  had  the  people  demanded 
to  be  indiscriminately  introduced  into  the 
jury-box  ?    They  had  never  heard  of  such 
a  thing,  and  they  were  not  lilcely  to  hear 
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at  Itt  tee*ti#»  Hit  Mof^tf  wett  Mttoftd 
#flb  tbe  pofitjr  <»f  tli#  prMtDt  fystem 
Ff«e  tl^  ele^of«l  body  frofo  the  tmoofi- 
sIHirtional  ciMfol  to  wbicb  tbey  were  lit 
]pmief»l  •fflijected--^ir6  them  in  tbe  exer* 
efse  of  tbti  privllef  e  tbe  protection  of  tbe 
Bolloti  tiftd  (hey  wotrld  be  qoite  ds  mticb 
ftipeeted  at  when  tbey  exercised  the 
lbActk>in  of  jirrurtf.  By  conceding  in  the 
finrt  Instance  to  tbe  people  ft  perfect  free* 
dom  in  YOting^  the  Legisletore  mi^ht 
afterwftfde  wHb  safety  Apply  itself  to  the 
€alftrfemeAt  of  tbe  circle  of  the  franchise 
•^fttt  enlargement  which  eonld  not  take 
plftce  «t  present  without  increasing  the 
pe^er  of  coercive  tyi^nny,  and  adding 
dflHy  to  tbe  vtctfnM  of  oppresston. 


fbefe  imdMti^  twenty  or  thirty  wm^m^^ 
and  which  itaitemeats,  in  the  absoneo  of 
tbe  parties  to  whom  they  related^  eo>aM 
not  be  considered  as  coming  forth  with 
tbe  weight  of  judicial  authority,  tfo 
did  not  deny,  that  it  cofitaioed  m  body  of 
ertdence,  which  raised  in  bis  mind  a  moral 
sfispieion  of  tbe  existence  of  a  great  deal 
oi  intimidation^  in  connexion  with  efectioiif; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  be  could  not  conceal 
from  htmsetf  the  fact,  that  it  eootaiwid 
matters  in  relation  U>  which  there  was  wot 
the  slightest  pretence  for  saying,  that  both 
sides  had  been  heard.  Witnesses  might 
hare  stated,  that  in  snch  a  eoimty  thirty 
or  forty  voters  had  been  grossly  intimi- 
dated :   in  which  single   assertion  were 


Mr.  F^ier  believed,  that  there  were  involved    thirty    or  forty    issoes ;    sacfa 


few  hon.  Membem  of  that  Ronse  who  had 
reeetved  so  many  cordial  eoogratolatlons 
wpOR  their  success,  from  those  who  had 
been  eompelled  io  vote  against  him  as  he 
JibA   received;   be  therefore  could  with 
ooofideneo  aeierf,  that  no  iiMin   had    a 
ataanfsr  Mtsonal  ioteMUt  hi  the  eatablish* 
aMtit  of  tW  Ballot  than  be  bad^    It  was  bis 
ilfong  eonvietiOD,  however,  that  before 
ooncraing  the  principle  Of  secret  voting, 
tfio  House  abould  previonsly  ethaost  all 
ottier  means  which  were  likely  to  secure  \o 
fbo  voters  of  this  cotmtry  the  free  exercise 
of  their  poHtieal  rights.  The  hon.  Member 
lot  London  had  pat  forward  statements 
Wbieb    he    eonsidered    quite  tintenable. 
The  bon.  Member  had,  for  instance,  drawn 
an  analogy  between  vote  by  ballot,  and 
iealed  letters.    But  there  was  the  greatest 
postfble  distinction  between  them ;    for 
while  the  voter  would  almost  of  neces- 
iiCy  bo  obliged  to  declare  for  whom  he 
voled,  no  man  who  bad  written  a  sealed 
latter  conld  be  ealled  upon  to  state  its 
eoftlents,  so  long  as  ha  chose  to  keep 
them  within    his  own    bosom.    He  ad. 
Wiitted  that  threata  and  intimidation  bad 
taken  place  at  electiona  throughout  the 
eountry,  but  he  must  rell  tbe  hon.  Member 
fer  London,  when  be  presented  the  report 
to  which  he  had  referred  to  the  House,  as 
containing  nothing   but  what  might  be 
tielled  on,  thai  he  was  going  much  farther 
than  the  ease  would  warrant.    The  Com- 
mittee from  which  that  report  emanated, 
bad  sat  with  all  the  form  which  a  judicial 
inquiry  demanded,  but  without  the  means 
of  arriving  at  a  judicial  twnclosion;  and 
for  this  reason,  that  every  particle  of  eri« 
dence  was  taken  behind  the  backs  of  the 
ftrtiet  concerned.    Persons  bad  stated 


might   be  tbe  case,  no  doubt;   bwt  it 
should  be  remembered,  when  atatcmetfta 
of  that  nature  were  made,  that  tbe  land* 
lords  had  not  been  called  upon  to  disprove 
tbem--'tbat  they,  in  laet,  being  removed 
hundreds  of  miles  from  Loudon,  knew 
nothing  of  what  was  gohtg  on  behind  their 
backs.    These  statements,  upon  whieb  tbe 
bon.  Member  for  London  relied  with  so 
much  conMenct,  were  nothing  more  than 
tbe  dicta  ot  men,  whose  veracity  he  did 
not  mean  to  impugn,  but  wIhh  it  should 
be  recollected,  had  not  personal  knowledge 
of  the  facts  connected  with  these  alleged 
cases  of  intimidation,  and  who  had  atated 
them  merely  from  hearsay.    That  being 
the  case,  he  thought  the  House  could  not 
receive  that  report,  as  containing  incon- 
trovertil>le  evidence  on  the  subject*    The 
hon.  Member  for  London  had  spoken  of 
the  use  of  the  ballot  in  clubs,  and  had 
aiigued  that  there  was  a  still  greater  neces* 
sify  for  It  in  the  exercise  oi  tiie  political 
franchise ;  but  he  would  say,  in  reference 
to  that  argument,  that  vote    by  ballot 
was  not   introduced   into*  clubs  for  the 
purpose  of  protecting  the  members   of 
those  clubs  against  intimidation  or  vio. 
lence.bnt  to  protect  the  feelings  of  society. 
He  was  also  prepared  to  show,  that  vote 
by  ballot  would  not  put  an  ead  to  the 
canvass  of  voters.    In  clubs,  for  instance, 
a  canvass  took  place  for  admission,  aK 
though  it  could  not  be  known  how  any 
Member  voted,  unless  he  himself  declared 
it.    He  was  prepared  to  show,  that  can* 
vassing  previous  to  elections  would  be 
continued,  not  only  to  its  present  extent, 
but  in  some  particular  cases  beyond  it. 
He  contended  that  canvassing  must  con- 
tinue in  this  country  so  long  as  tbe  moral 
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cUiMlOTi  of  a  promise  cdtitiiiMd  to  sCmI 
tfae  ImiiMtt  ibiiid«  Bo  long  as  a  promite 
Wit  wortb  aojthing,  or  so  loof  as  a  feel* 
iDg  of  honour  and  confidence  remamed  in 
iIm  country,  so  long  would  that  promise 
be  demanded^  and  that  feeling  be  put  to 
the  test,  by  the  oendidetee  for  political 
favour.  It  was  also  his  persuasion,  that 
boerever  Englishmen  might  votei  whether 
seetetly  or  openly,  that  oral  declaration 
wonU  render  it  useless.  He  thought  it 
Wit  impossible  to  avoid  it ;  for  any  man 
who  refused  to  make  an  ord  declaration, 
at  once  destroyed  his  own  case.  Then 
eame  the  question  of  falsehood,  to 
which  the  ballot  held  oat  a  direct  in- 
dtteenent.  The  voter,  in  the  first  in- 
stance, would  be  compelled  to  make  a 
pfMnise,  wbkfh,  at  the  time  of  making 
ttf  be  did  not  intend  to  keep.  That 
necessarily  led  to  what  he  (Mn  Poulter) 
would  term  the  second  stage  of  Ailse-' 
boodi  namely,  when  the  voter  balloted 
contrary  to  Us  promise ;  and  after  that  a 
tbird)  m  his  declaratkm  to  bis  landlord, 
that  he  bad  voted  for  the  candidate  for 
whom  be  bad  proniied  bis  vole ;  while, 
in  poiBt  of  fcoty  he  bad  voted  against  that 
candidate*  He  could  coneeiire  a  ease  in 
wkieh  a  voter  called  upon  to  decide  which 
Of  two  caadidatee  he  woold  support,  the 
one  likely  to  advocate  soch  measures  in 
that  Hoose,  as  would  und  to  promote  the 
welfare  and  best  interests  of  the  country, 
the  other  a  man  upon  whom  the  voter 
looked  as  bis  best  friendi  as  one  of  the 
kindest  landlords,  end  as  a  benefactor,  in 
having  showered  down  blessings  on  htm 
and  bis  fiimily :  he  could  conceive  a  man 
In  such  a  state  of  mindi  as  to  iodoee  him 
to  declare,  nnder  such  circumstances,  that 
he  woold  vote  for  the  candidate  who,  in 
his  opifiion,  was  the  more  likely  of  tbe 
two  to  benefit  his  country,  and  against 
bis  frkmd  and  benefactor.  He  could  con- 
ceive such  a  case,  but  was  it  likely  to 
oceor,  fhwi  tbe  state  of  tbe  hnman  mind 
and  general  opinion  in  this  country? 
He  tlioeght  not,  and  so  far,  at  least, 
bo  cotfid  not  perceive  the  professed 
titility  of  the  Ballot.  He  found  both 
Ihe  common  end  statute  law  opposed 
10  every  thing  like  threats  and  intimid- 
ation s  and  if  tbe  law  were  found  insoffi* 
cicnt,  it  was  the  doty  of  the  legislature  to 
streftjrthen  it,  or  by  some  other  means  to 
provide  against  such  evils,  without  agree* 
ing  to  a  measnre  which  would  give  rise 
to  Of  Us  of  an  ef|t»al)y  el>jeettonable  cha- 


racter.  He  theiefore  profes^  Uinlself 
an  enemy  to  tbe  Balloti  at  least  till  they 
had  tried  everything  else.  He  tbouj;ht  they 
should  only  resort  to  that  measure  when 
they  found  it  otherwise  impossible  to  pro«> 
tect  the  voters  of  the  country. 

Mr.  Hall  had  heard  tbe  latter  part  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  speech  with  some 
degree  of  pleasure,  inasmuch  as  he  felt 
confident  every  other  means  of  protecting 
the  voters  of  the  country  than  some  sucb 
system  as  the  Ballot  would  faili  and  that 
they  should  have  the  hon.  Member  ranked 
amongst  its  strongest  supporters.  Oiher 
plans,  however,  bid  been  tried  for  giving 
full  protection  to  the  votar,  and  failed,  and 
to  collect  evidence  on  that  point,  tbe  In« 
timidatmn  Committee  bad  been  appointed. 
The  hon.  Member  who  had  made  the 
motion  for  that  Committee  had  said^  thai 
he  thought  he  should  be  able  to  advise  a 
plan  by  which  they  could  effectoaUy  get 
rid  of  the  Balkit.  He  (Mr.  Hall)  observed 
that  he  was  willing  to  meet  him  upon  that 
sutgecti  but  no  such  plan  bad  beeit  ad^ 
visetl,  and  be  was  qnite  sore  that  any  man 
who  looked  through  the  evidence  con- 
tained in  the  Report  of  that  CommUtee 
wonid  readily  admits  that  it  afforded  aaffi* 
cient  reason  why  his  hon.  Friend^  tbe 
Member  for  Londoui  should  ag^  oomm 
forward  and  propoae  a  plan  which  nobod|^ 
was  particolarly  wedded  to«  if  any  other 
were  proposed  likely  to  afford  a  better  or 
more  substantial  remedy.  His  bon.  Friend* 
the  Member  fo^  Sbalkeabnry,  had  stated, 
that  the  evklence  given  before  the  Oom*. 
mittee  was  given  upon  hearsay,  and  with* 
out  a  personal  knowledge  of  the  Ikcts.  He 
could,  however^  state  of  bis  own  par« 
sonal  knowledge  instances  of  intimidation 
which  had  occurred  in  the  boronghg  he 
had  tbe  honour  to  represent.  In  can*, 
vaseing  one  of  these  bonmghSi  toters  had 
said  to  him,  **  How  do  yon  get  on  in  yonr 
canvass  ?  we  cannot  vote  for  you,  bat  wn 
hope  ^oQ  will  beat  us."  If  the  sopportere 
of  this  meMore  were  again  defeated  on 
this  occasion,  he  hoped  his  hon.  Friend, 
the  Member  for  London,  would  come  fer« 
ward  Sessmn  after  Sessbn  with  the  sane 
question,  convinced  as  he  (Mr.  Hall)  was, 
that  some  such  protection  as  the  Ballot 
was  absolutely  necessary  for  the  voter. 
He  was  certain  that  every  supporter  of  the 
Ballot  in  that  House  would  readily  alian<« 
don  it,  if  any  other  plan  likely  to  produce 
tbe  same  effect,  and  to  be  equally  satis- 
factory to  tbe  country,  were  proposed^ 
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Until  then^  be,  for  one,  wotild  persist  in 
bis  advocac  J  of  the  measure. 

Mr.  Jephson  said,  that  he  meant  to 
support  the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  London.  The  only  security  against 
great  and  overpowering  influence  which 
could  be  proposed  was  the  Ballot.  The 
fears  respecting  the  eifect  of  the  Ballot 
were,  that-  it  would  do  away  with  aristo- 
cratic influence.  If  the  Ballot  was  calcu- 
lated to  do  away  with  the  proper  influ- 
ence of  character  and  talent  he  should  not 
be  an  advocate  of  it;  but  if  it  only  did 
away  with  the  power  of  rank  and  wealth, 
then  its  effect  would  be  most  desirable. 
In  his  opinion  the  Ballot  would  put  an 
end  to  the  outcry  for  universal  suiTrage. 
From  his  experience  he  could  say,  that 
intimidation  was  often  practised  by  the 
people  against  the  landlords,  and  in  such 
cases  the  Ballot  would  afford  protection  to 
the  landlords  and  the  electors  in  his  in- 
terest  against  such  a  system  of  intimida- 
tiDn.  Another  effect  of  the  Ballot  would 
be,  that  it  would  give  the  voter  an  oppor- 
tmity  of  becoming  acquainted  with  the 
politics  of  the  different  candidates.  That 
would  be  no  mean  advantage,  because,  as 
the  system  at  present  stood,  the  voter  was 
carried  away  by  popular  feeling,  or  by 
aome  other  influence  in  recording  his  vote. 
He  SQpported  the  Ballot  with  all  his  heart, 
because  he  believed,  if  adopted,  it  would 
be  the  most  valuable  boon  which  could  be 
conferred  on  the  voter. 

Mr.  £^A«nsfone observed,  that  the  real 
question  tor  the  House  to  determine  on  the 
present  occasion  was,  by  what  method  the 
elective  franchise  might  be  most  safely, 
independently,  and  properly  exercised  by 
those  upon  whom  the  privilege  had  been 
conferred,  and  in  what  manner  it  could  be 
best  made  available  so  as  to  secure  the 
eleetion  of  the  candidate  who  possessed 
the  real  confidence  and  the  wishes  of  the 
majority  of  the  constituency  whose  suf- 
(irages  were  sought.  Believing  as  he  did 
that  the  adoption  of  the  Vote  by  Ballot 
would  deprive  landlords  of  undue  influence 
over  their  tenants,  and  prevent  temptation 
Oft  the  one  hand  and  intimidation  on  the 
olher,he  should  certainly  support  the  motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  London. 
He  wished  to  see  the  vote  of  the  poor  man 
made  equally  independent  as  that  of  the 
rich  man,  and  that  object  never  could  be 
attained  except  by  giving  the  poor  roan 
the  protection  of  the  Ballot.  The  public 
looked  with  vast  interest  to  the  decision  of 


to-night  npon  this,  to  then),  important 
question,  and  he  trusted  that  those  hon. 
Members  who  courted  popularity  would 
not  leave  the  House  or  slirink  from  voting 
on  this  occasion.  If  they  did,  he  eould* 
tell  them  their  conduct  would  not  be  over*- 
looked  when  they  next  appeared  before 
their  constituents. 

Mr.  Vernon  Smith  said,  that  if  the- 
debate  on  this  question  had  to-night  taken 
the  usual  course,  and  that  after  an  hon. 
Member  had  spoken  on  one  side,  and 
that  he  should  have  been  followed  by 
another  hon.  Member  on  the  other  side, 
he  (Mr.  v.  Smith)  would  not  have  risen- 
at  present  to  address  the  House.  The 
question  of  the  Ballot  had  been  carried 
about  the  country  by  its  advocates  and 
urged  as  the  test  of  liberal  principles,  and 
under  the  notion  that  its  adoption  would 
lead  to  the  extension  of  liberal  opinions. 
In  that  proposition  he  (Mr.  V.  Smith) 
must  beg  to  differ.  He  would  admit  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  London, 
that  when  he  eave  his  vote  in  favour  of 
the  Reform  Bill,  he  did  so  roost  sincerelyi 
wishing  that  the  person  upon  whom  the 
suffrage  was  bestowed  should  be  a  free, 
independent,  and  sincere  voter,  but  he 
attached  a  very  different  meaning  to  an 
independent  vote  from  that  applied  to  it 
by  the  hon.  Member  who  had  brought 
forward  the  motion  now  before  the  House* 
He  could  not  conceive^  any  man  would 
imagine  but  that  the  vote  given  in  public, 
before  the  public,  and  (or  a  public  man, 
was  infinitely  more  independent  than  the 
vote  given  in  a  private  society.  The  ex- 
istence of  the  system  of  the  Ballot  in  the 
clubs  and  in  private  societies  afforded  no 
reason  for  its  adoption  on  great  public 
questions  and  occasions.  Everybody 
knew  that  feelings,  motives,  and  passions 
actuate  a  man  in  giving  his  vote  in  secret 
in  a  club,  which  he  would  be  ashamed  to 
own  when  called  upon  to  record  his  vote 
upon  a  public  matter.  It  had  been  urged 
that  the  Ballot  would  afford  a  protection, 
both  from  intimidation  and  against  tempta^ 
tion,  to  the  poorer  classes  of  electors.  He 
contended  that  under  the  Ballot  system 
intimidation  would  be  much  greater  than 
at  present  ?  He  wanted  to  know  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  London,  how 
a  person  entitled  to  the  franchise  was  to 
form  his  opinions  upon  great  questions-^ 
opinions  which  alone  made  his  vote  valu- 
able— but  by  attending  public  meetings 
and  discussions  upon  subjects  interesting 
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to  the  whole  community ;  and  did  the  hon. 
Member  imagine  that  the  active  agents  of 
the  landlords  of  the  district  would  not 
follow  the  tenants  to  such  meetings,  and 
watch  e?ery  act  of  theirs,  so  that  before 
they  came  to  the  ballot-box  they  knew 
perfectly  well,  from  the  previous  actions 
and  movements  of  the  party,  the  bias 
and  tenour  of  his  political  views,  opinions, 
and  sentiments  ?  That  being  so,  they 
would  still  be  as  much  the  objects  for  in- 
timidation and  temptation  as  at  the  pre- 
sent moment.  So,  also,  the  registration 
courts  opened  the  same  field  for  information 
~the  votes  of  individuals  were  supported 
or  opposed  by  agents  representing  both 
sides  of  politics,  according  to  the  views 
and  sentiments  of  the  voter  opposed  or 
supported^  Here,  again^  were  afforded 
the  means  of  information  upon  which  the 
landlords  could  either  act  by  temptation  or 
intimidation,  as  their  interests  demanded. 
In  order  to  make  the  Ballot  useful  as  a 
protection,  the  expression  of  public  opinion 
must  be  wholly  suffocated.  Yielding  to 
the  hon.  Mover  of  the  present  motion  the 
whole  machinery  of  his  plan,  he  wished 
to  secure  the  public  against  the  malignity 
or  bad  passions  of  the  voter,  and  therefore 
would  not  confer  on  any  man  the  dark 
power  which  the  ballotting-box  would 
afford  him.  The  reason  why  he  should 
pause  before  he  could  consent  to  grant 
such  powers  was,  that  he  thought  public 
opinion  was  the  safest  check  against  all 
evil  dealing  in  the  course  of  human  affairs 
—-public  opinion  inflicted  a  severer  punish- 
meat  than  even  the  decision  and  the  judg* 
ment  of  a  judge  and  jury.  But  be  re- 
peated, the  Ballot  would  be  the  suffocation 
of  public  opinion.  He  would  suppose  a 
Member  of  this  House  to  be  elected  under 
the  silent  system ;  and  how  would  that 
boo.  Member  know  by  whom  he  was 
elected,  how  ascertain  who  were  his  consti- 
tuents? and,  therefore,  he  would  be  wholly 
unable  to  take  their  sentiments  upon  a 
question,  such,  for  instance,  as  that  of 
the  Church-rates,  which  now  stood  over 
for  the  very  purpose  of  ascertaining  the 
sentiments  of  the  people  of  the  country 
upon  the  measure.  He  grounded  his  op- 
position to  the  Ballot  for  the  reasons,  that 
to  be  effective  it  must  be  carried  further, 
and  the  expression  of  opinions  must  be 
prevented.  This  was  not  conformable  to 
the  feelings  or  usages  of  the  nation.  The 
Government  were  now  endeavouring  to 

Under  the  iostittttions  of  the  OQuatry  mor^ 


beneficial  to  its  interests,  and  by  what 
means?  Why,  by  making  public  opinion 
more  sound,  by  shedding  a  stronger  light 
upon  the  intelligence  of  the  country  ^  and 
in  stepped  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
London,  to  exclude  the  light,  and  to  make 
the  subject  still  darker  than  before* 
Through  the  extension  and  diffusion  of 
knowledge,  liberal  views  had  increased 
and  were  increasing;  and  he  firmly  be- 
lieved that  the  Ballot  would  entirely 
check  its  further  progress  and  advance- 
ment. He  would  not  further  trespass  oa 
the  attention  of  the  House  upon  a  subject 
which  had  been  so  frequently  and  so  fully 
debated,  and  upon  which  it  was  difficult 
to  advance  any  thing  of  novelty.  He 
must,  however,  advert  to  one  other  point, 
namely,  that  he  did  not  think  that  the  Bal- 
lot would  afford  equal  protection  to  all 
classes  of  voters.  Instead  of  being  a  pro- 
tection to  the  poor,  it  would  be  only  a 
protection  to  the  rich,  whose  actions  were 
secret,  and  whose  motives  were  incapable 
of  being  ascertained,  while  on  the  other 
hand  every  action  of  the  poor  man  could 
be  seen,  and  would  be  known.  On  this 
ground  also  he  objected  to  the  present 
proposition.  In  times  of  peace  and  tran- 
quillity the  Ballot  would  lead  to  apathy 
and  indifference  on  the  part  of  the  people, 
and  in  times  of  violence  or  convulsion  it 
would  afford  a  secret  vent  for  bad  feelings, 
and  in  these  common  ordinary  times,  in 
which  every  fair  and  moderate  reform 
could  be  effected,  the  adoption  of  the  Bal- 
lot would  be  a  make-weight  against  them, 
and  would  prevent  the  carrying  into  effect 
those  measures  of  which  the  Government 
were  the  sincere  supporters. 

Mr.  Bernal  having  never  given  an  opi- 
nion on  the  subject,  was  reluctant  to  let  thb 
motion  go  ^to  a  division,  without  stating 
his  views.  It  appeared  to  him  that  hon* 
Gentlemen  on  both  sides  of  the  question 
were  equally  disposed  to  place  too  much 
reliance  upon  the  force  and  accuracy  of 
their  arguments  and  observations ;  and  he 
was,  therefore,  anxious  to  see  the  aubject 
handled  in  a  practical  point  of  view.  He 
was  sorry  that  his  hon.  Friend,  whom  be 
believed  to  be  a  man  of  steady  and  sincere 
opinions,  had  expressed  himself  to  be 
satisfied  that  the  ballot  could  not  operate 
as  a  check  upon  that  tyranny  which  was 
too  often  exercised  by  landlords  over  their 
tenants  in  the  course  of  contested  elec- 
tions, and  that,  therefore,  it  need  not  be 
g;ranted«    Now,  he  was  desirousi  as  a  re<> 
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preieiittiivtt  of  thiit  Hoimc,  to  Ireat  tbw 
•abjeet  prfteticany*  und  in  the  first  place 
he  would  obwrvei  ibat  as  repraieatativea 
of  the  piopla»  tbey  ware  bound  to  attand 
to  iha  wanta  and  wkhoa  of,  ha  would  aay, 
tha  minority  of  iha  lower  ordan  of  thfiir 
eonatkueota.    Ha  might  iay  that  with  po^ 
litieai  aincerity,  for  he  had  never  given  a 
pledge  on  any  queation,  and  he  never 
would  give  a  pledge.    He  would   never 
fiUow  faimaelf    to    be  dictated  to]    he 
aaked  hia   oonttitu^ts   to  trust  to    his 
|u>li4ieal  honesty,   and   he   hoped   they 
would  find   him     never   deceive    them. 
He  was  surprised  to  hear  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Shaftesbury  express  himself  as  he 
had  done  in  reference  to  the  report  of  the 
Intimidation  Oommittee,  declaring  that  it 
ought  not  to  be  trusted,  because  it  con* 
Gained  the  evidence  of  persons  on  one 
aide  oi  the  question  only.     Was  it  possi* 
ble  for  that  hon.  Member  to  disprove  the 
fact  that  intimidation  had  prevailed  to  a 
considerable  extent?     He  would  appeal 
to   that  hon.  Member's  personal    expe- 
rience, as  he  cQuId  to  his  own  also,  as  to 
Che  fact  that  means  were  taken  to  make 
pefsonfi  vote  contrary  to  their  own  feelings. 
He  would  ask  wee  it  fair  and  proper  that 
there  should  exist  what  waa  called  an  as- 
aignable  interest,    and   that   gentlemen 
ahould  go  about  to  canvass,  asaisted  by  the 
lemale  m^mbem  of  their  own  family  or  of 
other  familiea?      He  would  repeat  the 

3uestk>n,  was  it  proper  or  decorous 
lat  ahopkeepers  who  were  dependent 
for  their  aubsistence  on  their  customers 
ahould  be  visited  and  thraatened  by 
them,  be  they  male  or  female  customers, 
with  the  loss  of  their  trade,  if  they  gave 
their  votea  in  opposition  to  the  aolicita- 
tions  of  those  whoso  called  on  them  1  That 
was  not  a  practice  consistent  with  either 
moral  or  political  integrity.  He  might  be 
totd  th»t  the  Ballot  would  be  no  remedy 
Car  that  evil.  Then  he  would  reply— 
*'  Those  who  safTer  the  evil  may  be  allowed 
to  be  the  beat  judges,"  U  he  found  a 
great  portion  of  those  who  were  intrusted 
with  tiie  suffrage  i:omplaio  of  this  bard* 
ahtp  and  demand  the  ballot,  was  he  to 
presume,  as  a  Member  of  that  House,  to 
ataod  up  and  say  that  they  should  not 
have  it?  That  was  the  practical  view  of 
the  oaae.  He  would  enter  into  no  essay 
M  it*  He  could  not  stand  up  in  that 
House,  after  having  wttneased  the  evil  he 
had  alloded  to,  and  aay  that  those  who 
appealed  io  th%t  Hooee  to  graot  them  the 


protection  of  the  Ballot  asked  for  anything 
that  was  either  unreasonable  or  unjust. 
But  suppose  the  Ballot  was  looked  upon 
in  the  light  of  a  mere  experiment,  still  he 
thought  they  w^re  bound  to  try  the  expe*- 
riment  for  the  sake  and  in  compliance 
with  the  wishes  of  those  who  called  for  it^ 
The  hon.  Member  for  Shaftesbury  had 
contended  that  there  was  no  analogy  bo» 
tweeo  the  case  of  members  of  a  dub 
voting  by  Ballot  and  votera  at  an  election 
doing  the  same.  He  differed  from  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  thought  that  when 
a  Member  of  a  club  put  a  white  or  black 
ball  into  the  ballot-box,  he  adopted  that 
mode  of  secret  votiog  in  order  to  conceal 
his  sentiments,  and  to  protect  himself 
from  intimidation  or  collision  with  partiea 
to  whom  he  was  opposed.  The  voter  de- 
sired the  same  sort  of  protection,  and, 
therefore,  there  was  a  parity  of  reasoning 
between  the  two  cases.  The  poor  man 
wished  to  avoid  giving  offence,  and  to  be 
saved  from  the  tyranny  of  those  who  were 
more  powerful  than  himself.  After  all  the 
pamphlets  that  had  been  published,  the 
essays  that  had  been  written,  and  the 
speeches  that  had  been  delivered  on  this 
subject,  he  must  contend  that  the  real 
question  was.  "  Is  the  Ballot  demanded?" 
Had  petitions  been  presented  to  that 
House  praying  for  the  introduction  of  the 
Ballot  \  No  man  could  deny  that  nume* 
rous  petitions  to  that  effect  had  been  laid 
on  the  table  of  the  House,  and  he  might 
appeal  to  the  experience  of  almost  every 
hon.  Member  whether  they  had  not  met 
with  frequent  cases  in  which  electors, 
when  pressed  for  their  votes  for  a  parti* 
cular  candidate,  had  replied  that  it  would 
be  as  much  aa  their  incooEie  was  worth  to 
vote  as  they  wished.  Never  having  spoken 
publicly  in  that  House  before  on  this 
subject,  he  would  content  himself,  after 
the  observations  he  had  made,  with  de« 
daring  that  he  was,  though  rather  unwil- 
lingly, a  convert  to  the  Ballot. 

Mr.  BwrlhoUk  expressed  his  entire  dls« 
approval  of  the  Bill  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  London,  chiefly 
on  the  eroand  that  it  would  prove  utte/iy 
ineffective  towards  the  accomplishment  of 
the  objects  which  the  advocates  of  th^ 
measure  seemed  to  contemplate.  It  would 
not  promote  the  purity  of  election.  If  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  London 
would  take  100  Americans  and  100  Bug. 
lish  votera,  would  he  find  the  Americana 
purer  tbaa  the  Eoflrlisbmen  7    The  BaUol 
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vnf  «9UUi«l)e4  »t  Rome,  god  Livy  bad 
recorded  tbe  f^iluro  of  the  ^xpenjnent. 
Those  wlio  were  yet.  uncopvinced  of  its 
evil  could  uot  do  Setter  ihm  sUidy  tb^t 
bi^toriaiQ^  A9  to  the  drgument,  that  be- 
cause ji^  fnAJority  of  the  constituency  de- 
maoded  the  oallot,  it  ought  to  be  granted, 
he  wust  observe,  that  it  did  not  always 
follow,  that  majoritiej^  were  th«  best  judges 
pf  the  propriety  of  granting  a  particular 
rpea$ure«  If^  however,  the  argpmeot  roust 
be  held  to  be  good  by  some  hoo,  Gentle- 
p}$D,  he  would  state,  that  he  had  recently 
visited  h^s  constituents,  and  they  had  ge* 
Peraljy  and  unec^uivocaily  declared  them- 
selves to  be  opposed  to  the  Ballot,  and 
that  they  had  desired  him  not  to  support 
Up  but  to  uphold  a  system  by*^whlch  they 
coi^ld  boldly  come  forth  and  do  their  duty 
in  the  face  of  Qod  and  man. 

Dr.  Lushinglon  was  induced  to  address 
a  few  observations  to  the  House  in  conse- 
quence of  what  h^d  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton,  who  had  pro* 
fessed  himself  to  be  the  strenuous  advo- 
cate of  liberal  opinions,  and  yet  he  bad 
opposed  the  Ballot,  and  that,  too,  on  a 
|;round  which  appeared  most  extraordi- 
nary to  him — namely,  that  the  Ballot  was 
calculated  to  #top  the  progress  of  liberal 
opinions.  His  bon.  Friend  had  professed 
his  ao](iety  to  conform  to  that  which  was 
the  great  object  and  purpose  of  the  Re* 
form  Bill — namely,  to  confer  on  those  to 
whom  the  elective  franchise  was  given  the 
free  and  independent  right  of  exercising 
that  franchise.  But  then^  said  the  hon« 
Member  for  Northampton,  that  Bill  was 
never  intended  to  take  away  from  the 
people  the  means  of  forming  just  political 
opinions.  He  was  a  little  struck  by  that 
remark,  and  he  was  inclined  to  ponder 
ji)  his  mind  what  were  those  ways  and 
means  which  were  indispensably  necessary 
to  enable  a  man  to  give  his  vote  with  in- 
tegrity. If  he  understood  them  rightly, 
they  were  included  in  accurate  information 
ana  th^  righi  of  public  discussion*  But 
bow  bad  the  hon.  Gentleman  arrived  at 
the  conclusion  that  the  Ballot  would  de- 
prive any  man  of  those  advantages?  There 
were  three  ways  of  influencinjg;  a  man  to 
vote — by  argument^  by  intimidation,  otr 
by  bribery,  If  he  were  addressed  by  ar« 
gument,  the  matter  roust  be  left  to  his 
own  judgment;  if  intimidation  were  at- 
temptedi  the  man  would  be  deprived  of 
bis  power  as  a  free  agent ;  if  bribery  was 

fnnorted  tO|  then  the  ballot  gave  bim  tbc 


means  of  defeating  the  object  of  the 
briber,  and  of  securing  his  independency 
in  both  cases.  The  hoo.  Member  ba4 
contended  that  the  best  way  to  prevent 
intimidation  and  bribery  was  to  have  pub- 
licity and  open  voting,  Why,  there  had 
been  open  voting;  long  enough,  but  did 
not  every  one  know  that  bribery  and  inti- 
midation bad  existed  under  that  system? 
But  the  hon.  Member  had  said,  how  weris 
Members  of  Parliament  to  have  commiini- 
cation  with  their  constituents  and  Co  aSr 
certain  their  opinions  if  the  Ballot  weme 
established  ?  That  was  the  most  singular 
and  absurd  argument  be  had  ever  heard# 
Suppose  his  hon»  Friend  bad  no  contest 
fpr  his  seat,  how  then  was  he  to  know  the 
sentiments  of  his  constituents  under  th^ 
present  system?  llien  as  to  the  voice  of  the 
majority  of  a  constituencyi  he  wa*  of 
opinion  that  when  he  was  elected  its 
Member  for  any  place,  he  was  bound  to 
represent  the  whole  of  it,  and  to  the 
utmost  of  his  power  to  respect  the  opiniooa 
and  interests  of  all.  Any  one  of  his  COO- 
stituents,  whether  High-Tory  or  Ultra- 
Whig,  was  equally  under  his  care,  and 
deserving  of  respect.  But  did  not  the 
poor  require  protection?  Was  not  the 
tradesman  dependent  on  the  customer, 
and  the  workman  on  the  master  ?  Every 
individual  voter  was  in  a  state  of  depeoiiu 
ence  on  others,  more  or  leas,  but  the  maa 
of  property.  Therefore,  he  said,  it  was 
their  bounden  duty,  with  all  dueaeferenct 
to  the  bon.  Gentleman  who  opposed  it,  to 
grant  the  Ballot,  He  was  convinced  that 
the  opinion  of  the  public  mind  in  favour  of 
the  Biillot  was  gaining  strength  dailyi  ao4 
if  he  was  not  much  mistaken,  the  word« 
of  the  noble  liOrd  (the  Home  Secretary )« 
in  reference  to  the  Pevonshire  county 
election,  would  prove  to  be  verified *-t 
namely,  that  if  such  practices  m 
those  which  then  prevailed  were  conti* 
nued,  the  country  would  be  roused  still 
further  to  demand  the  ballot.  Let  iheio 
look  to  the  leHons  to  be  derived  from  th9 
testimony  of  experience;  let  hon.  Gentle^' 
men  consult  with  their  constituents;  let 
them  not  rest  their  opinions  upon  the 
state  of  things  in  this  great  metropolis, 
but  let  them  go  to  the  towns  where  the 
constituencies  were  not  more  than  1,200« 
or  1,500,  or  2,000,  and  consisted  mostly  of 
tradespeople,  and  they  would  find  that 
the  Ballot  was  absolutely  necessary  for  the 
protection  of  the  electors.  He  could  not 
but  say  that  be  was  somewhat  disgusted 
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Bt  the  sqeamishness  of  those  who  seemed 
to  feel  such  horror  at  the  character  of  the 
English  people  becoming  depreciated — 
that  they  wished  to  rescue  them  from  the 
disgrace  of  telling  a  story,  first  to  the 
landlord,  and  then  before  the  hustings — 
while  they  exemplified  no  sort  of  feeh'ng 
for  the  conscience  of  the  voter  who  was 
compelled  to  vote  for  a  candidate  of  whom 
he  did  not  approve  because  he  did  not 
believe  him  to  be  a  '^  fit  and  proper  per- 
son/' Believing,  that  under  the  present 
system,  the  votes  of  electors  were  fre- 
quently destroyed  and  vitiated,  and  made 
instrumental  to  prevent  the  return  of  those 
real  Representatives  of  the  people  which  it 
^was  the  object  of  the  Reform  Bill  to  secure, 
lie  felt  himself  bound  to  support  the 
motion. 

Viscount  Howick  said,  the  whole  of  the 
arguments  which  had  been  used  in  support 
of  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
London  were  designed  to  prove  that  a 
l^eat  deal  of  intimidation  and  improper 
influence  on  the  minds  of  voters  existed 
at  the  present  moment,  and  took  for 
granted  that  all  who  were  anxious  to  cor> 
rect  those  evils  must  necessarily  be  advo« 
cates  for  the  Ballot.  Now  he  begged 
leave  entirely  to  dissent  from  this  mode  of 
putting  the  question.  He  freely  acknow- 
ledged with  the  hon.  Member  for  London, 
that  the  evils  of  which  he  complained  did 
prevail  to  a  very  considerable  degree,  and 
lie  entirely  and  cordiall  v  concurred  with  him 
in  the  sincerest  possible  desire  to  put  them 
down.  The  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
London  could  not  possibly  be  more  anxious 
for  the  accomplishment  of  that  desirable 
object  than  he  was.  But  the  real  question 
which  the  House  had  to  discuss  and  to 
determine  was  this,-—  would  the  means 
which  the  hon.  Member  proposed  be 
effectual  for  that  object,  and  in  effecting 
that  object  would  they  not  be  attended 
with  other  disadvantageous  consequences 
which  would  greatly  outweigh  any  peculiar 
benefit  they  might  confer  ?  He  did  not 
deny  that  there  might  be  some  advantages 
attending  the  introduction  of  the  Vote  by 
Ballot ;  but  they  should  endeavour  to 
compare  its  advantages  and  disadvantages, 
—they  should  balance  the  two  fairly  to- 
gether, and  make  up  their  minds  on  the 
result  of  the  comparison.  After  having 
given  the  best  and  most  careful  consider- 
ation in  his  power  to  this  important  subject, 
fie  confessed,  in  his  opinion,  the  disad- 
rantages  still  preponderated  }  be  did  not 


say  what  might  hereafter  be  his  opinion^ 
but  for  the  present  he  was  not  convinced 
of  the  necessity  of  the  measure  proposed. 
In  the  first  place,  amongst  the  disadvan- 
tages which,  in  his  opinion,  would  result 
from  the  adoption  of  this  motion,  was  that 
to  which  he  attached  very  considerable 
importance,  but  to  which  the  hon.  Mem« 
ber  for  the  City  of  London,  and  those  who 
followed  him  on  the  same  side  of  the 
question,  had  not  at  all  adverted,  he 
meant  the  enormous  power  of  abuse  which 
it  would  place  in  the  hands  of  returning 
ofiScers  for  borough  towns.  As  the  law  at 
present  stood,  if  he  were  defeated  by  any 
improper  practice,  if  there  were  not  a 
majority  of  the  real  voters  against  him,  he 
could  appeal  to  a  Committee  of  that  House, 
and  if  on  examination  they  were  satisfied 
that  the  adverse  majority  was  made  up  of 
merely  colourable  votes,  or  the  exclusion 
of  good  votes,  they  had  the  power  of 
striking  off  the  bad  from  the  poll  which 
had  been  given  against  him,  and  adding 
the  good  votes  which  had  been  tendered 
in  his  favour,  and  awarding  to  him  that 
seat  which  had  unduly  been  given  to  his 
adversary.  But  how  was  this  object  to  be 
accomplished  under  the  new  system  ? 
Take  the  case  of  an  election  keenly  con . 
tested,  where  half  a  dozen  voters  would  turn 
the  scale,  and  there  were  several  such  at 
the  last  general  election  —  Halifax, 
Rochester,  and  others,  —  improper  votes, 
through  the  successful  personation  of 
voters,  and  by  other  means,  might  be 
recorded,  or  there  might  be  a  partial 
rejection  of  good  voters.  Such  cases  did 
actually  arise,  and  in  what  conceivable 
manner  was  redress  to  be  afforded  under 
the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  London  ?  There  might  be  the 
strongest  possible  conviction  as  to  the 
fact  of  those  votes  being  given ;  no 
reasonable  person  could,  perhaps,  entertain 
the  smallest  doubt ;  but  in  the  absence  of 
legal  proof  they  could  not  go  before  a 
Committee  and  say,  such  and  such  voters 
had  no  right  to  the  suffrage,  and  their 
names  must  therefore  be  struck  off  the 
poll.  In  reality,  they  might  have  voted 
for  the  very  party  making  the  objection. 
But|  said  the  hon.  Member,  they  should 
in  such  a  case  declare  the  election  uttll 
and  void.  That  was  no  redress  whatever. 
It  would  lead  to  the  most  monstrous 
state  of  abuse.  This  was  no  imaginary 
state    of  things.    At    the  last    general 

election  there  were  many  complaints  of 
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gross  partiality— he  gave  no  opinion  as  to 
their  being  well  founded  or  not — ^but  com- 
plaints of  gross  partiality  there  were 
against  the  returning  officers  in  several 
instances.  The  Ballot  would  place  an 
enormons  power,  without  appeal,  in  the 
hands  of  returning  officers  to  increase  this 
abuse  far  beyond  what  now  existed.  But 
what  were  the  advantages  to  be  gained  by 
the  plan  of  thehon.  Member  ?  He  said, 
in  the  first  place,  it  would  throw  great 
difficulties  in  the  way  of  bribery,  and  go 
far  to  extirpate  it  altogether.  On  that 
point  he  begged,  however,  entirely  to 
differ  from  the  hon.  Member  for  London. 
Under  what  circumstances  did  bribery  take 
place  at  the  present  moment  ?  When  the 
strength  of  the  two  opposing  parties  was 
xerj  nearly  balanced,  and  when  it  depended 
on  a  comparatively  small  number  of 
nrotes  how  the  election  would  terniinate. 
In  such  a  case  the  Ballot,  so  far  from 
throwing  difficulties  in  the  way  of  bribery, 
would,  on  the  contrary,  render  it  more 
safe. and  easy  than  ever.  With  respect  to 
bribery,  then,  he  did  not  think  that  the 
plan  of  the  hon.  Member  would  at  all 
answer  the  object  he  professed  to  have  in 
view  ;  and  as  to  intimidation,  although  he 
admitted  its  existence  to  be  the  most 
plausible  ground  of  defence  which  the 
Ballot  had,  yet  even  in  that  point  of  view, 
the  advantages  likely  to  result  from  it  had, 
in  his  opinion,  been  very  greatly  over- 
rated. The  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member 
appeared  to  him  to  take  for  granted  that 
the  vote  of  the  individual  was  all  they  had 
to  protect.  He  maintained  that  the  people 
of  this  country  had  not  only  a  right  to 
give  their  votes,  but  to  exercise  that  fair 
influence  which  belonged  to  them,  by 
assisting  in  the  canvass  of  the  particular 
candidate  to  whom  they  were  favourable, 
and  advance  those  opinions  to  which  they 
were  attached  by  all  the  means  in  their 
power.  And  did  not  the  hon.  Member 
see  that  in  protecting  the  vote  merely  he 
would  in  fact  recognise  in  every  other 
respect  the  power  of  the  landlord  and  the 
customer  ?  He  would  enable  the  landlord 
to  say  to  his  tenant,  you  shall  not  vote  at 
all;  you  shall  not  canvass  for  that 
candidate ;  you  shall  take  no  means 
whatever  of  promoting  his  chance  of 
Success.  Did  the  hon.  Member  for 
London  ever  canvass  an  agricultural 
district  ?  He  could  assure  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber that  in  canvassing  a  small  country 
town  be  had  found  it  comparatively  ua« 


important  to  have  a  particular  indtvidaart 
vote,  compared  with  the  moral  influence 
which  it  exerted  and  the  countenance  it 
gave  him.  He  had  found  a  respectable 
private  farmer  coming  forward  openly  and 
boldly  to  state  his  opinions  of  infinitely 
more  importance  than  the  individual  vote 
he  was  able  to  record  in  his  favour.  He 
was  not  prepared  to  say,  that  they  would 
ever  be  able  to  put  an  end  completely  and 
for  ever  to  the  practice  of  intimidation  | 
he  believed  (he  hope  that  human  institu- 
tions would  ever  attain  absolute  perfection 
was  vain  and  nugatory ;  but  he  contended, 
that  a  greater  amount  of  good  might  be 
gained  by  other  means  in  this  respectfthan 
by  adopting  the  system  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  London.  It  was  true, 
they  could  not  proceed  under  the  penal 
laws  against  those  who  attempted  to 
intimidate  an  elector.  He  knew  perfectly 
well  the  power  which  the  landlord  had  to 
dismiss  a  tenant  on  the  expiration  of  his 
lease,  and  to  enforce  the  covenants  by 
which  he  was  bound  with  an  unusual 
degree  of  strictness ;  he  knew  the  power 
of  the  customer  to  choose  his  own  shop,  it 
might  be  difficult  to  trace  the  motives 
by  which  they  had  each  been  actuated  in 
exercising  their  power ;  but  at  the  bar  of 
public  opinion  that  was  not  the  case. 
Though  they  could  not  go  before  a  criminal 
tribunal— though  they  could  not  bring  the 
strict  law  into  play — the  bar  of  public 
opinion  was  not  bound  down  by  sucn  nice 
and  close  laws,  and  in  matters  of  election, 
more  especially,  public  opinion  was  almost 
omnipotent.  There  was  no  man  who  by 
any  aegree  of  improper  influence  in  any 
county  or  town  constituency  in  the  kingdom 
could  gain  a  number  of  votes  sufficient  to 
determine  his  election, — it  was  impossible 
that  mere  intimidation  could  carry  any 
election  ;  and  if  public  opinion  were  once 
decidedly  pronounced  against  such 
practices  ^^  if  the  really  independent 
electors  set  their  faces  against  them— 4f 
parties  found  that  they  lost  more  than  they 
gained  by  resorting  to  such  means  as  these, 
there  would  be  a  practical  security  against 
abuse  which  would  go  far  to  extirpate  it 
altogether.  But  it  had  been  saia,  that 
public  opinion  would  never  have  this 
eflect— that  they  always  had  open  voting, 
and  yet  the  system  of  intimidation  had 
constantly  prevailed.  Buta  new  era  dated 
on  this  subject  from  the  passing  of  the 
Reform  Bill.  He  appealed  to  any  one  at 
all  conversant  with  the  manner  in  which 
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eeo(«»Ud  «)«ctiop«  bad  formerly  been 
eo]^mUd,  wh$ih^  t}ift  right  of  this  Is^od' 
Iprd  W9«  not  ^1  Iwt  reoogoiied  to  iha  vote 
of  iha  l(»iMf)^  tb^  landlord  was  not  at bamed 
to  avow  tbi^l  ba  #;ipe^tad  hia  tenants  to 
vot#  wjtb  bim;  but  wat  tbat  tha  ca^ 
J90w7  Waa  aay  landlord  now  found 
opanly  to  avQw  bia  expectation  tbat  bia 
Unaota would Yota  with  him?  Ifao, ba 
a«)(ad  wbatbar  avery  ^peacb  of  arery  candi^ 
data  during  a  loontaatad  elaction  and  tha 
ooinroAta  of  avary  nawspaper  in  wbiob  tba 
pra taoaions  of  m^i  canaidatea  wara  anp* 
j»ortad,  wera  not  fillad  with  cbargaa  and 
c^untaT'chargas  of  tht^  axerci^a  of  this 
apfciaa  of  influaoaa^  and  what  her  partiea 
did  oot  find  it  naceasary  t^  diaclain)  it  on 
tbajr  own  aide  ?  Tbey  bad  gained,  than, 
fi  moat  important  liUp,  when  thay  found 
all  the  parties  denying  the  pra^^tice  of 
tbamaalvei,  while  they  charged  it  ppenly 
agaiAat  their  adv^rsariea.  Tba  practioa 
conid  not  be  carried  on  in  a  corner  in  se* 
onet-^it  could  not  be  peraevered  in  esten* 
aivady,  and  all  partiaa  already  found  it 
M(»Baaary  to  diaclaim  it.  The  change  in 
publio  opinion  to  wblcb  be  looked  Xor  a 
cum  to  tbia  evil  was  in  pr^ass;  and  aa 
tbere  hjid  been  only  two  general  elections 
tinder  tba  Reform  Bill;  truiting  to  the 
good  s^aae  of  the  electors  of  the  country, 
£a  could  oot  consent  to  the  introduction 
of  a  measure  to  remedy  the  preaent  state 
of  ibinga«  which,  in  bii  opinipn,  it  would 
not  aecomplisb,  apart  froni  its  being  ob* 

{'ectionable  on  other  grounds*  ^Quefiwn.] 
la  did  oot  wonder,  considering  this  v/^ 
now  the  third  or  fourth  time  this  subject  was 
rm;abirly  debated,  tbatbon*  Membersahould 
cry  "  Quaacion/'  but  now  tbat  the  aub^ect 
ocQupied  sue!)  a  apace  in  public  opinion^ 
Ji  waa  nacasaary  tbey  should  carefully 
consider  wh»i  w^*  to  tie  said  on  both  sidea. 
But  it  waK  said,  why  trust  to  all  these 
roundabout  and  ioefliectual  modes**  why 
not  adopt  tba  direct,  simple,  and  9traigbt« 
forward  method,  tba  ballot,  which  would 
clearly  ba  afficacioua  ?  Ha,  for  one,  con^ 
tended  that  tba  Ballot  would  oot  bee  ffec-. 
tual  for  tba  object  proposed,  The  mere 
?ota  waa  not  all  they  snould  protect.  It 
waa  neceasary  tbey  should  endeavour  to 
create  and  keep  alive  that  independent 
spirit  among  the  great  mass  of  tba  people 
of  tbia  country,  without  which,  all  the 
forma  of  tba  constitution  would  be  of 
little  avail-^tbat  vivifying  apirit  which 
praaarvad  alive  tba   body  politic,   and 

?pitb(m|  wbicb  po  rati  freedpfl)  ^ouM 


exist,    Tbey  might  tell  him  of  sacrifices 
wbicb^  according  to  the  preaent  practice, 
were   imposed   on  conscieptious  voters* 
But  was  there  no  benefit  to  be  derived 
even  from  them  ?    In  his  opinion,  there 
were  great  and   decided  aavaota^s  to 
ba  derived  from  those  sacrifices;  mucn 
as  he  lamented  tbem,  in  iba  fostering 
of  an  independent  spirit,  and  in  the  sympa- 
thy of  others*    He  contended  if  tba  pnn^ 
ciple  of  the  Ballot   wera   admitted,  it 
would  be  impossible  for  men  fairly  to 
discuss  their  opinions,  and  therefore,  no 
sound   and   wholesome  state  of  public 
opinion  could  ever  exist  in  such  a  stat^ 
of  things.     The  bon.  Member,  io  pro^ 
tecting  the  vote  by  the.  intrpouction  of 
the  Ballot^  would  discourage  and  prevent 
men  from   manfully  standing  up  and 
avowing  their  opinions.    The  bon*  Memr 
ber  for  the  city  of  London  said,  that 
ope  of  the  effects  of  the  Ballot  would  ba 
to  soften  the  violation  of  election  con- 
tests.   Many  moderate  men  would  con« 
peal  their  opinions   in   the  ballot-box^ 
without  caring  to  avow  tbem,    T^qw,  hf 
believed  tbat  such  would  be  the  effect  of 
the  Ballot.  But  so  far  from  being  desira*' 
ble,  be  thought  tbat  the  worst  possible 
state  of   things  that  could  exi^t.      He 
thought  there  was  much  more  practicable 
wisdom  in  the  principle  laid  clown  by  aa 
ancient   lawgiver   of  one  of   the  most 
famous  republics  the  world  ever  saw,  that 
that  man's  conduct  should  be  considered 
penal  who,  in  certain  contests,  remained 
neutral.    By  making  moderate  men  hold 
aloof  from  deckring  tbeir  opinions,  they 
would  discourag;e  the  open  avowal  of  in- 
dependent sentiment,  and  leave  the  whole 
dispute  to  be  carried  on  by  the  most  vio-r 
lent  partisans^  Those  who  had  attentively 
read  the  history  of  the  French  revolution, 
exhibiting  as  it  did  the  most  cruel  ana 
grinding  tyranny  the  world  ever  witneased, 
eatablianed  too,  under  the  forms  of  a  com* 
pleta  democracy—^  tyranny  which  no  one 
doubted  was  opposed  to  the  real  opinions 
of  an  enormous  majority  of  the  country 
wherein  it  prevailed-^thosa  who  had  atu^* 
died  tbat  history,  must  be  aware  tbat  it 
arose  in  a  great  degree  from  the  circum« 
stance,  tbat  the  people  of  France  bowed 
down  under  the  tyranny  of  many  years, 
did  not  possess  tbat  sturdy  independence 
of  spirit  which  induced  individuals,  ai 
whatever  risk,  to  stand  forward  and  main« 
tain  their  real  opinions*    The  tyranny  waa 
excited  ftud  maintained  by  g  deIusioU| 
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whieh  a  gtD«ral  preraknce  of  red  inda* 
pendanee  of  apirtt  would  toon  have  dit* 
placed.  Thia  want  of  real  independancf 
of  spirit,  this  moral  cowardice  io  political 
matteis,  would,  he  conteoded,  be  eneoa* 
raged  and  fostered  by  the  Ballot.  But  he 
went  further;  some  boo.  Members  were 
fend  of  loolung  at  America.  On  this 
point,  he  could  not  do  better  than  refer  to 
the  testimony,  which  was  admitted  on  both 
aides  of  the  House  as  authoritative,  of  M. 
da  Tocqueville  on  democracy.  It  was  his 
opinion,  that  there  is  no  real  freedom  of 
voting  in  the  United  States,  and  that  no 
one  was  bold  enough  to  advance  any 
opinion  opposed  to  tne  ruling  passions  of 
the  multitude.  He  believed  that  there 
really  did  eziet  a  tyranny  of  the  majority 
on  which  arguments  used  in  that  House 
were  often  founded.  But  he  rejoiced  to 
know  that  the  people  of  this  country  were 
leaolotely  determined  not  to  give  up  opin* 
tons  formed  after  cool  and  deliberate  re- 
flection, to  the  prevailing  passions  of  the 
moment.  This  feeling,  wnieh  he  main- 
tained to  form  the  best  security  for  the 
institutions  of  the  country,  was  fostered 
and  strengthened  in  his  opinion  by  the 

Sractice  of  open  and  unconcealed  voting. 
le  should  be  obliged  to  record  his  vote 
against  the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member, 
bot  in  stating  this,  he  thought  it  necessary 
to  add,  that  he  was  convinced  that  the  evil 
of  which  the  hon.  Member  complained,  and 
against  which  he  wished  to  gnard, could  not 
go  on  unchecked.  He  did  not  scruple  to 
express  his  entire  acquiescence  in  the  opin- 
ions of  his  noble  Friend,  Lord  Melbourne, 
quoted  at  the  commencement  of  the  de- 
bate by  the  hon.  Member  for  London.  The 
abuse  of  influence,  in  which  all  parties 
equally  indulged,  was  the  crying  evil  of 
the  present  day.  He  hoped  that  this  evil 
would  be  repressed  by  the  good  sense 
of  the  people,  and  by  the  resolution  of  all 
partiee  to  abstain  from  using  improper 
means  of  influence.  He  trusted  that  the 
Members  of  that  House  in  their  various 
rsaidencee,  would  set  the  example,  and  he 
was  quite  sure  that  in  the  contests  be- 
tween the  political  parties  into  which  the 
nation  was  divided,  the  adoption  of  that 
general  policy  would  not  be  regretted.  If 
they  steadily  refused  to  employ  such 
means  themselves,  and  did  not  shrink  from 
denouncing  them  when  employed  by  their 
adversaries,  they  might  effect  much  good« 
Ha  had  fcaod  this  practicallj  to  be  the 
Mib|«id  ha  knew  that  tke elaelonifyaN 


pathised  with  these  sentiments.  If,  how- 
ever, his  hopes  were  deceived — if,  in  the 
violence  of  party  strife,  contending  Akc-* 
tions  should  raise  to  an  intolerable  height 
the  evil  complained  of—if,  after  further 
experience,  he  should  unhappily  find  him- 
self disappointed  in  the  result  which  ha 
confidently  anticipated-— he  did  afSrm 
that,  however  reluctlantly,  he  might  at 
length  be  driven  to  adopt  the  plan  pro* 
posed  by  the  boo.  Member.  He  was  per- 
fectly  prepared  for  the  manner  in  which 
this  declaration  had  been  received  {  but 
he  was  not  to  be  deterred  from  expressing 
his  opinions  by  the  condemnation  of  hon. 
Gendemen  opposite.  He  thought  he  had 
stated  distinctly  the  grounds  on  which  ha 
dissented  from  the  motion  t  but  let  those 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  cheered,  reeolleet 
that  the  cry  for  the  Ballot  was  one  of  their 
own  creation,  and  that  its  prevalence  was 
owing  to  themselves.  He  did  not  mean 
wholly  to  acquit  that  party  to  which  he 
himself  belonged,  of  contributing  to  itf 
for  in  the  violence  of  party  warfare,  lm« 
proper  practices  would  almost  invariably 
oe  employed  by  both  sides.  Nor  would 
he  lay  the  whole  blame  on  the  other  aide  i 
but  he  had  no  hesitation  in  declaring,  as 
a  caution  to  both  sides,  and  one  which  they 
would  do  well  seriously  to  reflect  upon, 
that  if  the  present  state  of  things  conti- 
nued, to  the  Ballot  they  must,  and  to  the 
Ballot  they  would  come.  Though  the 
Ministers  might  not  change  their  opln{onS| 
and  though  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side 
might  continue  their  opposition  to  the 
Ballot,  be  felt  certain  that  a  power  too 
strong  for  them  would  arise ;  to  that  power 
they  must  necessarily  yield ;  and  this  un« 
fortunate  change  in  the  law  of  elections 
must  necessarily  take  place.  He  should 
deplore  such  an  unhappy  event :  but  he 
would  not,  after  so  short  a  trial  of  the 
effects  of  the  Reform  Bill,  despair  of  the 
success  of  that  great  experiment.  H^ 
stUI  confidently  believed  that  the  resuk 
would  be  as  he  had  ventured  to  predict , 
and  that  they  would  eventually^  without 
the  adoption  of  the  dangerous  remedy 
proposed,  accomplish  the  object  whkh  ha 
trusted  they  alt  had  at  heart. 

Mr.  CharUs  BvUer  returned  hit  sineefa 
thanks  to  the  hon.  Gentlemen  oppeaite  for 
having  honoured  them  with  so  fuR  an  at« 
tendance  this  evening,  though  it  did  not 
appear  Ui«t  Hiair  dject  was  the  discuBsiott 
of  Iha  nenMfen,  inasmach  as  they  had 
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tbu8  had  saved  the  poor  Radicals  from 
being  exposed   to  opposite   fires.     The 
only  hon*  Gentleman  on  that  side  of  the 
House  who  had  spoken  on  the  question 
was  the  hon.  Member  for  Evesham,  and 
entertaining  the  respect  he  did  for  the 
hon.   Gentleman  opposite,  he  must  say, 
that  the  hon.  Member  took  a  lofty  and 
elevated  tone,  such  as  would  scarcely  be 
responded  to  by  the  great  majority  of 
those  by  whom  he  was  surrounded.    He 
bore  ample  evidence  to  the  working  of  the 
Reform  Act ;  he  bore  ample  evidence,  as 
well  he  might,  to  the  working  of  a  system 
of  bribery  and  intimidation  under  the  Re- 
form Act.      He  said,  he  had  seen  the 
honest  voter — the  independent  tenant  of 
a  tyrannous  landlord — come  forward  at 
the  sacrifice  of  his  individual  interest, 
that  he  might  give  a  conscientious  vote ; 
and  so  far  from  the  exhibition  having  that 
effect  on  him  which  such  a  sight  might 
have  on  a  weaker  mind,  compelling  him 
to  come  forward  and  complain  of  it  as  an 
evil,  bis  strong  conception  revelled  in  it, 
and  he  exulted  in  describing  it  as  a  sacri- 
fice which  ought  to  be  frequently  presented 
to  the  country.     The  opinion  generally 
entertained  was,  that  it  was  one  of  the 
advantages  derived  from  good  government 
— that  it  diminished  the  opportunities  for 
the  display  of  great  heroism.     In  former 
times  every  gentleman  and  lady  who  de- 
sired to  display  their  hardihood  might  do 
80  by  persisting  in  travelling  over  Houns- 
low  heath.    A  good  police  had  put  an 
end   to  the  danger  to   be  encountered 
there ;  and  he  did  not  much  deplore  the 
heroic  virtues  which  could  no  longer  dis- 
play themselves  in  that  species  of  hazard- 
ous undertaking.  In  his  humble  judgment, 
the  Government  of  this  country  had  acted 
wisely  in  providing  for  the  protection  of 
life  and  property.    Again  he  must  thank 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  for  favouring 
the  House  with  their  presence  to  vote 
against  him  and  his  Friends  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion,  because,  in  doing  so,  they 
had  furnished  another  argument  in  favour 
of  the  Ballot.     He  looked  on  them  as 
consistent  opponents   of  Parliamentary 
Reform ;   they  opposed  the  Bill  when  it 
was  originally  introduced;  they  had  op* 
poeed  it  since ;  and  their  efforts  were  now 
directed  to  making  the  new  system  as 
like  as  they  could  to  the  old.    They  wit- 
neaied  with  deep  regret  the  mutilation  of 
•chedules  A  and  B,  and  they  had  done 
l|?arything  ia  tbw  power««-they  bad  used 


their  honest  endeavours  with  the  greatest 
zeal,  and  with  no  inconsiderable  success, 
to  turn  the  counties,  and  cities,  and  towns 
into  as  rotten  places  as  the  most  rotten 
boroughs  that  ever  disgraced  the  country. 
It  was  to  the  authority  of  the  Reform  Bill 
that  they  looked  for  arguments  by  which 
they  might  oppose  the  Ballot;   and  he 
must  confess  it  appeared  to  him  that  they 
were  not  likely  to  be  quite  satisfied  with 
the  arguments  the  noble  Lord  had  used. 
The  noble  Lord  had  said,  that  if  he  found 
that  with  the  Reform  Bill  they  failed  in 
accomplishing  their  object — if  he  saw  that 
no  other  means  could  be  devised  to  pre« 
vent  intimidation,  then  the  supporters  of 
the  Ballot  should  have  his  support.   Now, 
when  he  looked  at  the  argument  of  the 
noble  Lord,  and  encouraged  also  by  hig 
vigorous  and  candid  mind,  he  could  not 
help  hoping  that  it  would  take  a  very 
short  time  indeed  to  bring  him  to  that 
view.    The  noble  Lord  disapproved  of  the 
Ballot  because  it  would  deprive  them  of 
the  benefit  of  scrutinies  before  Committees 
of  this  House ;  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  objected  to  it  because  he 
was  afraid  it  might  infringe  on  the  beauti- 
ful system  of  registration.     He  thought  it 
was  a  strong  argument  in  favour  of  the 
Ballot,  that  the  vote  being  secret  it  could 
not  be  questioned  after  it  had  been  given. 
He  would  have  votes  disputed  before  the 
revising  barristers   prior  to   their    being 
given,  but  never  after  it.     In  his  opinioa 
it  was  exceedingly  desirable  that  the  vote, 
if  it  were  to  be  disputed  at  all,  should  be 
disputed  before  the  individual  had  polled, 
and,  therefore,  before  he  had  declared 
himself  a  partisan.    But  then  it  was  said, 
that  the  doubt  as  to  how  the  man  would 
vote  would  leave  parties  in  great  uncer- 
tainty as  to  whether  they  should  incur 
the  expenses   incidental  to  an  election. 
He  was  of  opinion,  that  if  the  Ballot  did 
produce  that  degree  of  uncertainty,  and 
ne  believed  it  would,  the  result  would  be 
beneficial,  for  the  vote  would  then  be  dis- 
puted by  those  not  so  personally  interested 
m  the  result,  and  who  possessed  the  local 
knowledge  which  would  enable  them  to 
say  whether  he  was  really  entitled  to  a 
vote  or  not.    The  noble  Lord  said,  they 
could  not  look  for  absolute  protection  to 
the  votes  under  the  Ballot ;  if  this  were 
so,  at  all  events  he  would  like  to  see  the 
approximation  to  protection  nearer.    He 
dia  not  suppose  it  would,  in  every  single 
dtac;  prevent  bribery  and  iatimids^tioui  bui 
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he  thought  it  would  have  that  effect  in 
the  najority  of  the  cases  existing  at  pre* 
tent.  He  wished  to  state  the  case  fairly 
to  the  supporters  of  the  Reform  Bill.  He 
did  not  mean  to  depreciate  the  general 
effect  of  that  measure.  No  doubt  it  had 
given  great  power  to  the  people  of  Eng- 
land, whom  it  had  enabled  to  send  into 
this  House  more  supporters  than  they  ever 
had  in  it  before ;  but  he  must  also  do  the 
opponents  of  the  measure  the  justice  of 
admitting  that  they  were  right  when, 
during  the  discussions  on  the  Bill,  they 
contended  that,  in  extinguishing  the  nomi- 
nation boroughs,  they  would  increase  cor- 
ruption and  intimidation.  He  believed 
there  had  been  more  scandalous  corruption 
since  the  Reform  Bill  came  into  operation 
than  there  had  ever  been  before.  Then 
intimidation  was  almost  the  child  of  the 
Refprm  Act.  Before  that  schedule  A  dis- 
franchised so  many  boroughs  there  was 
little  occasion  for  intimidation,  inasmuch 
as  the  electors  were  the  mere  tools  of  the 
borough  proprietors.  Now,  not  only  many 
of  the  boroughs  but  the  counties  were  as 
close  as  possible ;  and  those  gentlemen 
who  had  been  deprived  of  the  power  of 
nomination  by  the  Reform  Bill,  had,  in  a 
great  measure,  succeeded  in  re-establish- 
ing the  system  by  intimidation  under  that 
Bill.  When  Ministers  said,  they  would 
destroy  certain  nomination  boroughs,  the 
people  little  thought  they  meant  to  say, 
that  tiiey  would  effect  a  mere  transfer 
from  one  party  to  another.  The  noble 
Lord,  seeming  to  think  the  Reform  Bill 
had  made  a  great  improvement  with  re- 
spect to  intimidation,  asked,  did  any  one 
now  openly  avow  that  he  exercised  an 
undue  influence  with  his  dependents? 
Men  were  not  proud  of  such  avowals; 
it  was  felt  pretty  generally  that  tenants 
ought  not  to  be  driven  by  their  landlords 
up  to  the  poll.  To  be  sure  there  were 
exceptions,  and  he  might  instance  that  of 
an  illustrious  individual,  whose  name  had 
cause  to  be  considered  a  family  motto ; 
he  alluded  to  him  who  inquired  ''  might 
he  not  do  as  he  liked  with  his  own  V* 
The  noble  Lord  musr  excuse  him  if  he 
did  not  follow  him  through  all  the  details 
to  which  he  had  referred  in  connexion 
with  the  French  revolution.  He  should 
have  thought  that  the  noble  Lord  would 
not  have  condescended  to  talk  of  the 
French  government  as  a  popular  govern- 
ment, with  the  view  to  show  the  ineffici- 
tpcy  of  the  Vote  by  Ballot,    When  he 


talked  of  the  horrors  of  1793,  he  might 
have  remembered  that  there  was  one  gnmd 
impediment  to  the  working  of  that  beauti- 
ful constitution,  which  was,  that  at  thei 
moment  it  was  adopted  it  was  suspended, 
and,  having  been  long  kept  in  suspense,- 
it  never  was  brought  into  operation.  Let 
not  the  noble  Lord,  then,  rely  too  much 
on  the  practical  working  of  a  constitution 
which  never  could  have  had  any  practical 
working  at  all.  The  noble  Lord  had  re- 
ferred to  the  influence  of  public  opinion. 
Public  opinion  was  assuredly  a  very  good 
thing,  but  its  operation  was  slow.  Public 
opinion  alone  had  not  prevented  the  per- 
petration of  gross  acts  of  tyranny.  Where 
it  had  been  successful  it  was  because  it 
had  the  aid  of  certain  subsidiary  helps. 
The  noble  Lord  said,  they  must  trust  to 
the  vivifying  spirit  to  keep  the  body  politic 
warm,  and  he  hoped  they  would  not,  in 
addition  to  the  aid  of  the  vivifying  spirit, 
have  recourse  to  a  great-coat.  He  still 
trusted  he  should  see  the  noble  Lord  with 
the  additional  comfort  of  the  Ballot.  He 
could  not  help  thinking  that  the  real 
grouiids  of  the  opposition  to  the  Ballot 
were  not  stated,  and  that  it  proceeded 
rather  from  a  fear  that  the  Ballot  would 
give  strength  to  the  democracy,  and  to 
certain  dangerous  opinions  which  would 
be  circulated  amongst,  and  influence,  that 
class  of  the  people  which  were  not  the 
best  informed.  There  was  an  apprehen- 
sion that  the  Ballot  would  destroy  the 
influence  of  property,  but  he  contended 
it  was  a  mistake  to  suppose  that  the  great 
mass  of  the  people  would  select  their 
leaders  from  any  but  the  really  intelligent, 
or  that  they  would  not  pay  that  respect  to 
rank  and  station  which  rank  and  station 
really  merited.  *'  The  real  ground  of  the 
opposition  made  to  the  question  by  mode- 
rate politicians  is  obviously,''  continued 
thehon.  Member,  ''the  fear  that  the  in- 
troduction of  the  Ballot  will  too  com- 
pletely destroy  the  influence  of  men  of 
property  and  intelligence,  and  give  an 
impulse  to  the  progress  of  certain  danger- 
ous doctrines  which  they  conceive  to  be 
circulating  amongst  the  less  instructed 
and  less  prudent  portion  of  the  electoral 
body.  I  can  add  little  on  this  point  to 
the  admirable  reasoning  by  which  my 
hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  London, 
and  other  supporters  of  the  Ballot, 
have  shown  that  it  is  neither  the  pur- 
pose nor  the  probable  effect  of  the  Ballot 
to  dimii\ish  in  aught  the  legitio^ate  in- 
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fltMOCe  t>(  pr^fieftys  but  t&at^  by  de-| 
•tiojringf  tiM  infliitfifoe  of  corrupUofi  and 
tntimidalioii,  yoo  wtii  leftte  unwarped  tba 
nacufil  tectdency  of  ottr  couatrvmeti  to 
follow  tho  guidance  of  those  urhoso  su- 
perior inteuigence  they  cheerfully  ne* 
koowledge,  and  whose  advantages  of 
fortune  and  station  they  are  apt  to  regard 
with  perhaps  too  much  veneration.  1 
wish  to  see  the  influence  of  an  enlightened 
and  patriotic  gentry  confirmed  rather  than 
weakened ;  I  wish  to  see  the  people  in- 
vested wiih  a  full  power  of  choosing  thefr 
leaden,  because  I  feel  little  doubt  that  it 
will  exercise  that  choice  in  favour  of  the 
best  of  those  whom  fortune  has  endowed 
with  leisure  and  independence.  That 
such  an  aristocracy  may  long  continue  to 
hold  power  on  a  democratic  tentu«  I  feel 
little  doubt*  The  Roman  patrician,  when 
deprived  of  his  peculiar  privilegesi  de^ 
seended  into  the  open  arena  of  political 
emulation,  and  struggled  on  equal  terms 
with  his  plebeian  competitor^  Nor  did 
that  noble  strife  fail  to  cftU  forth  his 
energies ;  and,  fVom  the  dtyi  of  the  Pabii 
down  to  those  of  the  CsBsars«  Rome  foond 
in  the  families  of  her  aneieaC  nobles  the 
worthiest  candldatea  for  ibe  offices  to 
which  all  might  aspire.  I  see  nothing 
that  is  to  prevent  the  gentry  of  England 
from  occupying  a  similar  pre^emiaence, 
and  wielding  a  similar  power— nothing 
save  the  mad  attempt  to  sttbstitute  the 
bmte  force  of  property  for  the  mild  in- 
fluence of  station  and  character— 'nothing 
but  the  continuance  of  a  system  which 
brings  every  man  uf  wealth  and  rank  into 
uncea^in^  colfision  with  the  independence 
and  consciences  of  his  countrymen.  Of 
alt  the  effects  which  the  Ballot  is  likely  to 
have  when  once  fairly  establishedi  I  have 
altvays  attached  peculiar  importance  to 
that  which  it  would  exercise  in  preventing 
excitement  and  giving  influence  to  electors 
and  candidates  of  moderate  opinions. 
Now  the  preserit  svstem  seems  as  if  it  were 
expressly  contrived  to  make  constant excite<« 
meota  necessity,  and  destroy  the  influence 
of  moderate  men.  The  wealthy  canidate  is 
supported  not  only  by  the  influence  of  his 
own  money,  but  by  all  that  which  his 
wealthy  supporters  ran  bring  to  bear  upon 
their  dependent  tenanu  or  customers,  and 
that  Interest  which  a  portion  of  his  par<« 
lisans  feel  in  the  maintenance  of  pro- 
fitable abiijtes.  In  order  to  counteract 
these  great  advantages  the  candidate  of 
opfukma  the  aoet  direetly  ibe  reverse 


apiMials  to  the  passions  of  the  maas/  afl4 
exeites  them  by  the  promised  advaoCagitf 
at  great  political  changes,  faumotirs  tMr 
prejudices,  and  frequently  by  the  force  of 
that  enthusiasm  which  marks  the  holders 
of  extreme  opinions,  by  the  moral  in^ 
fluence  of  the  opinions  of  the  mass,  or  bf 
the  direct  intimidation  of  a  mob,  CrhtimplHi 
over  the  vast  power  against  whieh  he  has 
to  contend.  Very  often  at  ^e  same  liaWf 
I  think  I  may  say  most  generally,  there 
exists  a  moderate  party  which  is  averse  to 
both  excesses  t  and  the  opinione  of  which, 
if  freely  expressed,  would  seeore  the 
triumph  of  the  moderate  candidate.  But 
moderate  men,  whose  judgment  is  peca« 
liarly  valuable  on  account  of  its  calmMsa^ 
are  precisely  those  who  always  feel  the 
least  enthusiasm.  Though  they  would 
vote  wisely  if  they  could  rote  safdy,  they 
are  just  the  men  whose  oonvioiions  are 
not  so  decided  astoinduce  them  iosacriiicd 
themselves  and  their  lamiliee  to  thetr 
opinions*  These  are  just  Ihe  noMm  who 
tinder  the  present  system  have  no  io- 
fltteocow  Thqr  are  always  eoerced  by  the 
one  party  or  the  other.  A  eaadidate  ftade 
it  useless  to  rely  upon  tbeir  support!  and 
he  has  always  to  earn,  by  the  eapMsioii 
of  extreme  opifitone,  the  support  of  oae  of 
the  extreme  parties.  I  believe  the 
greater  part  of  the  coerced  voters  are 
among  the  most  moderate ;  and  it  seeme 
to  me  that  it  is  a  great  ob}ection  to  any 
system  that  it  renders  the  exerdse  of  an 
honest  choice  dependent  on  the  voter's 
excitement,  and  gives  every  motive  to  the 
candidate  to  stimulate  Ihe  passions  of  the 
constituency.  In  this,  Sir,  I  have  only 
been  expressing  in  general  terms,  the 
results  of  the  experience  of  the  working  of 
the  Reform  Act.  It  is  worked  entirely  at 
the  expense  of  moderate  men — that  is,  at 
tlie  expense,  above  all  others,  of  the 
Whig  party.  The  Tory  has  succeeded  by 
dint  of  aristocratic  influence  t  the  Radieals 
in  many  instancea  have  triumphed  by  diat 
of  the  enthusiasm  which  the  mass  of  the 
voters  have  felt  in  behalf  of  the  candidate 
for  whom  they  have  been  ready  to  go  alt 
lengths,  because  he  seemed  ready  to  go 
all  lengths  with  them.  But  the  Whig  has 
been  excluded  by  both.  The  Tories 
were  the  great  gainers  by  the  last  general 
election.  The  numbers  of  the  whole 
Liberal  party  in  this  House  were  greatly 
diminished,  yet  the  number  of  the  Radicals 
is  augmented.  The  Whigs  have  lost  not 
only  all  that  the  Tofiea  but  all  that  the 
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Radicili  tete  gttioed;   and  every  nan 
eontetmnt  with  tbeae  aflPftfrt  with  whom  I 
hate  apokeii,  whatever  may  be  fab  opiniaa 
aa  to  tha  relative  tiiiniber»  of  the  two 
giMt  dttiskHis  of  this  Houie^  seems  to 
tki&k  that  the  YfMg  party  will  af^ain  be 
kwere.    I  do  not  mean  to  Insttlt  his  Ma* 
jMf»  Mfiifsters  by  directm^  this  argu- 
0i«Dt  to  their  pertooal  intereita ;  I  do  not 
recommend  the  baibt  to  them  a*  an  tn- 
ftniment  to  serve  their  personal  ambition, 
aod  prevent  the  diminntion  of  those  sup* 
porters  who  more  eonstantly  adhere  to 
them/    Bot  if  they  are  honest  men,  they 
mttst  look  on  the  prevalence   of  these 
opmtons  as  a   matter  of  great  national 
eooeern.    They  may  honestly  reg;ard  it  as 
a  great  defect  m  our  present  system  that 
k  threatens  the  destruction  of  the  party  to 
which  they,  from  eoovrction,  are  attached. 
And  I  may  with  perfect  propriety  call  on 
them  to  lend  a  fatourable  ear  to  a  pro* 
posa)  whiefa  appears  to  me  to  offer  the 
only    guarantee  for   the   prevaknee   of 
moderate  opinions  In  the  conncils  of  the 
empire.    Far  myself,  Sir,  I  will  own  that 
mtieh  as  these  eoostdersttons  weigh  with 
me,  tJiis  ie,  after  all,  with  me  very  much  a 
matter  of  feeling.    I  cannot  look  without 
atnmg  feeKuga  of  indignation  at  that  die* 
gusting   system   of  electoral   corruption 
which  is  the  shame  of  our  country.    I 
cannot  listen  to  the  tales  of  cruel  op« 
presskm  which  mark  the  course  of  any 
contested   election  without  feeling  that 
humanity  imperiously  calls  upon  us  to  put 
an  end  to  this  barbarous  and  degrading 
system.     Even  to  my  own  constituents, 
though    they,     perhaps,    have    suffered 
among  the  least,  from  these  foul  influences, 
I  feel  that  my  zealous  support  of  this 
motiod  is  doe.    I  know  enough  of  the 
cost  at  which  they  have  assert^  their  in- 
dependence to  make  me  feel   that  the 
protection  of  their  fmnchise  is  a  requital 
which  they  have  a  right  to  claim   from 
their  Representatives.    If,  after  exciting 
&iem  to  resist  the    powerful   influences 
which  opposed  me,  and  seeing  the  misery 
which    that  resistance    has   entailed  on 
many  of  them,  I  were  to  fail  them  on  this 
duestion,  I  should  feel  as  dishonoured  as 
tne    demagogue    of  yore,    who    proved 
recreant  to  his  comrades  in  the  flght  to 
which  his  counsels  had  inipelled  them. 

The  Ckaneellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  a 
few  observatmns  to  address  to  the  House 
on  the  motion  then  before  them.  Before  he 
oiEKed  those  observations  to  their  notice 


he  would  take  the  liberty  of  differing  al- 
together from  the  statement  that  had  been 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just 
sat  down.  He  had  heard  that  statement 
with  regret,  because  he  knew  (he  use  that 
would  be  made  of  such  an  admission, 
coming,  as  it  did,  from  the  advocate  of 
liberal  opinions — from  (as  his  hon.  Friend 
had  been)  a  sincere  supporter  of  the  Re- 
form Bill,  not  only  as  to  the  spirit  with 
which  the  measure  had  been  carried,  but 
in  all  its  remote  consequences.  His  hon. 
Friend  had  stated  that  corruption  had 
been  more  extended  since  the  passing  of 
the  Reform  Bill,  and  that  intimidation 
was  the  child  and  the  offspring  of  the 
Reform  Bill.  Now  he  took  the  liberty  of 
respectfully  differing  from  his  hon.  Friend 
in  such  an  opinion.  Were  there,  he  would 
ask,  no  cases  of  corruption  before  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Reform  Bill  ?  Had  they  not 
heard  of  Aylesbury  and  Shoreham  ?  Had 
they  not  known  the  most  gross  corruption 
practised  at  elections — acknowledge  to 
nave  been  so  practised  even  by  an  unre- 
formed  Pariiament  ?  Did  not  these  things 
exist;  and  after  all  this,  was  his  hon. 
Friend  to  rise  up  and  say-^he  who  was  a 
friend  to  Reform-^he  who  was  a  con- 
sistent Reformer^  was  he  to  say^  that 
corruption  had  been  mors  extensive  under 
the  Reform  Bill  than  it  had  been  before 
that  measure  passed.  He  appealed  to 
hon.  Gentlemen — to  those  who  were  sup- 
porters of  the  motion  then  before  tne 
House,  on  the  ground  that  it  had  a  ten* 
dency  to  extinguish  corruption-— he  asked 
them  if  they  believed  that  corruption  was 
the  oflspring  of  the  Reform  Bill.  His 
hon.  Fnend  had  said  that  there  was  not 
much  corruption  in  schedule  A.  To  be 
sure  there  was  not ;  but  his  hon.  Friend's 
saying  so  was  as  great  a  perversion  of  an 
argument  as  that  of  the  old  philosopher 
who  said  (here  was  not  adultery  in  a  par- 
ticular country  because  the  women  were 
in  common.  There  was  no  corruption. 
But  was  not  the  existence  of  the  thing 
corruption  in  itself?  He  did  not  at  afl 
mean  to  contest  the  fact  that  corruption 
and  intimidation  prevailed ;  but  what  he 
contended  against  was  the  ai^ument  that 
would  be  used  in  opposition  to  the  pro- 
gress of  liberal  opinions,  and  which  sought 
to  connect  corruption  or  intimidation  with 
the  Reform  Bill.  He  had  another  word 
to  say  to  the  arguments  used  by  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend.  He  denied  that  his 
hon.  Friend  heard  correctly  or  represented 
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jysily  the  argamenta  used  by  Us  noble 
Friend  y  the  Secretary  at  War»  who  sat 
beside  him.  His  noble  Friend  did  not 
say  that  French  revolutionary  principles 
would  arise  from  the  Ballot.  His  noble 
Friend  had  said  no  such  thing.  His 
argument  was  this  :  he  said  that  the 
effect  of  the  old  government  in  France 
was  to  depress  public  opinion ;  that  it 
was  calculated  to  diminish  the  activity  of 
the  public  mind ;  and  his  noble  Friend's 
argument  was^  that  the  Ballot  would  pro- 
duce the  same  consequences ;  and  it  was 
in  that  sense>  and  that  sense  only,  he  re- 
ferred to  French  revolutionary  principles. 
He  came  to  the  discussion  of  this  measure 
with  regret,  because  it  was  always  with 
regret  that  he  differed  from  Gentlemen 
who,  in  the  main,  agreed  with  him  in  poli- 
tical opinions.  He  discussed,  he  admitted, 
this  question  with  the  more  difficulty  after 
the  clear  and  able  manner  in  which  the 
subject  had  been  introduced  to  the  notice 
of  the  House  by  his  hon.  Friend.  But 
he  discussed  the  question  now  upon  the 
principle  that  he  hall  always  discussed  it. 
He  did  not  think  that  the  Ballot  would  be 
effectual  for  the  object  proposed,  and,  even 
if  they  were  enabled  to  preserve  entire 
secrecy,  it  would  introduce  other  evils 
which  would  more  than  compensate  for 
the  advantages  to  be  derived  from  it.  He 
did  admit  t^at  the  question  deserved  the 
serious  consideration  of  the  House.  He 
admitted  this,  then,  as  he  had  admitted  it 
on  a  former  occasion.  He  had  to  state 
with  respect  to  his  own  constituents,  to 
whom  he  had  the  opportunity  of  stating 
his  views  on  this  matter,  that  he  did  not 
find  more  than  from  ten  to  twenty  persons 
favourable  to  the  Ballot.  There  had  been 
presented  from  that  constituency  a  petition 
signed  by  three  hundred  as  intelligent  and 
independent  men  as  ever  addressed  that 
House ;  and  they  now  sent  forward  a  peti- 
tion in  favour  of  the  Ballot.  Such  had  been 
the  progress  of  the  measure :  those  who 
had  been  adverse  to  it  were  now  found  to 
petition  in  favour  of  it.  Why  was  this  ? 
They  had  become  converts  in  the  interval 
of  time  he  had  referred  to  on  account  of 
the  progress  of  a  system  of  bribery ;  on 
account  of  the  progress  of  a  system  of  in- 
timidation. They  became  converts  from 
the  necessity  they  felt  for  some  protection 
for  their  votes ;  and  it  was  on  these 
grounds,  and  these  grounds  only,  he  took 
upon  himself  to  assert  that  a  petition  from 
^nem  had  been  presented  to  the  House. 


It  was,  he  repeated,  the  only  reaaoir  for  thtf 
alteration  in  the  opinions  of  these  men* 
His  objection  to  the  Ballot  was  not  be* 
cause  he  did  not  think  with  Gentlemen 
who  supported  the  motion  and  advocated 
the  Ballot,  that  they  were  under  an  im- 
perative duty  of  checking  in  all  quarters 
corruption  and  intimidation,  but  because 
he  doubted  (and  in  this  he  differed  from' 
them)  that  the  Ballot  was  the  remedy 
either  fit  or  applicable  for  the  evils  of  which 
they  complained.  He  did  not  wish  his  opi- 
nions to  be  misconceived  as  to  his  differing 
from  hon.  Gentlemen  upon  this  subject ; 
it  was  because  he  doubted  that  the  Bal- 
lot was  the  proper  remedy  to  be  found 
for  corruption  and  intimidation.  His  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Grote)  had  presented  a  peti- 
tion that  night  from  Cambridge ;  he  was 
too  well  acquainted  with  the  Cambridge 
case,  and  he  could  be  a  witness  to  this 
fact,  that  no  person  in  that  House  had  a 
stronger  interest  in  putting  down  intimi- 
dation than  he  (the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer)  had.  Therefore,  let  Gentle- 
men from  whom  he  differed,  remember 
that  he  had,  in  his  opposition  to  them, 
no  sinister  object  in  view.'  He  agreed 
with  them  in  their  object;  he  differed 
from  them  with  respect  to  the  means. 
He  did  not  believe  that  it  was  in  the  power 
of  any  Act  of  Parliament  to  reach  the 
evil ;  he  did  not  believe  they  could  arrive 
at  moral  results  by  mechanical  means.  He 
believed  the  only  way  to  succeed  was 
to  let  in  public  opinion  upon  the  acts  and 
conduct  of  those  who  sought  to  intimidate 
others;  and  also  by  that  House  acting 
when  the  facts  were  brought  before  them. 
He  did  not  defend  the  system  of  open 
voting,  because  he  claimed  for  property  a 
direct  control,  but  he  claimed  for  landloras, 
for  those  attentive  and  kind-hearted  indi- 
viduals who  were  brought  in  immediate 
contact  with  subordinate  classes — he 
claimed  for  them  the  opportunity  of  giving 
their  advice  and  counsel.  But  when  they 
went  a  point  beyond  that,  then  there  arose 
an  influence  that  was  illegal,  and  that 
ought  to  be  controlled.  Now,  suppose 
they  had  the  Ballot,  he  would  try  to  come 
by  this  test  as  to  the  influence  of  landlords. 
He  had  referred  to  cases  such  as  had  oc- 
curred— ^he  did  not  mean  to  say  they  were 
true — ^but  he  would  take  the  case  of  land- 
lords in  Ireland.  Let  him,  then,  suppose 
that  they  had  the  Ballot,  and  that  they 
had  complete  secrecy.  Let  them  observe 
then,  what  would  be  the  result.    Wottl4 
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not  the  landlord  at  once  make  such  a 
selection  of  men  as  should  be  of  such  de- 
clared and  avowed  party  opinions,  that  he 
was  quite  sure  that  those  men,  as  his 
tenants,  would  vote  with  him  under  any 
circumstances?  He  respected  the  opinions 
of  Gentlemen  who  differed  from  him ;  he 
was  sure  that  similar  respect  would  be  paid 
to  his  opinions.  He  was  then  trying  the 
case  in  reference  to  Ireland*  Supposing 
then  that  he  was  a  partisan,  a  high  Orange- 
man, who  wished  to  maintain  his  influence 
under  the  Ballot,  what  would  he  do  when 
the  system  of  open  voting  was  put  an  end 
to? — Why,  hfi^ye  on  the  land  in  his 
possession  none  but  an  Orange  tenantry, 
men  of  declared  political  opinions,  ready 
to  vote  with  him.  Would  he  not,  in 
doing  this,  be  not  only  creating  a  party 
constituency,  but  also  introducing  party 
into  the  management  of  his  estates,  and 
thus  carrying  on  a  war  against  the  general 
population  of  the  country  ?  He  was  per- 
fectly satisfied  that  this  would  be  the  case 
in  Ireland.  Fortunately  for  £ngland, 
there  were  not  the  violent  opinions  found 
to  prevail,  which  existed  in  that  country. 
The  Ballot  would  undoubtedly  effect  this, 
that  no  man  would  be  punished  by  reason 
of  his  vote :  but  then,  supposing  he  was 
a  landlord,  or  a  master  manufacturer, 
and  that  he  distrusted  A,  B,  C,  that  he 
knew  them  to  be.  violent  Tories  or  Con- 
servatives, or  call  them  what  they  would, 
he  might  say  that  he  would  request  of 
them  to  abstain  from  voting.  Now,  over 
such  an  influence  as  that,  the  Ballot  had 
no  power.  They  had,  then,  the  power  of 
corruption  and  intimidation  to  induce  men 
to  abstain  from  voting :  that  influence 
would  still  exist,  and  the  Ballot  could  not 
affect  it.  He  knew  that  much  existed  in 
the  way  of  intimidation  and  of  corruption, 
and  this  arose  particularly  from  a  want  of 
a  proper  legislative  enactment,  and  he 
only  hesitated  then  from  stating  what  he 
thought  would  meet  the  evil,  because  he 
was  determined  upon  meeting  the  question 
fairly.  He  was  bound  to  say,  that  when  cor- 
ruption was  proved,  both  that  and  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  had  shown  too 
much  tenderness  to  such  cases.  They  had 
hesitated  to  disfranchise  boroughs  when 
the  corruption  was  notorious.  Let  them 
look  to  the  case  of  the  Bribery  Bill  of  last 
year.  The  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  was 
the  father  of  that  Bill,  and  a  most  un- 
natural father  he  had  proved  to  be,  for  in 
the  last  fortnight  of  the  Session,  when  the 
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Bill  was  attacked,  he  left  them  on  that 
side  of  the  House  to  defend  it.  If 
they  took  up  the  subject  in  the  way  of 
improved  and  penal  legislation,  in  a 
stronger  and  more  determined  manner  than 
they  had  yet  done,  he  believed  that  much 
of  the  corruption  that  now  existed  might 
be  put  an  end  to.  It  was  on  these  grounds, 
and  doubting  that  the  results  wouM  follow 
from  the  means  proposed  to  be  employed, 
that  he  should  firmly  and  steadily  adhere 
to  the  opinions  he  had  expressed  on  a 
former  occasion. 

Mr.  Orote,  in  reply,  said,  it  was  not  his 
intention  to  abuse  the  patience  of  the 
House,  having  already  drawn  so  lai^ely 
upon  it  He  must,  however,  confess,  when 
he  followed  the  whole  course  of  the  debate, 
that  he  saw  very  much  to  congratulate  the 
friends  of  the  Ballot  upon.  He  saw  very 
little  to  regret,  or  very  much  to  rejoice  at. 
From  the  determined  silence  of  the  Gen« 
tlemen  opposite,  this  question. would  go 
forth  to  tne  world,  deprived  of  having  that 
which  was  so  valuable  to  it-r- their  oppo« 
sition.  It  was  a  subject  of  great  rejoicing 
to  him,  when  he  recollected  the  alterea 
tone  of  his  Majesty's  Ministers.  It  was  a 
subject  of  great  rejoicing  to  him  when  he 
took  notice  of  the  altered  manner  of  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Northumber- 
land, and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
with  a  view  to  this  subject.  He  did  not 
mean  to  say  they  had  changed  their 
opinion,  but  their  opposition  to  this  im- 
portant measure  was  on  the  ground  of 
time,  and  not  on  the  ground  of  principle. 
Their  conclusions  were  the  same,  but  tneir 
premises  totally  different.  He  was  au» 
thorised  in  asserting  from  the  speech  he 
had  made  in  the  early  part  of  the  evening, 
that  the  main  points  of  his  argument  re* 
mained  untouched.  No  one  who  had 
addressed  the  House  had  ventured  to 
deny  that  intimidation  existed,  not  even 
the  hon.  Member  for  Evesham,;  the  repre- 
sentative of  the  evening  of  the  mighty 
party — the  Tories.  He  had  not  even 
ventured  to  deny  that  intimidation  existed, 
and  had  done  so  to  a  frightful  extent  under 
his  own  eyes.  Where  was  the  effective 
remedy  for  this  ?  Why,  in  the  Ballot, 
and  that  alone.  He  knew  of  no  alternative 
that  had  been  suggested,  except  the  one 
put  forth  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Shaftes<« 
bury,  which  was  most  completely  demo- 
lished by  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  at 
War,  who  showed  that  anythmg  in  the 
nature  of  a  penal  Act,  could  not  be  carv^ 
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Tied  into  6xeeiitioo.  Wh«ii  these  two 
pointt  refflttined  undisturbed^  first  the 
extent  of  the  e?il,  and  then  the  tropossi- 
bility  of  finding  ant  other  remedy,  the 
main  strength  of  his  argument  remained 
vntouehed.  He  knew  that  his  Majesty's 
Ministers  indnlged  hopes  respecting  an 
alteration  in  the  feelings  that  were  abroad 
on  the  subject  of  intimidation,  they  seemed 
to  expect  that  the  fire  would  go  out  of 
itself;  they  seemed  to  think  that  intimida- 
tion, by  some  miracle,  was  so  to  be  worked 
upon,  that  though  you  left  it  uncontrolled 
power,  it  would  abandon  it.  Intimidation 
was  increasing  from  year  to  year,  and  were 
they  not,  he  would  ask,  to  have  the  Ballot, 
when  It  was  shown  clearly  by  that,  and 
that  alone,  inttmidatron  would  be  put  an 
end  to.  He  trusted  that  the  time  was  not 
far  distant  when  his  Majesty's  Ministers 
would  become  conyerts  to  the  measure, 
and  then  they  would  stand  in  the  situation 
which,  of  all  others,  he  should  wish  to  see 
them,  making  the  whole  of  that  side  of 
the  Hottse  on  whkh  he  Ml,  tn  favour  of 
the  Balloti  opposed  only  by  the  formidable 
opposition  of  the  right  bon*  Baronet,  and 
bis  Colleagues. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  before 
the  House  divided,  wished  to  say  a  few 
words  in  explanation.  The  hon.  Member, 
In  his  reply,  had  said  that  he  was  happy 
to  observe  the  altered  tone  of  his  Majesty's 
Ministry  on  the  subject.  If  that  observa- 
tion was  intended  to  apply  to  him,  he 
begged  to  say,  that  his  arguments  against 
the  present  motion  were  founded  on  pre- 
cisely the  same  grounds  as  his  opposition 
of  last  year. 

Viscount  H&wlck  said,  that  the  last 
time  he  had  addressed  the  House  upon 
the  subject,  in  1835,  his  arguments  were 
precisely  the  same,  together  with  ihe 
grounds  of  his  opposition,  as  they  were  at 
present.  His  objections  were  founded 
then,  as  now,  upon  principle,  and  not 
upon  time. 

The  House  divided  :--Ayes  153 ;  Noes 
265:  Majority  112. 

Liit  of  ihe  Ayes. 


Aglionby,  H.  A. 
Ain8Worih,P. 
Bagsbaw^John 
fiaiobridge,  £.  T. 
Baiues,  £dward 
Baldwin,  Dr. 
Ban,  N. 
Barnard,  £«  O. 
Barry,  G.  S. 


Beauclerk,  Major 
Bentinck,  Lord  W. 
Bernal,  R. 
BeweSyT. 
Biddulph,  Robert 
Bisb,  1  homas 
Blake,  M.  J. 
Blunt,  Sir  C.  R. 
Bodkio,J. 


Bovves,  John 
Brabazon,  Sir  W. 
Brady,  D.  C. 
Bridgmao,  U. 
Brocklehiirst,  J. 
Brodie,  W.  B. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Browne,  R.  D. 
Buckingham,  J.  S. 
Bulwer,  11.  L. 
Bulwer,  £.  L. 
BurdOD,  W. 
Butler,  hon.  P. 
CallaghaD,  D. 
Chalmers,  P. 
Chichester,  J.  P.  B. 
Clay,  W. 

Codrington,  Sir  E. 
Collier,  J. 

Conynghani,  Lord  A. 
Cookes,  T.  H« 
Crawford,^.  S. 
Crawiey,  8. 
D'Eyncourt,rt.h.C.T. 
Dirctt,  E. 
Duocombe,  T* 
Dundas,  hon.  J.  C. 
Dundas,  J.O. 
Elpbinetona^  H. 
Etwall,  R. 
Evans,  George 
Ewart,  W. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R. 
Ferguson,  Robert 
Fielden,  J. 
Finn,  W.  F. 
Fitzroy,  Lord  C. 
Fitzsimoo,  C. 
Fort,  J. 

Gaskell,  Daniel 
Gisborne,T. 
Guest,  J.J. 
Gully,  John 
Hall,  Benjamin 
Hardy,  J. 
Uarvey»  D.  W. 
Haves,  B, 
Hawkins,  J.  H. 
Hector,  C.  J. 
Hindley.  C. 
Hodges,  T.  L. 
Holland,  E. 
Hurae,  J. 
Huinphery,Johu 
Hutt,  Wm. 
James,  William 
Jephson,  C.  D.  O. 
King,  Edward  B. 
Lambton,  Hed worth 
Laagton,  Wm.  Gore 
Leader,  J.  T. 
Lister,  £.  C. 
Lushington,  Dr. 
Lushington,  Charles 
Lynch,  A.  II. 
Macnamara,  Major 
MaheryJohu 


Mangles,  J. 
Marjoribanks,  9. 
Marshall,  Wm. 
Marttaod,  H« 
Moleswonb,  Sir  W. 
Morrison,  J. 
MuUins,  F.  W. 
Musgrave,  Sir  Robert, 

Bart. 
Narfe,  Sir  R. 
O'Connell,  D. 
0*CoDnell,  J. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
O'Connell,  Morgan 
Ord,  W.  H. 
Oswald,  James 
Palmer,  General 
Parrott,  Jasper 
Pattison,  J. 
Pease,  J. 
Peodarves,  £.  W. 
Philips,  Mark 
PhilUpps,  Charles  M. 
Ponsonby,  J. 
Potter,  R. 
Power,  James 
Pryme,  George 
Ramsboitom,  John 
Rippoo^  CoUibOTt 
Rodie,  William 
Roebuck,  J.  A. 
Ruodle,  J. 
Russell,  Lord 
Russell,  Lord  Charles 
Ruthren,  E. 
Sanford,  £.  A. 
8cholefield,  Joshua 
Seale,  Colonel 
Simeon,  Sir  R. 
Sinclair,  Sir  George 
Smith,  B. 
Strickland,  Sir  G. 
Strutt,  Edward 
Smart,  Lord  J. 
Stuart,  V. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Thompson,  Colonel 
Thomiey,  Thomas 
Tooke,  W. 
Trelawney,  Sir  W.  L« 
Tulk,  C.  A. 
Turner,  W. 
Tynte,  C.  J.  K. 
Vigors,  N.  A. 
Villiers,  C.  P. 
Wakley,  T. 
Wallace,  R. 
Warburton,  H. 
Ward,  Hen.  George 
Wason,  R. 
Wemyss,  Captain 
Whalley,  Sir  S. 
Wigney,  Isaac  N. 
Wilde,  Sergeant 
Wilks,  John 
Williams,  W 
WiUiams,  W.  A. 


« 
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Woody  AMwoilkA 

Yiyse,  T. 


TEtLBBS. 

Giot«|  Georf^e 
BuUer,  C. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Adam,  Admiral 
Alsager,  Captain 
Alston^  Rowland 
Arbtithnot,hoD.  H. 
Archdally  M. 
Aihley,  Vise. 
Aatltf  y  Sir  J. 
Aitwood,  M. 
Bagoty  hon.  W. 
Baillie,  H.  D. 
Balfour,  T» 
Barclay,  David 
Barclay,  C. 
Baring,  Francis  T» 
Baringi  H.  Bingham 
Baring,  W.  B. 
Barioe,  T/ 
Barneby,  John 
Beaumont,  Thos.  W. 
Beckett,  Sir  J. 
Belfast,  Earl  of 
Bell,  M. 
Beoett,  J. 
Bentinck,  Jjord  O. 
Beresfordy  Sir  J.  P. 
Berkeley,  hon.  F. 
Blackburne,  J. 
Blackstone.  W.  S, 
Boiling,  Wm. 
Bonham,  R*  Francis 
Borthwick,  Peter 
Bowles,  G.  R. 
Bradshawi  J. 
Bramston,  T.  W. 
Brownrjgg,  S. 
Bruce,  Cf.  L.  C. 
Bruen,  Colonel 
Bruen,  F. 
Bailer,  £. 

Buller,SirJ.B.Yarde 
Burrell,  Sir  C.  M.,  Bt. 
Byog,  George 
Byng,  G.  S. 
Campbell,  Sir  H. 
Canning,  hon.  C. 
Canning,  Sir  S. 
Cavendish,  bon.  C.  C. 
Cavendish,  bon,  G.  U. 
Cayley,  £.  S. 
Chandos,  Marq.  of 
Chaplin,  Col. 
Chapman,  Aaron 
Chisholm,  A. 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 
Clive,  hon.  R.  H. 
Colborne,  N.  W.  R. 
Compton,  11.  C. 
Conolly,  K.  M. 
Corry,  hon.  H.  T.  L. 
Crawford,  W. 
Crewe,  Sir  C.,  Bl. 
Dalbiac,  Sir  C. 


Dalmeny,  Lord 
Damer,  D. 
Darlington,  Earl  of 
Denison,  John 
Dick,  Quintin 
Dillwyn,  L.  W. 
Dottin,  Abel  Rous 
Dugdale,  W.  S. 
Dunbar,  George 
Duncombe,  W. 
Dundas,  hon.  T. 
Dunlop,  J. 
East,  J.  B. 
Eastnor,  Viscount 
Eaton,  R,  J. 
£gerton«  Lord  Fran* 
Elley,  Sir  J. 
Estoourt,  Thos.  G.  B. 
Estcourtf  Thos. 
Fancourt,  Major 
Farrand,  R. 
Fasckeriey.J.N. 
Feetor,  John  Minet 
Feilden,  W. 
Fergusoui  G. 
Finch,  George 
Fleming,  John 
Foley,  Edw.  Thos. 
Polkes,  Sir  W. 
Follelt,  Sir  W. 
Forester,  hon.  G. 
Forater,  C.  S. 
Fremantle,SirT.W. 
Gaskell,  James  Milnes 
Geary,  Sir  W.  R.  P. 
Gladstone,  T. 
Gladstone,  Wm.  E. 
Gordon,  hon.  W. 
Goring,  H.  D. 
Goulbum,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Graham,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Greene,  Thomas 
Grimston,  Viscount 
Grimston,  hon.  E.  IL 
Hale,  R.  B. 
Halford.  H. 
Halse,  James 
Hamilton,  Geo.  Alex. 
Hamilton,  Lord 
Harcourt,  G.  G. 
Ilarcourt,  G.  S. 
Ilardinge,Sir  11. 
liarland,  W.  C. 
Hawkes,  T. 
Hayes,  Sir  E.  S.,  Bt. 
Heathcoie,  Gilb. 
Henniker,  Ix>rd 
Hillsborough,  Karl  of 
liinde,  J.  11. 
Ilobhouse,  Sir  J.  C 
Hoskins,  K. 
llotham,  Lord 


Houldsworth,  T. 
Houstoun,  G. 
Howard,  R. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Howick,  Viscount 
Hoy,  J.  B. 
Hughes,  Hughes 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  H^  Bt. 
Irton,  Samuel 
JacksoQy  Straeant 
Jermyn,  Eafi 
Johnstone,  Sir  J* 
Johnstone,  J.  J.  IL 
Jones,  Wilson 
JoneS)  Theobald 
Kerrison,  Sir  Edw. 
Kirk,  P. 
Knight,  H.  O. 
Labouchere,  H. 
Law,  faoni  C.  £. 
Lawson,  Andrew 
Lefroy^  A. 
Lefroy,  rt.  hon.  T* 
Lemon,  Sir  C. 
Lennoi«  Lord  G. 
Leveson,  Lord 
LewiB>  David 
Lewis,  Wyndham 
Lincoln^  Earl  of 
Loch,  J. 
liong,  W. 
Longfield,  R. 
Lowther,  Vise. 
Lowther,  J.  H. 
Lucas,  Edward 
Mackentie,  S. 
Maokinnon,  W*  A* 
M'Leod,  R. 
MTaggart,  J. 
Mahon,  Viscount 
Marsland,  T. 
Martin,  J. 
Maule,  hon.  F. 
Mauasell,  T.  P. 
Maxwell,  H. 
Meynell,  Capt. 
MileSf  William 
Miller,  Wm.  Henry 
Milton,  Viscount 
Mordaunt,  Sir  J.,  Bt* 
Moreton,  A. 
Morpeth,  Viscount 
Neeld,  John 
Nicholl,  Dr. 
Norreys,  Lord 
North,  F. 
Ossulston,  Lord 
Palmer,  Robert 
Palmer,  George 
Palmerston,  Vise. 
Parker,  M. 
Patten,  J.  Wilson 
Pechell,  Captain  R. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Pelham,  John  C. 
Pemberton,  llioroas 
Pii^ot,  Robert 
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Plamptre,  J.  P. 
Polhill,  Frederick 
Pollock,  Sir  Fred. 
Powell,  Colonel 
Price,  S.  G. 
Pricoi  Sir  Robert,  Bt. 
Price.  Richard 
Pusey,  P. 
Rae,  Sir  Wm.,  Bt. 
Reid,  Sir  J.  R. 
Rice,  rt  hon.  T.  S. 
Richards,  J. 
Richards,  R» 
Rickford,  W. 
Robinson,  G.  R. 
Rolfe,  Sir  R.  M. 
Ross,  Charles 
Rushbrooke,  Col. 
Russell,  C. 
Sanderson,  R. 
Sandoa,  Viscount 
Scott,  Sir  E.  D* 
Scourfield,  W.  !L 
Seymour,  Lord 
Shaw,  F. 
Sheppard,  T. 
Shirley,  £.  J. 
Sibthorpi  Col* 
Smiih|  J.  A. 
Smith,  A. 
Smith,  hon.  R, 
Smyth,  Sir  H.,  Bt. 
Somerset,  Lord  O. 
Spry,  Sir  8. 
Stanley,  Edwatd 
Sunley,  Lortl 
Stanley,  W.  (X 
Stormont,  Vise 
Strangways,  hon.  J. 
Stuart,  Lord  D. 
Sturt,  Henry  Chas. 
Surrey,  Earl  of 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Tennent,  J.  £. 
Thomas,  Colonel 
Townley,  R.  G. 
Trevor,  hon.  A. 
Trevor,  hon.  O, 
Twifts,  H. 
Vere,  Sir  C.  B.,  Bt. 
Vernon,  Granv*  R. 
Vesey,  hon.  T. 
Vivian,  Johti  EnOls 
Vyvyan,  Sir  R. 
Wall,  C.  B. 
Walpole,  Lord 
Walter,  John 
Welby,  O.  E. 
Westenra,  hon.  H.  R. 
Weyland,  Major 
Whitmore,  Thos.  O. 
Wilbraham,  G. 
Wilbraham,  B. 
Williams,  Robt. 
Williamson,  Sir  H. 

Wilmnt,Sir  J.E. 
Wilson,  H. 
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Wood,  C.  Young,  J. 

Woraley,  Lord  Young,  Sir  W: 
■Wrightson,W,  Battie  tellers. 

Wynn,  rt.  hon.  C.  W.  Pouller^J.  S. 
Young,  G.  F, 


Commissums* 


n 


Smith,  Robert  V. 
Paired  Off. 


FOR. 

Mr.  Speirs 
Mr.  Methuen 
Mr.  W.  Barron 
Mr.  Walker 
Mr.  A.  Johnstone 


▲G  A  IK  ST. 

Sir  H.  Cxoodricke 
Mr.  Bannerman 
Colonel  Wood 
Sir  E.  Knatchbull 
Mr.  T.  F.  Buxton 


Bribery  at  Elections.]  Mr,  Hardy 
moved  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  pre- 
vent bribery  and  corruption  at  elections  of 
Members  to  serve  in  Parliament.  [Mr. 
Hume :  Will  it  contain  a  provision  against 
head-money?]  lliere  was  a  provision  to 
that  effect  in  the  Bill.  He  hoped  that  Jn 
the  Bill  remedies  would  be  provided  to 
put  an  end  to  bribery,  as  far  as  such  an 
end  could  be  obtained  by  legislation.  To 
put  an  end  to  corruption  altogether  would, 
perhaps,  be  impossible  by  any  human 
means.  The  provision  on  which  he  prin- 
cipally relied,  was  the  power  of  calling 
both  principal  and  agents  to  the  bar,  and 
subjecting  them  to  a  strict  examination. 
It  would  prove  more  effectual  even  than 
the  Ballot  itself.  When  it  was  in  their 
power  to  get  at  the  most  intimate  agent, 
and  to  examine,  it  would  strike  a  most 
effectual  blow  at  corruption.  Neither 
penalties,  nor  even  the  Ballot  would  be  so 
effectual  as  that.  The  Ballot  could  afford 
no  remedy  in  such  a  case  as  that  of  Carlow, 
where  a  candidate  placed  2,000/.  in  the 
handi  of  an  individual  to  be  divided 
among  a  constituency.  The  Bill  contained 
a  provision  to  meet  such  a  case.  The 
most  effectual  way  to  turn  a  Member  out 
of  a  seat  which  he  had  obtained  by  cor- 
ruption would  be  to  get  at  bis  agents. 
No  other  method  could  be  so  effectual  as 
that" 

Mr.  O'Cannell  said,  that  it  seemed  to 
him  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
had  taken  the  trouble  to  make  a  speech  in 
opposition  to  the  vote  he  had  just  given 
on  the  question  of  the  Ballot.  He  (Mr. 
O'Connell)  was  obliged  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  his  vote,  but  he  assured  him  he  much 
preferred  it  to  his  speech.  As  to  the  Bill 
itself,  he  hoped  it  would  have  a  retrospec- 
tive effect,  so  that  those  who  had  hereto- 
fore been  guilty  of  bribery  in  any  shape 
whatever  should  be  incapacitated  from 
^fterward^  sitting  i|i  that  Hoyse ;  or  if  a 
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man  gave  head-money  agiunst  his  coo- 
science,  and  afterwards  solemnly  declared 
that  he  had  done  no  such  thing,  what  was 
the  value  of  such  a  declaration  ?  How- 
ever, he  thanked  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  bringing  in  this  Bill.  He 
seemed  peculiarly  qualified  by  learning, 
and  talents,  and  experience — to  undertake 
such  a  task.  It  seemed  as  though  there 
were  no  shifts  of  bribery  or  corruption  that 
the  hon.  Member  could  not  discover. 
Therefore  he  had  great  confidence  in  the 
Bill.  He  believed  that  it  would  purge  all 
bribery,  from  the  head  to  the  tail ;  but  all 
he  implored  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  was,  that  he  would  allow  it  to 
have  a  retrospective  effect  on  all  past- 
going  bribers,  so  that  they  might  not- 
boast  of  having  a  conscience  clear  of  all 
crime  in  regard  to  bribery,  when  perhaps 
the  sin  remained  as  deep  as  ever. 
Leave  given. 


Commissions.]  Colonel  Sibthorp^  in 
rising  to  move  for  a  return  of  the  various 
commissions  which  had  been  issued  by  Che 
Government,  said  his  object  was  to  show 
the  country  what  little  faith  ought  tor  be 
attached  to  those  professions  about  eco- 
nomy which  had  been  so  frequently  made 
and  repeated  by  the  present  liberal  Go- 
vernment. He  had  so  long  back  asthe 
9th  of  February  in  last  year  moved  for  a 
return  of  the  number  of  commissions 
issued,  but  was  unable  to  obtain  it  until 
the  middle  of  November  last.  The  cause 
of  the  unwillingness  to  produce  that  docu- 
ment was  manifest ;  and  on  examining  it, 
he  soon  perceived  that  the  object  of  the 
Government  was  to  mystify  and  evade  in- 
quiry. In  that  return  the  Record  Com- 
mission had  not  been  included,  under  the 
pretence  that  it  did  not  come  within  the 
description  contained  in  his  motion.  Ne- 
vertheless that  Record  Commission  con- 
tinued to  exist  to  the  present  day,  and  had 
cost  the  country  no  less  a  sum  than  up- 
wards of  700,000/.  A  very  great  many 
Commissions  in  existence  were  not  noticed 
in  the  returns  which  had  been  produced, 
and  among  them  was  a  sort  of  roving 
Commission  conducted  by  Mr.  Villiers 
and  Dr.  Bowring,  to^  inquire  respecting  the 
commercial  relations  existing  between  this 
country  and  France  and  Switzerland. 
He  did  not  know  what  salary  was  given 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Kilmarnock 
burghs,  but  it  was  his  opinion  that  the 
hon.  Member  would  only  have  acted  in 
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conformity  with  the  law  if,  after  accepting 
such  an  appointment,  he  had  vacated  his 
seat  in  Parliament.  Perhaps  the  hon. 
Member  received  no  regular  salary ;  but 
did  the  hon.  Member  receive  no  grants  of 
the  public  money  from  the  Treasury  ?  The 
expense  to  the  country  of  the  Commis- 
sions mentioned  in  the  return  was  not  less 
than  427,698/.  Since  1 830,  forty  Com- 
missions had  been  issued,  only  three  of 
which  had  emanated  from  a  Tory  Go- 
vernment, and  of  those  three  one  had  been 
continued  by  the  Government  now  in  ex- 
istence. The  motion  which  he  now  in- 
tended to  make  was  to  the  following  effect; 
— "  That  a  return  be  presented  of  all 
Commissions  issued  or  appointed  under 
Act  of  Parliament ;  the  number  and 
names  of  the  Commissioners,  assistant- 
Commissioners,  Secretaries,  and  Clerks  at- 
tached to  each;  stating  whether  any  of 
themwere  employed  in  more  than  one  Com- 
mission— the  places  of  meeting  of  the  Com- 
missioners— the  number  of  their  sittings, 
and  the  date  when  each  Commission  was 
issued  ;  together  with  the  amount  of  al- 
lowances paid  to  the  Commissioners  and 
other  officers ;  the  return  to  be  made  up 
to  the  latest  possible  period.  He  antici- 
pated a  refusal  on  the  part  of  his  Majesty's 
Government,  but  he  could  not  reconcile 
such  a  refusal,  if  it  should  be  his  lot  to 
meet  with  it,  with  those  professions  of 
economy  which  Ministers  had  always 
made,  and  on  which  they  prided  them- 
selves. He  thought  their  line  of  conduct 
odious — odious  because  it  entailed  expense 
on  the  country,  and  rendered  the  cause  of 
that  expense  unintelligible.  The  country 
had  a  right  to  know  why  it  paid  that  which 
was  exacted  from  it,  and  as  it  was  cri- 
minal in  any  Ministry  to  withhold  the 
knowledge  on  such  a  subject  demanded  by 
the  people,  it  was  insulting  on  the  part  of 
a  Ministry  which  had  always  plumed  itself 
on  its  tenderness  for  the  purse  of  the 
nation. 

Mr.  Fronds  Baring  had  no  objection  to 
furnish  the  returns  asked  for  by  the  hon, 
and  gallant  Member,  provided  that  he 
would  so  limit  the  details  as  to  make  the 
preparation  of  the  returns  easy.  It  was 
not  for  himself  that  he  spoke,  but  for  the 
clerks  who  would  have  to  expend  much 
labour  in  reducing  to  a  compendious  form 
the  entries  and  minutes  in  their  books. 
Those  clerks,  however,  were  most  anxious 
on  every  occasion  to  comply  >with  the 
vithea  of  any  hon.  Member  who  might 


call  for  returns;  and  in  proportion  to  their 
zeal,  the  unwillingness  of  the  House  to 
trouble  them  ought  in  his  opinion  to  be. 
The  hon.  and|gallant  Member  was  a  little  too 
exorbitant  in  his  demands,  and  more  likely 
to  injure  the  Government  of  which  he  was 
a    supporter  than   that  now  in    office; 
When,  for  instance,  he  adverted  to  the 
Record  Commission   and  when  ^he    de- 
nounced the  expenditure  of  700,000/.  on 
that  Commission,  he  should  recollect  that 
his  Majesty's  Ministers  were  only  respon- 
sible for  60,000/.  of  that  sum,  and  that  the 
remainder  was  to  be  accounted  for  by  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.    The  hon.  and 
gallant  Officer  might  add  up  his  pence  and 
his  farthings,  as  he  had  done  that  night, 
but  with  all  his  nicety  of  computation,  he 
would  find  the  discreditable  expenditure 
on  that  Commission,  if  indeed  there  were 
any»  to  have  been  authorised  by  his  own 
Friends.   It  was  very  well  for  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  to  complain  that,  in  the 
returns  already  furnished,  no  mention  had 
been  made  of  the  Tithe  Commissioners, 
but  surely  it  must  have  escaped  his  recol- 
lection that  those  Commissioners  could  not 
be  included  in  a  return  made  up  to  the  9th 
of  February,  1836^  when  the  Act  which 
sanctioned  their  appointment  had  not  been 
passed^    A  similar  objection  would  apply 
to  the  presumed  deficiency  on  the  subject 
of  the  Commissioners  of  rural  police,  who, 
in  the  first  place,  sat  only  in  summer ;  and, 
in  the  second,  were  unpaid.    The  African 
Commission  was  one  of  which  he  knew 
nothing,  and  of  the  existence  of  which  he 
was  somewhat  doubtful ;  but  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  was  surrounded  by  official 
persons  of  good  memories,  who  might  give 
him  the  information  he  was  anxious  to  ac- 
quire.    There  certainly  was  a  grant  to  the 
Committee  of  Merchants  on  the  African 
coast,  a  justifiable  grant,  too,  but  one  not 
originated  by  the   present  Government. 
There  were  two  Commissioners  of  police 
also,  and  if  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
were  displeased  with  the  functions  or  remu- 
neration of  those  gentlemen,  he  bad  better 
apply  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  near,  him 
(Sir  R.  Peel),  and  then  perhaps  he  would 
be  satisfied.    The  Revising  Barristers  were 
not  Commissioners,  and  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  would  do  well  to  make  plain 
and  palpable  to  himself  the  real  nature  of 
a  Commission.     Dr.  Bowring  had  been 
employed,  so  had  Mr.  Villiers,  to  make 
certain  reports,  but  neither  of  those  Gen- 
tlemen had  been  nominated   Commissi- 
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oners^  The  printing  of  these  reports  would 
be  expensive,  and  he  hoped  that  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  would  let  that  fact 
persuade  him  to  modify  his  motion. 

Colonel  Sibihorp  had  a  great  respect 
for  the  clerks  of  the  Treasury,  and  was 
only  sorry  that  the  heads  of  departments 
did  not  perform  their  duties  with  a  zeal 
equal  to  that  of  their  subordinates.  He 
musty  however,  insist  on  having  returns 
more  distinct  than  those  which  he  had 
hitherto  obtained. 

Mr.  Roebuck  would  really  put  it  to  the 
House  whether  it  was  not  a  burlesque,  a 
farce,  and  a  most  expensive  farce  withal, 
for  hon*  Members  to  demand  returns  of 
this  nature  for  their  mere  amusement. 

Mr.  A.  Trevor  was  of  opinion  that  the 
country  would  feel  itself  much  indebted 
to  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  and  would 
repudiate  the  offensive  imputation  that  the 
motion  then  before  the  House  was  a 
burlesque. 

Mr,  Richards  did  not  think  it  a  bur- 
lesque to  inquire  into  the  expenditure  of  a 
sum  amounting  to  500,000/. :  neither 
would  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  ac- 
quiesce in  such  a  doctrine. 

Return,  with  some  modifications,  or- 
dered. 
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MiMOTBi.]    BUlt.    Read  a  Moond  time:— County  Bridget. 

Pcdtiaiit  incieiited.  By  Mr.  Jobr  Fisldbw,  from  Oldham. 
i— By  Mr.  O.  Palmxr,  and  other  Hon.  Mbmbbrs,  from 
many  plaeei,  agalnet  ttia  New  Poor-law  Aet-- By  Captain 
Alsaosb,  from  Merchants  in  London,  for  the  better  Re- 
gulation of  Steamers. — By  Mr.  Scholbfixlo,  Arom  the 
Birmtngham  Union  Gift  SoeleCy,  for  Amendment  of  Bene* 
fit  SociettaT  Aet— By  Mr.  Sergeant  jAcxaoir,  (torn 
Cork«  doyne.  and  Rots*  against  the  present  system  of 
IBducatloo  (Ireland). — By  Mr.  Scsolbviblo,  Mr.  Lbadbb, 
and  other  Hon.  Mbmbbbs,  fkom  Birmingham,  Ldeester, 
and  other  places,  fbr  Rep«t  of  Dnty  on  Soap.*By  Sir 
OewALD  MoBBLBV,  and  other  Hon.  Mbmbbrb,  fhnn 
Uttoseter,  and  other  plaoes,  i^ahist  County  Rates  Bill — 
By  Mr.  CotUBR»  ftom  Plymouth;  and  Mr.  Wallaob, 

.  ftom  Greenock,  fov  Alteration  of  the  Law  relating  to 
Bondiqg  Warehouses,^By  Mr.  Fitz«ibbon,  Mr.  O'Cox- 
XBXJL*  and  other  Hon.  MB]iBBBa«  ftom  Tarious  places,  in 
Ikvonr  of  Municipal  Corporatioaa  (Irdaad)  BilK^By  Mr. 
Scq(eant  Jackbom  and  Mr.  Hamiltoit,  from  St.  Mark, 
St.  Anne,  St.  Oeoige,  Dublin,  against  the  said  BilL—By 
Mr.  Habtib,  and  other  Hon.  Mbubbbb,  ttcm.  Patdey, 
WIgan,  and  other  plaoes,  for  Repeal  of  Uie  Duty  on  Cotton 
Wool— By  Visoount  Samoom,  from  Liverpool  Guardian 
Society,  «gstnst  Imprisonment  ibr  Debt  BUI.— By  Colonel 
BvTun  and  Sir  Samdbl  WaAi.i.BY,  ftom  Grange  and 
Grove  KellSi  for  Vote  by  Ballots— By  Colonel  BuTi>n,  Mr. 
O'CoNKBLi,  and  Mr.  Morgan  Joaif  O^CoBBrBU.,  from 
Ponam^gf^an,  and  Tarious  other  idaoes,  for  Abolition  of 
Tithes  (Irtfaiid)^*By  Yisoomt  Sammv,  and  other  Hon. 
MBUBBaa,  fkorn  London,  Liverpool,  Stockton*  and  other 
f^^aees,  for  Repeal  of  Duty  onTohaooo,— By  Mr.  HooGSoir 
HiirvB,  from  IiOa  of  Man,  agafaMt  assimilating  the  Custonas 

Dattoor  ttfttlilMdto  tboM  of  tiMVnitedKinitaii^ 


By  Mr.  Robbbt  FBBOuasoif  •  from  EM  Linton  and  D«ley« 
against  the  creation  of  Fictitious  Votes  (Sootland).— By 
Mr.  POTTBR,  ftom  W igan,  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Coni4nwB. 
—By  Mr,'FaK  Mavlb,  from  Dundee  and  Artavathf  for 
Rqieal  of  Duty  on  Fixe  Insurances:  and  from  Aberftald* 
for  SmaU  Debts  (SootJand)  BUI.— By  Mr.  Fox  Maulb, 
from  Dunblane,  for  a  BID  for  the  Appointment  of  Mniis- 
trates  and  Councillors  to  certain  Burghs  in  Seotland  >»»^y 
Sir  Gbobob  STRicxiJkNO,  from  Randon*  Huddenfldd,  tic 
Repeal  of  Duty  on  Foreign  Wool  and  Olive  OiL— By 
Captain  Aliaobii,  and  several  other  Hon,  Mbubbbb,  from 
Kingston-upon-Thames,  and  various  other  plsees,  tg^Uiat 
the  Abolition  of  Church-rates. — By  Mr.  Habtib,  ftom 
Paisley,  for  a  Steam  Communidition  U>  India  %  and  also 
from  the  same  plaoe,  against  any  Auther  Endowmenfes  (o 
theChureh  of  Scotland.— By  Lord  Grantillb  Sombbsit, 
from  Crawley,  in  support  of  Church-ntas. 


Affairs  of  Canada — Adjourked 
Debate.3  The  House  went  into  Com- 
mittee on  the  Canada  Apts,  and  the  ad- 
journed debate  was  resumed, 

Mr.  Hume  was  sorry  to  be  called  upon 
to  oppose  the  proceedings  of  his  Majesty's 
Ministers,  but  he  considered  that  the  pre- 
sent was  one  of  the  most  unwarrantable 
proceedings  he  had  ever  witnessed  in  that 
House,  with  the  exception  of  the  Coercion 
Bill  for  Ireland.  With  that  proceeding 
his  Majesty's  Ministers  ought  not  to  be 
allowed  to  go  on,  and  if  they  attempted  to 
do  that,  he  at  least  should  stale  fairly  his 
opinion  as  to  what  were  the  results  likely 
to  follow  from  it.  Believing  that  their 
proceeding  was  a  violation  of  every  thing 
that  ought  to  be  sacredly  respected  he  rose 
to  address  that  House,  The  question  then 
before  them  was  one  that  appeared  to  him 
to  involve  civil  war.  It  behoved  every 
person  who  entertained  such  an  opinion  to 
speak  out  fairly  upon  the  question,  and  if 
possible  to  avert  the  impending  danger. 
That  the  danger  was  great  must  be  ma» 
nifest  from  all  they  had  heard,  from  all 
they  knew,  and  from  the  documents  upon 
the  table.  He  considered  that  before  ihey 
called  for  a  coercive  measure  agaiust  any 
class  of  society,  and  particularly  against 
the  British  subjects  in  Lower  Canada,  they 
should  satisfy  the  House  thai  those  perp 
sons  had  been  justly  governed,  or  that 
thej  had  not  given  them  cause  for  oom- 
plamt,  or  having  given  them  such  cause, 
that  it  ceased  to  exist — ^that  they  had 
adopted  the  necessary  measures  to  remove 
the  grounds  for  discontent,  and  bring 
about  conciliation  and  a  proper  under- 
standing between  the  colony  and  the 
mother  country.  What,  be  asked,  was 
the  value  of  her  colonies  to  England,  if 
she  treated  them  as  conquered  provinces  ? 
What  would  be  their  value  if  they  were  to 
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atoal  feree  to  pvetenre  them  in  obedience? 
->  of  what  use  would  such  colonies  be  to 
England  ?  It  would  be  much  better  that 
she  was  without  colonies*  if  they  were  to 
be  a  source  of  weakness  and  not  a  supply 
of  strength.  What  would  be  the  benefit 
they  could  confer  on  this  country,  if  they 
were  to  be  fettered  with  the  chains  of 
slavery,  and  only  to  be  restrained  by  coer- 
cive measures  such  as  were  now  proposed  ? 
Let  them  look  to  the  condition  of  Lower 
Canada  with  regard  to  this  country.  They 
were  now  about  to  take  up  measures  of 
coercion,  to  compel  the  Canadians,  if  they 
could,  to  adopt  measures  inconsistent  with 
their  liberty,  hostile  to  the  charters  to 
which  that  people  had  a  right,  and  con- 
trary to  the  act  of  the  Legislature  by  which 
their  independence  was  guaranteed.  If, 
instead  of  affording  to  the  Canadians  be- 
neficial protection,  they  had  acted  un- 
justly, the  House  ought  to  pause  before 
they  consented  to  pass  the  resolutions 
which  were  on  the  table  of  the  House. 
The  noble  Lord  had  not  told  them  of  the 
strife  that  existed  between  the  people  of 
Lower  Canada  and  England,  nor  why  it 
was  that  they  had  determined  upon  resisU 
ance.  It  was  because  they  had  approached 
that  House  year  after  year,  that  they  had 

Sar  after  year  gone  to  the  Throne,  and 
d  laid  before  both  the  grounds  of  their 
oomplaint.  Even  two  Committees  of  that 
House  admitted  the  reasonableness  of  their 
oomplaints,  and  recommended  that  they 
should  be  remedied;  and  yet,  by  the 
speeoh  of  the  noble  Lord»  it  was  admitted 
that  all  the  evils  under  which  they  laboured 
were  to  remain  uncorrected.  He  con- 
sidered the  Colonial-oiRce  as  one  of  the 
greatest  nuisances  connected  with  the  Go- 
vernment. He  did  not  know  whether  the 
ftittk  reated  with  the  noble  Lord  at  the 
head  of  the  department  or  with  the  clerks, 
as  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath  had  hinted, 
but  thia  he  must  say,  that  he  waa  quite 
aare  that  it  stood  in  the  way  of  justice 
being  done  to  the  Colonies.  He  held  in 
kia  hand  a  paper  of  some  importance;  it 
waa  a  petition  from  the  Honse  of  Assembly 
of  Lower  Canada,  to  which  he  begged  at* 
tentioD,  and  also  to  the  oircomstanees 
nnder  vrhich  this  petitbn  was  brought  for- 
ward. This  petition  proved  the  complete 
want  of  attention  and  culpable  negligence 
on  the  pert  of  the  Government.  The  pe- 
tition was  signed  by  upwards  of  87,000 
inbahitanta  of  the  colony,  and  upon  its 
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ferred  to  a  Committee.    Thai  Committee, 
on  the  18th  of  July,  1828,  reported  to  the 
House  that  the  embarrassments  and  dis» 
content    which    had    long   prevailed  vx 
Canada  had  arisen  from  various  defects  in 
the  system  of  the  Legislatiure  and  the  Con- 
stitution established  in  that  colony ;  that 
those  embarrassments  and  discontents  were 
io  a  great  measure    attributable  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  executive  system  wai 
administered ;  thus  laying  the  whole  blame 
on  the  Colonial-office  of  that  day.    But 
at  that  time  we  had  a  Tory  Colonial-office» 
and  he  was  not  surprised  at  this ;  but  now^ 
though  the  council  of  his  Majesty  waa 
changed  from  a  Tory  to  be  a  whig  one, 
it  was  by   no  means  clear  to  him  that 
greater  justice  had  not  beeu  done  by  the 
Tories  to  the  colonies  than  by  the  Whigs 
since  they  came  into  office.    Such  must 
be  the  opinion  of  any  candid  person,  if  ha 
judged  of  the  complaints  so  loudly  and 
generally  made  from  every  colony  of  Great 
Britain*    There  was  not  one  of  them  that 
was  satisfied.    This  was  not  the  state  of 
things   when  the    Whigs    succeeded    to 
office.    They  had  discontent  theni  he  ad* 
mitted ;  but  the  complaints  were  not  so 
extensive.    It  vms  admitted,  then,   that 
there  were  great  abuses  ;  but  it  was  said 
that  there  was  no  time  to  inquire  into  them» 
as    we    were  engaged  in  reforming  tha 
abuses  of  our  own  system.    But  bad  not 
the  colonies  an  equal  right  to  expect  a  w* 
dress  of  their  grievances  at  the  same  time 
as  well  as  this  country?    Unfortunately 
the  same  abuses  existed  now  that  eziated 
in  1828.    He  would  show,  before  he  sat 
down,  that  the  same  system  of  abuses, 
alike  disgraceful  to  the  Ministers  of  the 
Crown,  had  continued  up  to  the  hour  he 
was  speaking.     If  he  made  out  this  case, 
he  would  appeal  to  the  House,  and  ask  if 
they  would  sidmitsnch  causes  of  complaint 
to  exist  for  a  moment?  He  would  ask 
them,  was  it  fit  or  proper  to  call  upon  that 
Honse  to  abrogate  thoconstitutionofCanada 
and   to  deprive  the  peopk  of  Canada, 
of  their  liberties.    The  petition  of  the 
peopleof  Canadastated  that  no  alterationor 
improvement  with  respect  to  Canada  could 
be  atteodei  with  the  desired  effect,  unleaa 
they  established  a  constitutional  system  of 
government  in  that  country.    But  what 
more  did  thia  petition  contain  ?     It  coa« 
Uined  amongst  other  things,  the  allega* 
tions  involved  in  the  amendment  of  hta 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Leader).    The  second 
paragcaph  of  the  pelitioQ  expreasod  tbeif 
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deep  regret  that  neither  the  recommenda- 
tions  nor  the  benerolent  intentions  of  that 
hononrableHousehad  been  executed  by  the 
Executive  Goyernment  in  a  manner  so  as 
to  produce  the  desired  effect.  The  recom- 
mendations of  the  Committee  of  1 828,  had 
nowy  up  to  the  year  1834  never  led  to  any 
redress  whatever*  The  people  of  Canada 
had  hoped  that  the  House  of  Commons  of 
Great  Britain  had  seen  an  effectual  remedy 
of  the  evils  of  their  system^  when  their 
agent  was  asked  in  Parliament  if  he 
thought  that  a  Legislative  Council  could 
obtain  the  respect  of  the  people  unless 
the  principle  of  election  was  introduced 
Into  its  composition,  and  he  answered  that 
it  could  not,  and  that  no  measure  could 
give  peace  to  Canada  or  satisfaction  to  the 
Canadians  unless  this  principle  was  con- 
ceded to  them.  All  reforms  which  were 
beneficial  to  the  country,  all  the  wants  ex- 
pressed by  the  almost  universal  opinion  of 
the  House  of  Assembly  of  that  country, 
were  thwarted  and  set  at  nought  by  the 
proceedings  of  the  Legislative  Council, 
They  bad  in  Canada  an  assembly  not 
only  impeding  all  reform,  but  the  indi- 
viduals forming  which  were  admitted  by 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  John  Russell)  to 
have  Ifeen  guilty  of  high  offences — and 
even  disgraceful  crimes.  These  persons 
were  continued  in  office  up  to  the  present 
moment;  and  the  noble  Lord  only  told 
them  that  henceforth  no  individual  should 
be  appointed  to  the  Legislative  Council 
who  nad  been  convicted  of  disgraceful 
ofiences. 

Sir  O,  Orey  said,  that  the  hon.  Member 
was  mistaken  in  stating  that  Lord  John 
Russell  had  used  those  words.  What  his 
noble  Friend  said  was,  that  whereas  the 
Act  of  1791  did  not  give  the  power  of  dis- 
missal except  in  the  case  of  offences 
against  the  Government,  he  would  intro- 
duce a  Bill  to  alter  that  enactment  by 
giving  the  Crown  the  power  of  dismissal  in 
the  case  of  persons  who  should  be  con- 
victed of  a  misdemeanour. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  the  Crown  had 
this  power  without  the  interference  of  Par- 
Ifamenty  and  had  used  it  over  and  over 
again.  This  was  merely  throwing  out  a 
tub  to  the  whale.  There  was  no  advan- 
tage whatever  in  it ;  and  to  put  this  for- 
ward as  a  counterpoise  to  the  privileges 
they  were  about  to  deprive  the  people  of 
Canada  of  was  most  unjust.  The  petition 
to  which  he  had  brfore  referred  consisted 
of  sixteen  pages ;  it  was  ptesented  to  that 


House  as  containing  at  full  length  an  ex- 
position of  the  abuses  that  existed  in 
Canada,  and  the  complaints  made4>y  the 
people  of  the  colony.  What  had  that 
House  done?  Literally  nothing.  What 
did  the  Canadians  do?  The  people  of 
Canada,  finding  that  his  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment was  unwilling  to  carry  into  effect 
the  wishes  of  that  House,  drew  up  ninety- 
two  resolutions,  detailing  the  abuses  which 
were  continued  in  Canada.  Their  com- 
plaints had  been  repeated  again  and  again ; 
but  they  had  received  no  more  attention 
from  the  Executive  Government,  notwith- 
standing the  promises  and  remonstrances 
of  that  House.  The  second  Committee 
pointed  out  to  the  Government  the  ne- 
cessity of  conciliation,  and  of  doing  away 
with  abuses;  but,  notwithstanding  their 
remonstrances,  the  Executive  Government 
kept  on  in  the  same  course;  the  same 
system,  so  disgraceful  to  all  the  parties 
concerned,  except  those  who  were  suf- 
ferers, were  continued  up  to  this  day.  In 
resolution  1 1  they  affirmed  that  the  Le- 
gislative Council  ought  to  be  popular  and 
independent  in  order  to  obtain  confidence; 
and  that  nothing  but  the  principle  of 
election  would  give  satisfaction  to  the 
country,  and  place  them  in  that  station  to 
which  they  claimed  a  right — that  of  a 
constitutional  government.  The  existing 
system  did  not  produce  the  result  of  good 
government.  Lord  Glenelg  directed  the 
Commissioners  to  inquire  whether  the  Le- 
gislative Council  had  been  productive  of 
good  government,  and  whether  it  answered 
the  purposes  for  which  it  was  instituted. 
In  conformity  with  these  directions  the 
Commissioners  endeavoured  to  ascertain 
how  far  the  Legislative  Council  had  an* 
swered  the  object  of  its  institution,  and  of 
what  anpendments  they  considered  it  sus- 
ceptible. What  was  the  result  of  these 
inquiries?  The  Commissioners  all  admit- 
ted that  it  did  not  answer  its  purposes; 
but  that,  on  the  contrary,  it  was  the  cause 
of  all  the  abuses  that  were  complained  of, 
the  cause  of  the  stoppage  of  justice,  and 
the  cause  of  the  failure  of  those  measures 
of  legislation  which  the  representatives  of 
the  country  deemed  necessary.  The  Com- 
missioners were  also  directed  to  inquire 
into  the  most  effectual  means  by  which  the 
Legislative  Council  might  be  formed  so  as 
to  enioy  the  greatest  share  of  the  public 
confidence,  and  the  exercise  of  an  inde- 
pendent judgment.  What  was  the  re- 
sult of  this  inquiry  ?    The  Commissioners 
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stated  that,  as  at  present  constitated,  the 
Legislative  Council  did  not  answer  these 
purposeSy  it  did  not  give  satisfaction,  it 
did  not  obtain  the  confidence  of  the 
people:  on  the  contrary,  the  commis- 
sioners told  tiiem — and  it  was  well  worth 
attention — in  their  last  address  of  Sep- 
tember, 1836,  that  the  provincial  legisla- 
tures were  interfered  with  and  paralysed 
in  their  functions  by  the  Legislative  Coun- 
ciL  How  was  that  Council  constituted  ? 
Tbere  were  incapable  and  improper  men 
in  that  Council^men  whose  conduct  was 
disgraceful  in  their  high  station — men  who 
had  lost  the  confidence  of  the  people  and 
of  the  House  of  Assembly — men  who  had 
been  guilty  of  tyranny  and  oppression  in 
its  worst  character.  This  system  was  dis- 
graceful. The  Commissioners  stated  that 
it  was  necessary  that  essential  reforms 
should  be  introduced  into  the  Administra- 
tion. This  was  in  1836  ;  the  petition 
from  87,000  of  the  people  of  Canada  had 
been  presented  in  1827;  and  since  that 
time  up  to  the  present  hour  no  improve- 
ment or  amelioration  had  taken  place. 
The  Canadians  had  for  ten  years  borne  this 
system  of  misgovemment.  /The  people  of 
England  were  ignorant  of  the  extent  of 
the  oppression  that  was  exercised,  other- 
wise they  would  not  so  long  have  allowed 
the  system  to  continue.  Not  only  did  the 
Legislative  Council  continue  to  act  con- 
trary to  the  interests  of  the  community, 
but  the  governor  of  the  province  had  taken 
upon  himself  the  responsibility  of  taking 
the  funds  out  of  the  treasury  of  the  colony 
without,  the  consent  of  the  House  of 
Assembly.  Was  not  this  a  sufficient 
ground  for  complaint  and  discontent? 
The  House  of  Assembly  complained  that 
the  Executive  Council  stopped  all  legisla- 
tion that  was  for  the  interest  of  the  colony. 
The^  complained  of  the  rejection  by  the 
Legislative  Council  of  all  Bills  that  were 
for  the  benefit  of  the  colony.  In  1822, 
eight  Bills  were  thus  lost  of  the  greatest 
public  importance;  in  1823,  the  number 
of  Bills  thus  lost  was  fourteen ;  in  1824, 
twdve;  in  the  following  year, twelve  also; 
in  1826,  nineteen;  in  1830,  sixteen;  in 
1831,  eleven;  and  in  1832,  fourteen. 
These  Bills  were  all  passed  by  the  House 
of  Assembly,  and  were  of  the  greatest 
interest  to  the  country.  He  was  satisfied 
that  any  hon.  Gentleman  who  read  over 
these  grievances  would  see  that  it  was  not 
without  good  reason  that  the  House  of 
iUsembly  had  come  to  the  resolutions  to 


which  he  had  alluded.  The  people  of 
Lower  Canada  complained  that  Lord  Gos- 
ford,  in  laying  before  the  House  of  As- 
sembly his  instructions,  withheld  some 
most  important  information,  which  was  not 
known  to  the  House  of  Assembly  of  Lower 
Canada  till  it  was  published  in  Upper 
Canada  by  Sir  Francis  Head.  Was  it 
likely  to  promote  conciliation,  or  to  heal 
the  differences  that  existed  in  this  im- 
portant province,  to  find  the  Commission 
that  was  sent  out  to  satisfy  the  colony 
acting  in  this  manner  ?  The  knowledge 
of  this  fact  was  quite  sufficient  to  induce 
the  House  of  Assembly  to  come  to  the 
resolutions  they  had  adopted.  These  re- 
solutions were  the  only  consistent  course 
of  proceeding  that  the  House  of  Assembly 
could  adopt — he  meant  particularly  the 
resolution  of  stopping  the  supplies.  The 
noble  Lord  (Lord  John  Russell)  stated 
that  the  supplies  were  stopped  in  the 
House  of  Assembly.  It  was  no  such  thing. 
The  noble  Lord  had  stated  that  which  was 
not  correct  when  he  stated  that  the  supplies 
were  stopped  in  the  House  of  Assembly. 
The  House  of  Assembly  passed  the  sup- 
plies, and  on  the  29th  of  February,  the 
bill  for  the  Supply  went  up  to  the  Legis- 
lative Council,  who,  on  the  9th  of  March, 
threw  out  the  Bill.  The  Legislative  Coun- 
cil insisted  that  the  anears  should  be  paid, 
and  the  House  of  Assembly  said,  ''  Re- 
dress our  grievances  first.''  They  were 
determined  to  have  their  complaints  at- 
tended to  before  they  granted  the  arrears 
of  supply.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  when 
Colonial  Secretary,  took  upon  himself  to 
do  that  which  was  a  most  unjustifiable 
proceeding.  Ha  took  upon  himself,  as 
Colonial  Secretary,  to  violate  the  consti- 
tution by  appropriating  from  the  military 
chest  the  sum  of  31,000/.  to  make  up  the 
deficiency  of  the  supply  that  had  been 
voted.  Such  a  proceeding  was  contrary 
to  the  interests  of  the  colony,  and  con- 
trary to  the  privileges  which  they  enjoyed 
under  the  constitution.  He  would  be  glad 
to  know  what  precedent  there  was  to 
justify  this?  He  found  that  in  1828^ 
when  a  petition  was  presented  from  Upper 
Canada,  a  petition  was  at  the  same  time 
presented  from  Lower  Canada  by  Mr.  (now 
Lord)  Stanley.  What  did  that  petition 
complain  of?  It  complained  in  the  same 
manner  of  the  Legislative  Council  of 
Upper  Canada,  as  they  now  complained 
of  the  Legislative  Council  of  Lower  C«-« 
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iiAda.    What  did  Lord  Stanley  say  in  liia 
letter  acknowledging  the  receipt  of  that 
petition  ?    Upon  the  subject  of  the  Legis* 
lative  Council  the  noble  Lord  did  not 
hesitate  to  say*  without  meaning  any  dis- 
respeot,  or  casting  any  reflection  upon  the 
individuals  that  composed  it,  that  it  was 
the  root  of  alt  the  evils  complained  of  in 
both  provinces ;    and  he  further  added 
that  a  constitutional  remedy  was  open  to 
the  public,  by  stopping  the  supplies.  This 
Was  the  advice  of  Lord  Stanley  when  he 
presented  the  petition  in  1-827,  and  he 
held  in  his  hand  a  copy  of  the  letter  that 
was  sent  to  the  chairman  of-  the  Reform 
Association  of  Upper  Canada.   The  Legis« 
htive   Council    thus   described    by  Mr. 
Stanley  still  continued  in  oiBce,  and  was 
it  a  matter  of  surprise  that  complaint  and 
discontent  also  continued  f    One  was  the 
natural  and  inevitable  result  of  the  other. 
Lord  Glenelg  himself,  in  one  of  his  dis- 
patches to  Canada,  stated,  that  he  did  not 
deny  the  power  of  the  House  of  Assembly 
to  refuse  the  supplies  where  a  case  of 
necessity  existed  for  so   doing;  and  yet 
should  it  now  be  said,  at  a  time  when  the 
grievances  of  which  they  had  complained, 
and  complained  of  for  years,  were  still 
unredressed,  that  the  power  of  levying  and 
appropriating  the  public  funds  should  be 
taken  out  of  their  hands,  and  that,  in  open 
defiance  of  their  wishes  and  votes,  money 
should  be  taken  out  of  their  treasure- 
chest,  and  applied  to  purposes  which  they 
did  not  approve  of?    The  noble  Lord,  the 
Home  Secretary,  said  the  other  night,  that 
the  Imperial  Parliament  had  the  power  to 
appropriate  the  funds  of  the  Canadians, 
so  that  they  did  it  for  the  use  and  benefit 
of  Canada.     But  who  was  to  judge  what 
was  for  their  benefit  but  themselves  ?  And 
they  in  their  judgment  had  already  de- 
clared that  they  did  not  think  these  pay- 
ments, under  existing  circumstances,  were 
of  that  nature,  and  refused  to  grant  them. 
Was  it  fit,  was  it  proper,  in  defiance  of  a 
positive  act  of  the  Assembly,  to  attempt, 
by  a  resolution  of  the  English  House  of 
Commons,  to  override  the  liberties  of  the 
Canadians,  and  deprive  them  of  their  an* 
doubted  privileges,  which  they  held  by 
virtue  of  an  Act  of  Parliament  Y   He  would 
now  state  to  the  Committee  the  reason 
why  tfa^  Canadians  refused  to  grant  these 
supplies.    They  were  of  opinion  that  the 
Legislativa  Assembly  contained  many  im- 
proper persons,  persons  who  were  wholly 
diMiualMM  «sr^  tht  due  admioiitraUQii  fd 


their  several  functions,  and  the  House  of 
Assembly  refused  their  salaries  accord* 
ingly.  He  was  quite  ashamed  that  the 
noble  Lord  should  come  down  and  propose 
the  enforcement  of  payments  in  this  un* 
constitutional  manner  which  the  Assembly 
bad  disallowed.  Amongst  the  peMons 
wbose  salaries  were  thus  refused,  for  in- 
stance, was  one  who,  being  a  member  of 
the  Legislative  Council,  acted  also  as  clerk 
to  the  Executive  Council,  and  the  Housa 
of  Assembly,  decreeing  these  two  oflSces  to 
be  wholly  incompatible,  very  pioperly  re- 
fused to  pay  this  individual's  salary  as 
clerk  of  the  Executi¥e  as  long  as  be  re- 
mained a  member  of  the  Legislative  Coun- 
cil. Then  there  was  the  Speaker  of  tha 
House  of  Assembly,  with  a  salary  of  9001., 
and  who  held  several  other  lucrative  offi- 
ces ;  and  the  Assemblv  consented  to  allow 
him  this  salary  provided  he  did  not  oon- 
tinue  to  receive  any  equally  large  sana 
from  any  other  public  situation.  Thea  aa 
to  judges,  about  whom  such  a  melaiicholy 
tale  had  been  narrated  the  other  night  by 
tho  noble  Heme  Secretary.  These  per^ 
sons,  besides  their  judicial  oflllees,  held 
several  other  lucrative  sttoationa  under  tho 
Crown,  and  the  House  of  Assembly  very 
properly  refused  to  allow  them  their  sala- 
ries in  the  former  capacity  as  long  as  they 
retained  other  situations  of  the  kind,  a 
practice  so  incompatible  with  their  I  igh 
and  solemn  functions.  The  noble  Lord 
spoke  with  much  indignation  of  the  \  re- 
tence  set  up  by  the  Canadian  Assembly  to 
refuse  supplies  unless  accepted  under  con« 
ditions  in  this  way.  He,  however,jnsisted 
that  such  a  proceeding  was  a  very  consti- 
tutional and  a  very  proper  one.  Lord 
Goderich  himself  had  admitted  the  right 
of  the  House  of  Assembly  to  vote  their 
supplies  with  any  conditions  which  they 
thought  fit.  In  the  exercise,  thatefore,  of 
their  privilege  and  their  daty  in  ac- 
cordanoe  with  this  principle,  the  House 
of  Assembly  had  refused  to  allow  sala- 
ries to  parties  who  hold  several  incom- 
patible offices.  They  consented  to  give 
salaries  for  some  of  these  offices,  but  not 
for  all,  and  he  thought  they  were  perfectly 
right  in  making  this  condition.  In  this 
country,  Government  was  so  seosiblo  of 
the  justness  of  this  priooiple,  that  they 
scarcely  dared  to  appoint  a  pluralist  to 
office-— and  why,  let  him  ask,  should  they 
insist  upon  a  different  rule  in  Canada  to 
that  adopted  in  Great  Britain  ?    With  re- 
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sbiit  that  nsttlt  was  not  owing  to  any 
fault  on  the  part  of  his  Lordship,  How 
could  it  b9  expected  that  a  peaceable  ad* 

i'ustment  could  be  effected  by  him,  when 
le  bad  not  the  power  of  granting  one  con- 
oeasioQ,  or  of  applying  a  remedy  to  one  of 
the  numerous  grievances  which  were  cry- 
ing out  for  redress  ?  For  ten  long  years 
had  the  people  of  Lower  Canada  patiently 
put  up  with  this  state  of  things ;  for  ten 
years  had  the^  called  upon  this  country 
fcx  justice,  hoping  at  length,  by  fair  means, 
to  obtain  what  they  required;  for  ten 
years  were  those  appeals  neglected,  those 
grievances  and  complaints  utterly  disre- 
garded, and  the  utmost  inattention  paid  to 
all  their  representations.  Was  there  no 
limit  to  human  patience  ?  Was  there  not 
d  stage  of  oppression  and  insult  which 
might  drive  the  patient  to  madness?  When 
this  period  arrived— when  all  hope  of  ob- 
taining justice  from  the  good  leeling  of 
others,  was  wasted  in  neglect— were  the 
people  of  Lower  Canada  to  blame  because 
they,  in  the  mildest  and  gentlest  manner, 
refused  to  vote  away  their  money,  unless 
their  abuses  were  remedied  ?  Were  the 
people  of  this  country  so  blind  to  their 
own  rights  and  interests  as  to  allow  the 
noble  Lord  to  over^ride  the  people  of 
Lower  Canada,  and  deprive  them  of  their 
constitutional  rights.  All  the  people  of 
Lower  Canada  required  of  England  was 
this — ''  Do  unto  us  as  you  would  be  done 
by."  With  this  reflection  on  their  minds 
*— with  the  abuses  unredressed  which  he 
had  enumerated — would  the  people  of  this 
country  stand  by,  and  consent  to  the 
passing  of  this  coercion  Bill  for  the  people 
of  Canada?  But  even  if  it  were  passed, 
there  was  another  question-^would  they 
be  able  to  enforce  it  ?  The  House  of  As- 
sembly, in  1836,  voted  all  the  supplies 
they  had  been  accustomed  to  vote,  with 
the  exception  of  the  items  they  objected 
to,  for  the  reasons  above  stated.  What 
would  be  said  if  the  House  of  Commons 
were  to-morrow  to  vote  that  a  judge  of 
the  land  should  receive  his  salary, 
provided  he  did  not  also  hold  an* 
other  office,  and  receive  pay  as  Speaker 
of  the  House  of  Commons  ?  Would  that 
be  deemed  so  unwarrantable  and  uncon« 
stitutional  a  condition  ?  And  suppose  the 
Bill  of  Supply  so  framed  were  to  be 
•ent  up  to  tne  Upper  House,  end  they 
were  to  refuse  to  pass  it,  or  rather  to  put 
it  into  Committee,  from  which  it  was 

doomed  n^er  to  cone  out  ?  Xf  the  House 


of  Lords  in  this  country  would  have  a  right 
so  to  interfere  with  the  authority  of  the 
House  of  Commons  in  matters  of  supply, 
then,  and  not  otherwise,  was  the  Legis- 
lative Assembly  justified  in  what  they  bad 
done  with  respect  to  the  votes  of  the  Re- 
presentative Assembly.  But  if  they  were 
not  justified  in  the  course  they  had  pur* 
sued,  what  right  had  the  ministry  of  this 
country  to  come  down,  and  call  upon  the 
House  of  .Commons  to  enforce  the  pay^ 
ment  of  money,  without  the  express  oon« 
ditions  imposea  by  the  House  of  Assembly  j 
grants  to  which,  under  circumstances,  they 
would  not  assent  to  ? 

Sir  George  Qrey  begged  to  observe, 
that  the  Government  did  not  wish  to  en- 
force payments  contrary  to  any  of  thecon« 
ditions  with  which  they  were  accompanied 
when  last  they  were  voted  in  1633.  The 
resolution  did  not  propose  to  pay  any  itema 
which  had  not  been  sanctioned  by  the 
Assembly  in  )833. 

Mr.  Hume  was  speaking  of  the  vote  of 
1836,  when  the  conditions  in  question 
were  introduced t  Would  the  House  of 
Commons,  would  the  Government  of  thie 
country,  pretend  to  deprive  the  House 
of  Assembly  of  their  right  and  power  to 
impose  conditions  in  these  matters  ?  If 
they  did,  shame  would  stand  on  all  their 
faces  and  all  their  beads.  The  Colonial 
Secretary  admits  the  intention  of  the  Go^ 
vernment  to  do  this  injustice.  The  pro* 
oeeding  altogether  was  most  unjustifiable, 
and  while  the  people  of  this  country  were 
struggling  for  their  rights,  he  would  ask, 
were  they  not  bound  to  assist  the  colonies, 
and  protect  them  against  oppression  to  the 
utmost  of  their  power  ?  He  trusted  the 
House  of  Commons  would  never  sanction 
such  a  shameful  exercise  of  power;  he 
trusted  the  House  would  recollect  that, 
some  years  ago,  when  supplies  were  voted 
by  the  House  pf  Assembly  for  six  months, 
and  that  a  sum  of  6,35U»  was  left  unap- 
propriated, in  the  hope  that  the  local 
government  would  redress  the  grievance 
of  keeping  op  the  establishment  for  which 
that  grant  was  formerly  made,  the  colo« 
nial  Oovernmeut  failed  to  correct  the 
abuse;  and  what  was  the  result?  The 
Governor  took  that  sum  out  of  the  military 
chest.  When  slating  thit  fact  be  directed 
his  observation  more  particularly  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  who  waa 
Colonial  Secretary  at  the  time,  and  be 
did  it  with  the  more  confidence  beoausa 
Lord  Qleoelgi  in  one  of  bia  diipatohe% 
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had  admitted  that  the  House  of  Assembly  | 
had  the  right  to  withhold  the  supplies  or 
not  as  they  saw  fit.  Now,  when  these 
grievances  were  not  redressed,  and  the 
House  of  Assembly  refused  the  supplies, 
the  Governor,  with  the  sanction  of  the 
Colonial  Secretary,  seized  the  money; 
and  was  not  that  a  monstrous  proceeding  ? 
Was  not  that  robbing  the  public  purse  ? 
Why,  what  would  be  said  if  a  minister 
here  took  1,000/.,  or  any  sum,  out  of  the 
Exchequer,  for  any  purpose,  without  the 
consent  of  the  House  of  Commons? 
Would  not  a  motion  to  sanction  such  a 
proceeding  be  rejected  unanimously? 
Yet  such  a  proceeding  had  taken  place  in 
Canada  with  the  sanction  of  the  Colonial- 
office.  He  must  say,  that  such  a  measure 
was  highly  unconstitutional,  and  if  the 
House  of  Commons  represented  completely 
the  sentiments  of  the  people,  Mr.  Rice 
and  others  would  have  been  impeached 
and  called  upon  to  answer  for  their  con- 
duct at  the  time  of  this  transaction. 

Mr.  Roebuck  moved,  that  the  House  be 
counted.  But  more  than  forty  Members 
being  present,  the  debate  proceeded. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  in  continuation,  that 
while  the  House  was  sitting  and  deliber- 
ating on  the  liberties  of  six  hundred  thou- 
sand of  their  fellow-citizens,  it  might  have 
been  expected  that  more  than  fifty  Mem- 
bers would  have  been  present.  The  hon. 
Member,  after  adverting  to  a  declaration 
of  the  people  of  Canada,  in  which  they 
set  forth  their  grievances,  and  prayed  for 
redress,  said,  the  Government,  in  spite 
of  the  declarations  and  petitions  of  the 
people  of  Canada,  was  determined  to  per- 
severe, and  called  upon  the  House  of 
Commons  to  assist  in  passing  a  Coercion 
Bill  against  the  House  of  Assembly  to 
enable  it  to  trample  on  the  rights  of  the 
people  of  Canada.  The  language  of  the 
noble  Lord  amounted  to  that;  and  the 
language  of  the  noble  Lord  was  the  lan- 
guage of  all  the  Cabinet  Ministers.  They 
had  made  it  a  Cabinet  question — they  had 
all  agreed  in  a  measure  for  oppressing  the 
people  of  Canada;  and  they  called  on 
that  House  to  aid  and  join  them  in  coun- 
tenancing such  illegal  proceedings.  If 
the  majority  of  that  House  were  to  be  the 
tools  of  the  Cabinet  in  this  transaction,  it 
was  high  time  for  him,  and  those  who 
acted  with  him,  to  tell  the  people  of  Ca- 
nada what  to  do^to  tell  them  that  they 
themselvea  must  provide  the  remedy. 
Tbeir  prayers  here  had  been  refused— they 


had  been  oppressed  by  the  Colonial  Mi- 
nister— they  had  appealed  to  the  throne, 
and  all  in  vain.  Hating,  as  he  did,  op- 
pression at  home  or  abroad,  and  indignant 
that  he  should  be  called  on  to  act  as  a 
co-oppressor  against  the  rights  of  men, 
and  least  of  all  against  the  rights  of  his 
fellow-subjects,  he  must  express  the 
greatest  regret  that  such  resolutions  had 
ever  been  brought  forward.  The  noble 
Lord  in  excuse  said  the  House  of  Assem« 
bly  had  refused  the  supplies.  He  denied 
that,  and  the  Cabinet,  therefore,  pro- 
ceeded on  a  false  pretence  to  take  away 
the  rights  and  privileges  of  their  fellow- 
subjects.  He  trusted  that  a  difierent 
course  would  be  pursued,  that  means 
would  be  adopted  for  satisfying  the  people 
of  that  country,  and  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  reflect  before  it  was  too  late. 
He  regretted  the  noble  Lord  was  not  pre- 
sent, because  he  was  more  likelv  to  be 
open  to  conviction  than  some  of  those 
with  whom  he  acted.  He  did  not  believe 
it  was  the  act  of  the  noble  Lord,  but,  on 
the  contrary,  he  believed  he  was  the 
dupe  oflhose  who  had  got  up  the  scheme. 
Had  the  noble  Lord  been  present  he  would 
have  asked  him  if  he  were  prepared  to  act 
on  a  principle  difierent  from  that  on  which 
he  would  act  towards  Ireland.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Bath  had  made  the  cases  of 
the  two  countries  as  identical  as  possible, 
and  the  noble  Lord,  in  answer  to  speeches 
made  by  hon.  Members  on  the  otherside 
of  the  House,  asking  why  he  interfered 
with  the  system  of  Government  existing 
in  Ireland,  said  he  considered  it  his  duty 
to  interfere  whenever  grievances  existed 
and  redress  was  refused.  The  noble  Lord 
had  said,  he  would  follow  the  advice  of 
Mr.  Fox,  and  that  advice  was,  that  con- 
cession should  be  made  to  the  people  of 
Ireland,  and  if  he  found  he  had  not  con- 
ceded enough,  he  would  concede  more. 
«  My  wish,"  said  Mr.  Fox, "  is,  that  the 
whole  people  of  Ireland  should  have  the 
same  principles,  the  same  system,  the 
same  operation  of  Government;  and 
though  it  may  be  a  subordinate  consider- 
ation that  all  classes  should  have  an  equal 
chance  of  emolument,  in  other  words,  I 
would  have  the  whole  Irish  Government 
regulated  by  Irish  notions  and  Irish  pre- 
judices, and  I  firmly  believe,  according  to 
another  Irish  expression,  that  the  more 
she  is  under  the  Irish  Government  the 
more  she  will  be  bound  to  English  in- 
terests." That  was  the  principle  on  which 
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tbe  noble  Lord  had  proposed  to  act  to- 
wards Ireland,  but  now  nothing  was  held 
out  to  Canada  but  threats  and  coercion. 
He  should  have  thought  the  Government 
would  have  been  tired  of  coercion ;  they 
ought  to  learn  experience  from  the 
Irish  Coercion  Bill,  for  all  the  evil  pre- 
dicted of  it  had  been  verified.  He  would 
ask  if  Canada  would  be  more  satisfied  than 
Ireland  unless  the  same  principle  was 
acted  upon --the  principle  of  Mr.  Fox,  that 
the  best  way  to  govern  Ireland  was  to 
let  her  have  her  own  way.  He  would 
advise  the  noble  Lord,  therefore,  to  adhere 
to  that  principle,  and  govern  Canada  as 
he  would  govern  Ireland.  There  were  a 
number  of  passages  in  the  Report  of  the 
Commissioners  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  grievances  complained  of  in  Lower 
Canada,  which  recommended  measures 
incompatible  with  the  constitution  of  Ca- 
nada. It  would  be  much  better  for  his 
Majesty's  Ministers  to  go  openly  to  work, 
and  to  repeal  the  constitution  of  that 
country*  i)id  any  one  suppose  that  the 
people  of  Canada  would  be  alarmed  by 
such  a  paper  as  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
missioners going  ont  to  them?  Let  the 
House  remember  that  the  people  of  no 
country  were  long  dissatisfied  without 
having  good  ground  for  their  discontent. 
To  the  grievances  which  the  people  of 
Canada  already  suffered  was  now  to  be 
added  the  grievance  which  the  noble 
Lord  proposed  to  inflict  upon  them  by  his 
resolutions.  He  raised  his  voice  on  the 
part  of  the  people  of  England  against  such 
a  proceeding.  The  people  of  England, 
while  they  maintained  their  own  rights, 
were  always  desirous  of  supporting  the 
rights  of  others.  It  was  in  opposition  to 
their  feelings  that  the  just  complaints  of 
others  should  be  neglected.  The  Cana- 
dians were  men  like  ourselves.  If  we 
superseded  all  their  constitutional  rights, 
if  we  deprived  them  of  the  privilege  of  le- 
gislation with  reference  to  their  own 
finances,  and  compelled  them  to  pay 
money  to  persons  whom  they  considered 
unworthy, thepeopleof  England  would  unite 
in  reprobation  of  such  conduct.  So  much 
with  regard  to  Lower  Canada.  Now  for 
Upper  Canada.  He  had  only  that  day  seen 
a  document,  published  recently  in  a  London 
newspaper,  in  which  he  was  charged,  in  no 
measured  terms,  with  holding  treasonable 
opinions  towards  the  people  of  Upper 
Canada.  He  would  then,  and  once  for 
%lli  show  how  little  liable  he  was  to  that 


charge  ;  although,  when  he  considered  by 
whom  it  was  made,  and  the  tone  in  which 
it  was  couched,  he  could  not  believe  that 
it  would  for  a  moment  be  believed  by  any 
rational  person.  The  document  to  which 
he  alluded  was  published  in  The  Times ; 
and  it  purported  to  be  the  report  of  a 
Select  Committee  of  the  House  of  Assembly 
of  Upper  Canada,  to  which  had  been 
referred  the  consideration  of  a  petition  of 
Mr.  T.  Duncombe,  a  Member  of  the  House 
of  Assembly,  which  had  been  presented 
to  the  House  of  Commons.  That  petition 
was  presented  to  the  House  of  Commons 
in  the  last  Session  of  Parliament,  just 
before  the  prorogation.  He  (Mr.  Hume) 
had  been  requested  to  present  it,  as  he 
had  before  presented  other  petitions  from 
Canada.  He  would  now  make  a  few 
observations  upon  the  report  of  the  Com- 
mittee ;  hoping  that  no  time  would  be 
lost  in  obtaining  from  the  Government  of 
Upper  Canada  those  documents  which 
would  enable  him  to  contradict  the 
statements  of  that  report  completely.  At 
the  same  time  he  must  at  once  protest 
against  its  being  supposed  to  speak  the 
sentiments  of  the  House  of  Assembly.  He 
knew  from  whom  it  emanated.  The  Com* 
mittee  was  composed  of  six  Tories  and 
three  Reformers  ;  and  he  repeated  his 
protest  against  their  being  supposed  to 
speak  the  sentiments  of  the  House.  In 
that  report,  after  alluding  to  Mr.  Dun- 
combe's  staten\pnts  and  endeavouring 
to  refute  them,  the  Committee  thus  pro- 
ceeded : — 

*'  Before  closing  their  report  the  Committee 
feel  it  their  duty  to  call  the  attention  of  your 
hon.  House  and  the  country  to  the  fact  that  the 
petition  of  Mr.  Duncombe  was  presented  to 
the  House  of  Commons  by  Mr.  Joseph  Hume, 
a  Member  of  the  Imperial  Parliament  for  the 
county  of  Middlesex,  and  that  that  Gentleman 
appears  to  hare  been  chosen  as  the  agent 
through  whom  Mr.  Duncombe  and  Mr.  Ronert 
Baldwin  have  conducted  their  communications 
with  the  Colonial-office.  And  it  further 
appears  from  letters  of  Mr.  Hume  addressed 
to  some  of  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown,  that 
he  is  desirous  of  representing  himself  as  the 
agent,  or,  at  all  events,  as  being  authorised 
to  express  the  sentiments,  of  the  people  of 
Upper  Canada  on  the  subject  of  their  political 
feelings,  and  the  public  affairs  of  the  province. 
Your  Committee  are  of  opinion,  that  the  honour 
and  character  of  his  Majesty's  loyal  subjects 
in  this  proYince  require  that  it  should  be 
promptly  and  emphatically  declared  by  theSr 
representatives  that  Mr.  Hume  is  among  the 
last  men  they  would  select  to  advocate  their 
cause,  or  represent  their  feelings  or  wishes  tp 
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llie  Briash  nation.    Tb«   people  of  Upper 

Canada  recollect  that  in  the  year  1834  Mr. 
Joseph  Hume  addressed  a  letter  to  a  correspond 
dent  of  his  in  this  country,  which,  referring  to 
his  correspondent's  recent  expulsion  from  and 
re-election  to  the  assembly,  contained  the 
following  treasonable  language  and  advice: 
— '  Your  triumphant  election  on  the  16th,  and 
ejection  from  the  assembly  on  the  17tfa,  must 
hasten  that  crisis  which  is  fast  approaching 
in  the  affairs  of  the  Canadas,  and  which  will 
terminate  in  independence  and  freedom  from 
the  baneful  domination  of  the  mother  country, 
and  the  tyrannical  conduct  of  a  small  and 
despicable  faction  in  the  colony.  Th^  pro- 
ceedings between  1772  and  1782,  in  America, 
ought  not  to  be  forgotten,  and  to  the  honour  of 
Americans,  and  for  the  interest  of  the 
civilized  world,  let  their  conduct  and  the 
result  be  ever  in  view.*  And  when  it  is 
remembered  with  what  indignation  and 
disgust  the  publication  of  tins  detestable 
communication  was  received  throughout  the 
province,  his  Majesty's  loyal  subiects  cannot 
but  regard  with  abhorrence  the  idea  that  the 
person  who  had  thus  insulted  them  should 
be  supposed  by  their  Sovereign  and  their 
fellow  subjects  in  the  United  Kingdom  to  be 
their  accredited  agent — ^that  they  held  any 
communication  with  him,  or  that  he  was  in  an^ 
way  clothed  with  authority  to  speak  their 
sentiments  or  represent  their  views,  on  any 
salject,  public  or  private."-^ 

This  was  the  charge  made  against  him. 
To  repel  it,  it  became  necessary  for  him 
to  read  to  the  House  the  letter  on  which 
this  charge  was  founded.  It  was  addressed 
to  W.  L.  M'Kenzie,  Esq.,  M.P.,  York, 
Upper  Canada,  and  was  as  follows  : — 

'*  Bryanston-square,  March  29* 

''  My  dear  Sir— I  lately  received  files  of  the 
Findicator  and  Reformer  journals,  and  am 
pleased  to  observe  that  the  electors  of  the 
county  of  York  continue  firm  and  consistent 
in  their  support  to  you,  and  that  you  manifest 
the  same  oetermined  spirit  of  opposition  to 
abuse  and  misrule. 

"  The  Government  and  the  majority  of  the 
assembly  appear  to  have  lost  the  little  portion 
of  common  sense  and  the  prudence  which 
society  in  general  now  possess,  and  they 
sacrifice  the  greatest  of  public  principles  in 
gratifying  a  paltry  and  mean  revenge  against 
you. 

"  Your  triumphant  election  on  the  16th, 
and  ejeciion  from  the  assembly  on  the  17th, 
must  hasten  that  crisis  which  is  fast  approaching 
in  the  afiairs  of  the  Canadas,  and  which  will 
terminate  in  independence  and  freedom  from 
the  baneful  domination  of  the  mother  country, 
and  the  tyrannical  conduct  of  a  small  and 
despicable  faction  in  the  colony. 

^  I  regret  to  think  that  the  proceedings  of 
Mr.  Stanley,  which  manifest  as  little  knowledge 
of  mankind  as  they  prove  his  ignorance  of  the 


spirit  and  liberal  feelings  of  the  present 
generation,  encourage  your  enemies  to  per-, 
severe  in  the  course  they  have  taken.  But  I 
confidently  trust  that  the  hieh-roinded  people 
of  Canada  will  not,  in  these  da^s,  be  overawed 
or  cheated  of  their  rights  and  liberties  by  such 
men.  Your  cause  is  their  cause — your  defeat 
would  be  their  subjugation.  Go  on,  therefore, 
I  beseech  you,  and  success  —  glorious 
success  —  must  inevitably  crown  your  joint 
efforts. 

''  Mr.  Stanley  must  be  taught  that  the  follies 
and  wickedness  of  Mr.  Pitt's  Government,  in 
the  commencement  of  the  French  revolution, 
cannot  be  repeated  now,  either  at  home  or 
abroad,  without  results  very  different  from 
that  which  then  took  place.  The  proceedings 
between  1772  and  1782  in  America  ought 
not  to  be  forgotten,  and  to  the  honour  of  the 
Americans,  and  for  the  interest  of  the  civilised 
world,  let  their  conduct  and  the  result  be  ever 
in  view. 

**  I  remain,  yours  sincerely, 
^  JostPR  HVMfi. 

''  P.S.  The  people  in  lower  Canada  are 
taking  the  means  of  forcing  their  afiairs 
on  the  Governmenti  and  wiU  I  hope  sue* 
ceed." 

The  UoQse  wonld  see  how  difibrent 
theee  sentiments  were  from  those  imputed 
to  him  in  the  report  of  the  committee  of 
the  House  of  Assembly.  Would  any 
friend  of  liberty  censure  him  for  applaud* 
ing  the  conduct  of  the  United  States  of 
America  in  their  successful  struggle  for 
independence?  But  for  their  glorious  ex« 
ample,  the  cause  of  freedom  would,  at  a 
later  period,  have  been  overwhelmed  in 
Europe.  Long  might  it  flourish ;  and  let 
that  iustice  be  done  to  Canada  which 
would  prevent  the  active  defence  of  that 
cause  from  becoming  a  matter  of  duty. 
The  lying  report  of  the  committee  of  the 
House  of  Assembly  declared  that  hit 
(Mr.  Hume's)  letter  had  been  received  with 
disgust  and  indignation  throughout  the 
province.  He  held  in  his  hand  resolutions 
which  had  been  agreed  to  by  the  common 
council  of  the  city  of  Toronto,  which  he  will 
read  to  the  House.  [[The  hon.  Gentleman 
here  read  the  resolutions  to  which  he  had 
adverted.  They  bestowed  the  highest  en. 
comiums  upon  him  for  his  sentiments  and 
conduct  with  respect  to  Upper  Canada, 
and  spoke  with  reprobation  of  the  unhappy 
|X>licy  which  had  so  long  been  pursued 
towards  that  province  by  his  Majesty's 
successive  Governments,  and  especially  by 
that  government  of  which  Mr.  Stanley  was 
the  Colonial  Secretary.]  But  that  was 
not  all ;  similar  expressions  of  approbation 
of  his  conduct  had  proceeded  from  twenty 
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eoufttie*  $nA  twenty  townt  of  the  profinee. 
[The  bon.  Member  here  read  several  of 
tbote  docoDients,  and  especially  one  from 
the  township  of  Caledon/]  It  might  be 
asked,  what  had  ioduced  him  to  write  the 
letter  which  he  had  written  to  Mr.  M'Ken- 
zie?  His  answer  was,  indignation  at  the 
conduct  of  the  noble  Lord  opposite.  When 
Lord  Qoderich  was  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonial  Department,  his  Lordship 
had  sent  a  dispatch  to  the  Governor  of 
Upper  Canada^  expressing  a  wish  that  the 
grievances  complained  of  by  the  inhabi- 
tants of  that  province  should  be  taken 
into  consideration.  When  that  dispatch 
was  laid  on  the  table  of  the  House  of 
Assembly,  it  was  treated  with  marked  dis- 
respect and  insult  by  the  Attorney  and 
Soiicitor-Oeneral.  The  hon.  Member  pro- 
ceeded to  advert  to  a  second  dispatch  of 
Lord  Qoderieh,  in  which  that  noble  Lord 
stated  that  he  thought  the  Attorney  and 
Solicitor«General  were  bound  to  act  to  the 
best  of  their  views,  but  that  if  they  differed 
from  his  Majesty's  Government,  it  was  ob- 
vioiis  that  they  could  not  remain  in  office 
with  advantage ;  and  in  order,  therefore, 
that  those  gentlemen  might  be  at  liberty 
to  follow  the  dictates  of  their  own  judg- 
ment, he  (Lord  Godericb)  had  his  Ma- 
jesty's commands,  that  on  the  receipt  of 
the  dispatch,  they  should  be  relieved  from 
the  daties  of  their  respective  offices.  This 
dispatch  was  in  reply  to  a  communication 
that  had  been  made  to  the  Government  at 
home.  These  gentlemen,  then,  were  the 
firebrands;  and  when  they  came  home, 
aAer  being  superseded,  the  noble  Lord 
(Stanley),  who  was  at  that  time,  unfor- 
tunately, at  the  head  of  the  Colonial  De- 
partment, thought  fit,  in  despite  of  and  in 
the  teeth  of  Lord  Goderich's  dispatch,  to 
promote  one  of  these  Gentlemen  to  a  judge- 
ship in  Newfoundland.  What  was  the 
consequence  ?  Why,  that  in  the  elections 
which  took  place  some  time  after,  such  was 
the  disgust  of  the  people  of  Canada  at 
the  proceedings  which  had  taken  place, 
and  at  the  conduct  of  the  Government, 
that  every  one  of  the  Reformers — of  those 
men  who  associated  themselves  '^  with 
Mr.  Hume,  the  firebrand*' — were  returned 
by  iaree  majorities  by  the  people  of  Upper 
Ganaoa,  who  approved  of  his  letter  and 
of  his  conduct.  That  letter  was  received 
with  the  warmest  approbation  by  the  offi- 
cial bodies ;  and  when  a  vote  of  censure 
on  him  was  proposed  by  the  deputy  grand 
maiCer  of  thoOrangemen  in  the  colony,  (to 


whom,  by  the  by,  he  had  Mnce  given  A 
lift)— joined  by  all  the  Toriea— 4hat  vote 
was  lost.  The  ex* Attorney-General  of  the 
colony,  who  had  been  stated  to  be  snch  a 
temperate  man,  in  expressing  his  opinion 
upon  the  letter,  had  done  ao  in  terms  which 
little  accorded  with  the  character  which 
had  been  given  him.  The  hon.  Member 
here  read  an  extract  of  a  speech  attributed 
to  this  Attorney-General,  in  which  he  de* 
nounced  those  who  supported  Mr.  Hume's 
party,  and  declared  that  he  spurned  them ; 
that  they  were  his  utter  detestation  ;  that 
they  were  recreants  to  their  Sovereign. 
He  now  came  to  another  charge.  By  a 
resolution  of  the  House  of  Assembly,  they 
had  agreed  to  the  appointment  of  a  select 
Committee,  on  the  petition  of  Mr.  Dun- 
combe,  which  he  (Mr.  Hume)  had  pre- 
sented last  year  to  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  the  prayer  of  which  he  had  been  re- 
quested to  support ;  and  he  was  astonished 
that  a  Committee  should  have  been  (band 
to  tell  such  lies  and  falsehoods.  It  oi>ly  re* 
mained  for  him,  however,  to  say,  that  all 
the  charges  made  in  that  report,  so  far  as 
they  were  levelled  against  him,  were  wholly 
unfounded.  He  might,  perhaps,  read  the 
resolutions  which  had  been  agreed  to  in 
respect  to  his  letter,  and  indeed  he  had  got 
the  official  documents ;  but  he  could  state 
with  confidence,  that  there  was  not  one 
allegation  in  the  document  to  which  he  had 
referred,  in  respect  to  the  manner  in  which 
his  letter  had  been  received,  that  was 
true.  The  hon.  Gentleman,  in  order  to 
establish  the  fact  that  that  letter  had  been 
well  received,  and  that  hts  own  con- 
duct had  been  approved  of,  proceeded 
to  read,  in  a  low  tone,  various  extracts 
from  private  letters  which  he  had  received 
from  parties  whom  he  did  not  name. 
One  of  them  dated  29th  of  June,  1834, 
commenced  with  the  words,  "  I  congratu- 
late the  colony  on  the  removal  of  Mr. 
Stanley,  from  what  I  know  of  Mr.  Rice 
and  from  what  has  passed."  But  he  had 
been  lamentably  deceived  in  Mr.  Rice. 
Never  did  any  man  deceive  his  expecta- 
tions more  than  Mr.  Rice  had  done.  The 
right  hon.  Grentleman  ought  to  be  im- 
peached. With  regard  to  the  resolntions 
propounded  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  he 
objected  to  them  in  toto.  If  that  House 
were  to  pass  resolutions  which  affected  Ca- 
nada, they  must  be  so  framed  as  to  meet 
the  wishes  and  wants  of  the  great  majority 
of  the  people  of  Canada,  who  for  ten  years 
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bad  been  suiTeriDg  ander  admitted  griev- 
ances. He  had  shown  the  House  that  they 
had  petitioned  in  the  years  1827, 1829,  and 
1834;  they  had  appealed  to  the  King  in 
Council ;  and  they  had  come  to  certain  re- 
solutions also  in  the  year  1834.  In  all 
these  instances  they  sought  for  nothing  but 
to  manage  their  affairs  themselves,  and  to 
secure  the  advantages  of  good  government ; 
but  the  present  administration  stepped  in 
to  prevent  this  by  insisting  on  retaining 
a  Legislative  Council.  If  they  annulled 
the  just  rights  of  the  Canadians  they  would 
commit  a  direct  robbery  upon  them  ;  and 
must  expect  that  men  thus  used  would  not 
voluntarily  submit  to  have  all  those  privi* 
leges  which  they  now  enjoyed  taken  from 
them.  If  the  House  of  Assembly  did  not 
vote  the  supplies  of  money,  was  the  House 
of  Commons  to  carry  on  the  legislation  of 
Canada.  If  that  were  intended,  it  would 
be  better  to  repeal  the  constitution  of  Ca- 
nada and  with  it  the  act  of  1831.  In  con- 
clusion, the  hon.  Member  contended  that 
he  had  made  out  a  case  which  was  not  to 
be  disputed,  that  there  were  grievances 
still  existing  with  reference  to  the  colony  of 
Canada ;  that  those  abuses  had  not  been 
removed ;  that  the  Canadians  had  rights 
as  well  as  we  had  ;  and  that  it  was  now 
intended  by  resolutions  of  that  House  to 
deprive  the  Canadians  of  what  they  were 
by  law  entitled  to.  He  should  give  every 
opposition  to  the  resolutions,  and  he  hoped 
the  House  would  pause  before  it  sanctioned 
them. 

Mr.  William  Gladstone  would  not  have 
been  desirous  to  trespass  on  the  attention 
of  the  House  upon  the  present  occa- 
sion had  the  case  which  his  Majesty's  Go* 
vemment  had  brought  forward  been  such 
as  to  render  it  incumbent  on  any  one  who 
was  connected  with  or  took  an  mterest  in 
the  CanadaSy  be  his  political  opinions  what 
they  might,  to  render  to  the  Government 
every  support  in  his  power.  The  case  be- 
fore them  was  not  one  which  bound  them 
as  a  party,  and  the  question  which  they 
were  called  to  decide  that  night  was 
whether  they  would  consent  to  the  separa- 
tion of  Lower  Canada  from  the  empire. 
He  was  not  one  of  those  who  were  to  be 
frightened  out  of  an  opinion  by  the  vote 
which  he  might  feel  called  upon  to  give, 
or  to  hesitate  upon  the  alternative  on  which 
he  would  act  when  the  separation  of  Lower 
Canada  might  follow  from  not  adopting 
the  resolutions  which  were  proposed  by  his 
Majesty's  Government.    All  colonies  were 


'  to  be  regarded  as  the  children  of  the 
parent  country.  He  did  not  mean  to  say, 
that  we  ought  to  maintain  the  institutions 
of  Canada  for  ever  in  the  subordinate 
situation  in  which  they  now  existed,  but 
he  thought  it  was  a  vain  distinction  to 
claim  for  the  Houses  of  Legislature  there  a 
position  which  was  analogous  to  that  of 
the  Legislature  in  this  country,  so  long  as 
they  were  in  the  situation  of  a  colony. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  who  was 
an  economist  of  every  thing  except  the 
public  time,  had  chosen,  after  a  disquisi- 
tion on  the  affairs  of  Lower  Canada,  which 
was  certainly  not  restricted  within  narrow 
limits,  to  superadd  a  disquisition  of  one 
hour's  duration  on  the  state  of  Upper 
Canada.  The  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Hume)  had  quoted  the  sentiments  of  the 
Members  of  the  common  council  of 
Toronto  as  if  they  were  to  be  taken  as  in- 
dicating the  general  feelings  of  the  coun- 
try. Let  the  House  see  with  how  much 
truth  they  could  be  regarded  in  that  light. 
Were  the  gentlemen  who  recorded  the 
opinions  quoted  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Middlesex  still  members  of  the  common 
council  of  Toronto?  On  the  contrary, 
these  gentlemen,  as  he  understood — in  no 
small  degree  on  account  of  the  vote  they 
had  passed  in  favour  of  the  opinions  ex- 
pressed by  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex 
in  his  letter — were  shortly  afterwards 
ejected  from  the  common  council,  and 
were  succeeded  by  gentlemen  who,  amongst 
their  first  acts,  expunged  from  the  records 
of  their  body  that  very  resolution  of  their 

gredecessors  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
liddlesex  had  quoted  with  so  much 
seeming  triumph.  So  much,  then,  for  the 
hon.  Member  m  Upper  Canada.  It  ap- 
peared that  he  had  been  fairly  drummed 
out  of  that  province,  although  the  hon. 
Member  seemed  to  think  that  he  had  still 
some  ground  to  occupy  in  Lower  Canada. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  talked  much 
about  the  grievances  of  Lower  Canada; 
but  throughout  the  whole  of  his  pro- 
tracted speech  he  did  not  succeea  in 
establishing  one  single  case  of  real  griev- 
ance. What  were  the  grievances  of  Lower 
Canada  ?  Was  personal  security  invaded  ? 
Was  property  inadequately  protected  by 
the  laws  ?  Was  religion  oppressed  ?  Was 
taxation  heavy?  Upon  which  of  these 
several  particulars,  the  usual  grounds  of 
grievance,  had  the  people  of  Lower 
Canada  reason  to  complain?  The  hon. 
Gentleman,  who  talked  so  much  and  so 
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long  about  the  erievances  of  the  people  of 
that  proyince,  alleged  after  all  but  one,  and 
what  did  that  amoant  to?  It  amounted 
to  this,  that  whereas  in  the  province  of 
Lower  Canada  the  scale  of  official  salaries 
was  with  respect  to  many  offices  so  ex- 
tremely low,  so  totally  inadequate  to  the 
maintenance  of  a  proper  officer,  therefore 
a  number  of  them  had  been  joined  together 
and  placed  in  the  hands  of  a  single  indi- 
vidual, and  the  Legislative  Council, 
though  repeatedly  requested  by  the  House 
of  Assembly,  had  uniformly  declined  to 
disjoin  the  offices  so  united,  and  by  that 
means  to  place  each  separate  office  in  the 
hands  of  a  class  of  society  totally  incom- 
petent to  the  proper  discharge  of  the  duties 
that  belonged  to  it.  This  was  the  sole 
grievance  alleged.  Did  it  constitute  a 
sufficient  reason  to  justify  the  House  of 
Assembly  in  stopping  the  supplies  ?  When 
he  said  that  persons  and  property  were 
secure  in  Lower  Canada  he  ought  to  look, 
perhaps,  to  one  contingency.  Property 
and  persons  were  secure  in  that  province 
as  far  as  the  Government  could  make  them 
BO ;  but  could  the  House  of  Commons  look 
to  that  security  as  permanent  when  they 
knew  that  the  judges  of  the  land  and  all 
the  other  officers  of  the  Provincial  Govern- 
ment had  had  their  salaries  withheld  from 
them  for  the  last  four  or  five  years  ?  If 
there  were  danger  of  convulsion  in  Lower 
Canada,  it  would  notarise  from  taking  the 
course  which  the  Government  invited 
them  to  adopt,  but  from  suffering  the 
present  state  of  things  in  the  province  to 
continue.  The  hon.  Member  for  Middle- 
sex said  that  the  House  of  Assembly  would 
grant  the  supplies  upon  this  condition, 
that  the  offices  at  present  united  should  be 
disjoined  and  placed  in  the  hands  of  se- 
parate individuats.  Was  that  the  fact? 
It  was  true  that  the  House  of  Assembly 
proposed  to  grant  the  supplies  for  six 
months  upon  that  condition,  but  would 
such  a  grant  compensate  these  officers  for 
four  or  five  years'  arrears  ?  And  did  it  not 
stand  out  as  a  fact  that  those  arrears 
which  had  been  incurred,  and  which  the 
public  and  that  House  were  pledged  to 
pay,  were  refused  to  be  defrayed  by  the 
provincial  legislature  of  Lower  Canada 
except  upon  the  condition  of  the  home 
Government  consenting  to  an  organic 
change  in  the  Canadian  constitution  ? 
Did  the  hon.  Gentleman  mean  to  deny 
that  at  that  moment  payment  of  the  ar- 
rears was  refused  by  the  House  of  Assem- 
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bly  unless  the  home  Government  would 
consent  to  the  establishment  of  an  elective 
Council.  Then  the  case  stood  thu8»-in 
a  country  where  life  and  property  were 
secure,  where  there  was  no  oppressive  law, 
where  the  franchise  was  wide  and  liberal, 
where  the  church  of  the  majority  was  in 
possession  of  the  church  property,  where 
there  was  no  tangible  grievance  capable  of 
being  put  into  terms  and  brought  before 
that  House — in  such  a  country  the  Impe- 
rial Legislature  was  called  upon  to  grant 
an  organic  change  in  the  constitution  as 
the  condition  upon  which,  for  the  future, 
the  supplies  necessary  to  carry  on  the  go- 
vernment of  the  province  should  be  voted 
by  the  Provincial  Legislature.  Then  the 
question  that  lay  before  them  was  one  be- 
tween the  support  of  a  government,  the 
maintenance  of  tranquillity  and  order,  on 
the  one  hand,  and  the  acknowledgment  of 
the  absolutism  of  the  popular  will  on  the 
other.  The  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex 
alluded  to  the  composition  of  the  Legis- 
lative Council,  and  complained  that  men 
had  been  placed  upon  it  who  were  wholly 
unfit  to  discharge  the  duties  which  at- 
tached to  the  members  of  so  important  a 
branch  of  the  Legislature.  It  was  true 
that  there  had  been  one  instance  of  mis- 
conduct on  the  part  of  a  member  of  the 
Legislative  Council,  and  he  certainly 
thought  that  that  constituted  the  last  re- 
maining grievance  of  the  people  of  Lower 
Canada^^a  grievance,  by  the  bye,  which 
the  home  Government  had  taken  means  to 
prevent  for  the  future.  As  far  as  the 
alleged  undue  preference  of  the  English 
race  was  concerned,  he  begged  the  House 
to  look  for  a  moment  at  the  fact.  During 
the  administration  of  the  last  two  go- 
vernors of  Lower  Canada  there  had,  he 
believed,  been  eighteen  appointments  to 
the  Legislative  Council,  and  of  those 
eighteen  appointments  ten  had  been  given 
to  persons  of  French  origin,  and  the  re- 
maining eight  to  persons  of  English  de« 
scent.  It  was  true  that  ten  did  not  bear 
that  proportion  to  eight  that  the  whole 
French  population  of  the  province  did  to 
the  British ;  but  it  must  be  remembered 
that  the  French  population  did  not  com<b 
prise  so  great  a  proportion  of  the  uppet 
class — of  persons  fit  to  be  appointed  to  so 
important  a  situation  as  that  of  a  membet 
of  the  Legislative  Council — as  the  British* 
It  could  not  be  said,  therefore,  that  any 
gross  or  glaring  partiality  had  been  ex- 
hibited in  the  appointments  that  of  late 
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^eanbftd  ba«n  made  to  the  LegtBlative 
CouDcii.  The  faon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Bath  read  them  a  lectare  the  other 
night  upon  the  extreme  expediency  of 
every  one  who  advanced  an  opinion  in 
that  House  telling  all  that  he  meant,  and 
leaving  nothing  in  reserve.  He  wished 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
acted  upon  that  principle  himself.  They 
were  told  that  the  conduct  of  the  I^gisla* 
tive  Council  was  the  point  upon  which 
were  concentrated  all  the  grievances  of 
Lower  Canada.  What  was  the  fact? 
The  Legislative  Conncil  had  been  the 
outwork  and  defence  of  the  Govern- 
ment. In  all  its  most  essential  acts  it  had 
been  countenanced  by  the  governor  and 
Executive  Council^  who  in  their  turn, 
had  been  borne  out  by  the  govern- 
ment at  home,  and  the  government  at 
home  had  been  borne  out  by  the  Im. 
perial  Parliament.  Two  Committees  had 
been  appointed  by  that  House,  the  one  in 
1828^  the  other  in  1834,  in  both  of  which 
the  (bllest  investigation  took  place  into 
the  affkirs  of  Lower  Canada;  and  the 
result  of  the  inquiry  was  in  both  instances 
to  Yindicate  the  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment. The  question^  then,  was  not  so 
much  one  between  the  House  of  Assembly 
and  the  Legislative  Council  in  Lower 
Canada  as  between  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  Ibr  Bath  and  the  Imperial 
Parliament  as  to  the  policy  that  had  been 
pursued  towards  the  province.  He  was 
glad  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
agreed  with  him  in  placing  the  question 
upon  that  ground.  But  observe  the  con- 
sequence :  the  question  would  assume  the 
aspect  of  a  struggle  between  the  colony 
and  the  British  nation.  He  did  not 
think  the  separation  of  the  colonies  from 
the  mother  country  was  at  all  times 
and  under  all  circumstances  to  be  re> 
garded  with  apprehension;  but  no  one, 
could  look  at  the  condition  of  Lower 
Canada  at  that  moment  and  not  perceive 
that  it  was  surrounded  by  difficulties 
which  would  make  a  separation  from  the 
mother  country  anything  but  advantageous 
to  itself.  What  was  the  situation  of 
Lower  Canada  ?  It  was  divided  between 
persons  of  two  different  races,  who  did  in 
fact  regard  each  other  as  ''  aliens  in  blood 
and  language,'*  and  between  whom  there 
unfortunately  existed  a  great  deal  of  ex- 
citement and  exasperation.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  the  Member  for 
Bttth,  had  spoken  of  a  "  howling  herd  of 


officials;*'  but  could  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  charge  any  one  individual  of  the 
class  whom  he  designated  in  such  dispa. 
raging  terms  with  a  dishonourable  act? 
Had  they  not  been  serving  the  public 
without  any  requital  for  the  last  five  or 
six  years?  Did  it,  then,  become  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  or  did  he  con- 
sider it  a  part  of  his  duty  towards  those 
whom  he  called  his  constituents,  to  insult 
men  who  had  been  placed,  by  no  act  of 
their  own,  in  a  situation  of  peculiar  hard* 
ship  and  difficulty.  It  little  became  any 
man  to  employ  such  terms  as  those  used  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath^ 
towards  the  officers  of  Lower  Canada ; 
but,  least  of  all,  did  it  become  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bath,  who, 
whilst  those  against  whom  he  railed  had 
been  kept  in  a  state  of  penury,  had  htm'- 
self  been  in  the  due  receipt  of  a  liberal 
salary.  What  was  the  difference  lietween 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath 
and  the  howling  herd  of  Canadian  officials. 
The  only  difference  was  this,  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  received 
his  salary,  without  the  sanction  of  the 
law,  whilst  the  officials,  who  held  regu- 
larly-constituted offices  under  (he  sanction 
of  the  law,  had  received  no  salary  for 
several  years,  although  they  had  continued 
punctually  and  faithfully  to  discharge  the 
duties  attached  to  their  situatibns.  This 
was  the  difference  between  these  Gentle- 
men and  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Bath,  and  it  was  upon  the  ground  of 
that  difference,  he  supposed,  that  they 
were  to  be  liable  to  all  tne  taunts  and  in- 
sults that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
men might  choose  to  throw  out  against 
them.  Then  it  was  said,  that  the  British 
party  in  Lower  Canada  was  composed  of 
nothing  more  than  a  miserable  monopo- 
lising minority  of  the  population  of  that 
province.  What  was  the  fact  ?  He  held 
in  his  hand  a  copy  of  a  petition  presented 
to  that  House  from  Montreal  in  the  year 
1834,  signed  by  10,197  of  this  despicable 
minority.  Did  this  hear  out  the  re- 
presentations made  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath  as  to  the 
nature  of  the  conflict  in  Lower  Canada  ? 
Did  it  show  (hat  the  popular  voice  was  all 
on  one  side,  and  that  the  British  interest 
was  supported  only  by  a  contemptible 
few?  Far  from  it.  It  showed  that 
there  was  a  great  division  between  the 
people  themselves,  a  division  accompanied 
with  great  exasperation  and  much  excite- 
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ment  of  feeling ;  and,  showing  this,  it 
proved  that  of  all  times  that  could  be 
chosen  to  discuss  the  question  of  the  se- 
parattoo  of  Lower  Canada  from  the 
mother  country,  the  present  was  the  very 
worst.  The  debates  in  that  House,  the 
speeches  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath 
and  his  coadjutors,  the  addresses  even  of  the 
House  of  Assembly  itself,  did  not  indi- 
cate the  whole  of  the  feeling  which  was 
entertained  upon  this  subject;  the 
journals  published  in  Lower  Canada, 
however,  showed  the  real  character  of  the 
feelings,  which  he  did  not  ascribe  to  the 
people  of  that  country,  but  to  the  de- 
magogues there.  Let  the  House  listen 
to  the  following  extract  from  a  Canadian 
newspaper^  called  the  Minerve: — "It 
will  be  seen,  according  to  this  statement, 
that  there  «exist  here  two  parties  of  op- 
posite interests  and  manners— the  Cana- 
dians and  the  English.  The  first,  because 
Ihey  are  Frenchmen,  have  all  the  habits 
and  character  of  such :  they  have  in- 
herited from  their  fathers  a  hatred  to  the 
English,  who,  in  their  turn,  seeing  in 
them  children  of  France,  detested  them. 
These  two  parties  cannot  remain — they 
form  a  bad  amalgamation  of  manners, 
habits,  and  religion,  which,  sooner  or 
later  must  lead  to  a  collision.'*  The  hon. 
Member  also  read  an  extract  from  a 
speech,  pretty  much  to  the  same  effect, 
delivered  by  Mr.  Rodier,  in  the  House  of 
Assembly,  in  which  the  speaker  bewailed 
over  '*  his  country  as  in  ruin  and  mourn- 
ing, presenting  one  vast  cemetery,  with 
the  voice  of  thousands  of  his  fellow- 
citiaens  issuing  from  their  tomb,  that 
British  emigration  was  the  cause  of  all 
their  miseries."  The  mother  country  was 
represented  as  *^  ridding  herself  of  her 
beggars  and  casting  them  in  thousands  on 
the  shores  of  Canada.*'  These,  he  feared, 
were  not  isolated  instances,  but  too  true 
specimens  of  the  temper  that  prevailed 
amongst  the  leaders  of  what  was  called 
the  popular  party  in  Lower  Canada. 
Was  this,  then,  the  (it  period  for  them 
to  enter  into  the  discussion  of  the  sepa- 
ration of  the  colony  from  the  mother 
country.  If  it  were  not  the  fitting 
period  for  them  to  enter  into  the 
discussion  of  that  question,  then  it 
followed  that  the  only  proper  course 
left  for  them  to  pursue  was  to 
adopt  the  plan  proposed  by  the  Govern- 
ment. The  question  at  issue  was  not  as 
19  the  constitution  and  importance  of  the 


Legislative  Council,  but  whether  the 
policy  pursued  by  this  country  towards  her 
colony  should  or  should  not  be  continued* 
The  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  had 
talked  of  revolution  and  civil  war.  For 
his  own  part,  he  did  not  believe,  that  the 
people  of  Lower  Canada,  wished  to  throw 
themselves  into  the  arms  of  the  United 
States.  What  had  been  the  conduct  of 
the  United  States  towards  those  com- 
munities that  she  had  amalgamated  with 
herself?  Had  she  continued  to  them  the 
same  degree  of  nationality  that  had  been 
preserved  to  Canada  under  the  dominion 
of  Great  Britain.  Would  the  inhabitants 
of  Lower  Canada  mend  their  condition  in 
reference  to  taxation  by  joining  the 
United  States  ?  At  present  he  believed 
the  people  of  Lower  Canada  were  free 
from  the  direct  influence  of  taxation,  and 
that  the  amount  of  revenue  annually 
paid  by  them  was  infinitely  less  than 
that  of  any  of  the  provinces  joined 
with  the  United  States.  It  had  been 
contended  in  the  course  of  the  debate 
that  the  creation  of  the  North  Ame« 
rican  Land  Company  was  one  of  the 
most  serious  grievances  of  which  Lower 
Canada  had  to  complain.  Nothing 
surely  could  be  more  absurd.  Here  was 
a  body  of  intelligent  Englishmen  who 
undertook  to  secure  to  Lower  Canada  the 
benefit  of  emigration,  having  by  their  skill, 
capital,  and  personal  superintendence! 
succeeded  in  removing  or  neutralizing  the 
dangers  formerly  attendant  on  emigration 
to  that  province,  and  who  sent  out  their 
capital,  and  employed  it  on  an  extensive 
scale  to  improve  the  face  of  the  country, 
and  to  facilitate  the  means  of  transit  from 
one  part  of  it  to  another.  To  say  that 
such  a  body  of  men  were  a  grievance  to  a 
country  was  ridiculous.  Supposing  Lower 
Canada  to  be  joined  with  the  Uuited 
States,  how  would  its  wild  lands  then  be 
disposed  of.  Unless  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  consented,  in  deference 
to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath, 
to  deviate  from  its  fixed  practice  in  the 
distribution  and  sale  of  wild  lands,  would 
the  Canadian  province  have  any  reason  to 
congratulate  itself  on  exchanging  the  do-* 
minion  of  Great  Britam  for  that  of  the 
United  States.  In  1831,  when  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Howick),  the  Member  for 
Northumberland,  had  charge  of  the  Colo- 
nial department  in  that  House,  and  brought 
forward  the  resolution  upon  which  Lord 
Ripon's  Act  was  founded,  how  did  the  hon. 
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Member  for  Middlesex  act?  He  promised 
that  if  the  Act  passed,  the  Canadian  civil 
list  should  be  granted.  The  Act  passed ; 
but  where  was  the  civil  list?  Up  to  the 
year  1831  the  attention  of  this  country  had 
not  been  sufficiently  directed  to  its  colo- 
nies, and  in  the  Canadas  many  things  had 
been  allowed  to  grow  up  which  required 
correction,  and  that  correction  was  admi- 
nistered by  the  Act  to  which  he  had  just 
referred.  He  therefore  took  the  year  1 83 1 
as  that  upon  which  the  course  now  pro« 
posed  by  the  Government  was  to  be  justi- 
fied. What  was  the  language  of  the 
House  of  Assembly  in  1831?  On  the 
28th  of  January,  in  that  year,  the  House 
of  Assembly  agreed  to  an  address,  ex- 
pressing an  earnest  desire  that  harmony 
should  exist  between  the  different  branches 
of  the  provincial  Legislature,  and  that  full 
effect  should  be  given  to  the  constitution 
of  the  province  as  established  by  law;  and 
that  aadress  was  signed  by  Mr.  Papineau, 
at  chairman  of  the  Assembly*  The  ques- 
tion, then,  that  be  wished  to  put  to  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  supported  the  amend- 
ment was  this :  if  there  were  no  grieyanices 
in  1831  that  induced  the  Assembly  to 
demand  a  change  in  the  constitution,  what 
grievances  had  since  arisen  that  could 
justify  the  House  of  Assembly  in  with- 
holding the  supplies,  and  making  an 
organic  change  in  the  constitution  the 
condition  of  granting  them.  He  thought 
it  was  perfectly  clear,  from  the  language 
used  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex, 
with  reference  to  the  future  conduct  of  the 
House  of  Assembly  of  Lower  Canada  (if, 
indeed,  he  was  the  responsible  organ  of 
that  body  as  he  was  then  supposed  to  have 
been)  on  the  occasion  of  the  passing  of 
Lord  Ripon's  Act,  that  that  body  would 
have  been  satisfied  to  have  proceeded  in 
harmony  with  the  government  of  that 
colony.  Did  the  hon.  Gentleman  believe 
that  that  Act  would  have  been  passed 
unless  upon  the  perfect  conviction  that  the 
House  of  Assembly  would  have  granted 
the  supplies  ?  The  Government,  in  passing 
that  Act,  were  entirely  deceived  in  their 
eipectations,  expectations  that  were  rea- 
sonable and  just.  If,  then,  there  was  no 
practical  grievance  affecting  the  people  of 
Lower  Canada,  which  justified  (and  he 
admitted  that  real  grievances  might  justify) 
a  demand  even  for  organic  change,  then 
what,  he  would  ask  was  the  ground  for 
stopping  the  supplies,  and  what  the  ground 
for  demanding  this  organic  change  ?  Was 


there  to  be  any  Government  in  lower 
Canada  -» were  there  to  be  courts  of 
justice — ^was  there  to  be  a  police  ?  Was 
there  to  be  any  protection  for  property— > 
any  safety  or  security  for  persons?  If 
there  were,  then  there  must  be  a  Govern- 
ment ;  and  if  a  Government,  it  must  be 
administered  by  persons ;  and  if  admi- 
nistered by  persons ;  he  apprehended  that 
those  persons  must  be  paid.  Did  that  House 
feel  itself  in  a  condition  to  refuse  to  those 
'*  howling  officials"  those  salaries,  for  the 
want  of  which,  indeed,  they  might  be 
almost  made  to  howl ;  and  for  the  want  of 
which  they  were  reduced  to  a  state  of  the 
greatest  difficulty  and  embarrassment  ?  If 
the  House  refused  them  their  salaries,  what 
alternative  was  there  but  to  dissolve  the 
Government  of  Lower  Canada  ?  They 
could  not  allow  those  persons  to  go  on 
administering  the  duties  of  Government, 
which  they  were  only  pledged  to  perform 
on  receiving  remuneration.  They  could 
not  allow  men  of  honour  to  discharge  those 
duties  without  providing  that  remuneration 
which  had  been  withheld  from  them  by 
the  House  of  Assembly.  Unless  that 
House  was  ready  to  adopt  an  organic 
change  in  the  constitution  of  Lower 
Canada,  with  the  perfect  knowledge  and 
conviction  that  that  organic  change 
would  only  be  the  first  of  a  series  of 
changes — for  the  change  now  demanded 
was  not  final  in  its  character — and  unless 
they  were  resolved  to  enter  upon  a 
boundless  course  of  unreasonable  con- 
cession, they  must  adopt  the  course 
which  was  proposed  by  his  Majesty's 
Ministers.  He  felt  all  the  pain  which 
his  Majesty's  Ministers  must  experience 
in  proposmg  such  a  course  to  the 
House.  A  course  undoubtedly  coercive  in 
its  nature  and  intended  to  set  aside  for  a 
time  the  privileges  and  principles  of  the 
constitution.  He  fully  agreed  that 
nothing  but  the  very  last  necessity  could 
justify  such  a  line  of  policy.  But  he 
agreed  also  with  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment in  thinking  that  a  case  of  urgent 
necessity  had  arisen.Hethoughtthatexperi- 
ments  had  been  tried  to  the  uttermost, 
patience  was  exhausted  ;  and  the  question 
now  was,  whether  the  Parliament  of  this 
country  would  consent  to  stand  disgraced 
and  dishonoured,  not  only  before  the 
people  of  Lower  Canada,  but  before  the 
whole  world  ;  or  whether  by  interposition, 
arising  out  of  the  necessity  of  the  case, 
and  limited  strictly  by  that  necessity,  it 
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would  relieve  the  honest  and  faithful 
servants  of  the  Crown  from  the  difficulties 
and  calamities  they  now  endured,  and  the 
Government  itself  from  the  moral 
degradation  into  which  it  would  fall,  were 
the  present  state  of  things  suffered  to  con- 
tinue ?  He  regretted  the  precise  terms  in 
which  the  fourth  resolution  was  framed. 
Hethoqght  the  resolution  went  beyond  the 
necessity  of  the  case.  The  principle  he 
would  venture  to  lay  down  was,  that 
where  it  was  their  object  to  manifest  the 
opinion  of  the  Imperial  Parliament  in  one 
particular  case  only  which  was  at  issue,  it 
was  desirable  not  to  pledge  the  Parliament 
or  the  Government  to  any  thing  beyond 
that  case.  By  acting  otherwise  they 
narrowed  too  much  the  ground  on  which 
they  had  to  proceed.  He  thought  it 
would  tend  greatly  to  prevent  any  disagree- 
ment, and  would  produce  a  very  strong  and 
general,  and  all  but  unanimous,  expression 
of  opinion  on  this  occasion  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  Under-Secretary  of  the 
Colonies,  would  devise  some  other  mode 
of  framing  the  fourth  resolution,  so  as  to 
obviate  the  objection  to  which  it  was  now 
liable.  In  that  case  he  should  give  his 
most  unqualified  support  to  the  propo- 
sitions of  nis  Majesty's  Ministers. 

Mr.  Labouchere  came  down  to  the 
House  prepared  to  give  a  reluctant  and 
silent,  but  he  must  add,  a  decided  vote  in 
favour  of  the  resolutions  proposed  to  the 
House  by  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for 
the  Home  Department.  But  some  things 
had  occurred  in  the  course  of  the  discussion 
which  had  made  him  desirous  of  stating, 
in  a  few  words,  the  grounds  upon  which 
that  vote  would  be  given.  It  had  fallen  to 
his  lot,  since  he  bad  had  the  honour  of  a 
seat  in  Parliament,  to  call  upon  the  House 
for  the  expression  of  its  opinion,  and  even 
to  adopt  resolutions  relating  to  the  colony, 
the  affairs  of  which  were  this  night  under 
discussion.  His  object  had  been  to  retain 
these  colonies  to  the  mother  country,  by 
every  means  in  our  power,  as  long  as  we 
could;  but,  above  all|  that  to  the  last 
hour  during  which  that  connexion  lasted 
we  should  act  towards  these  colonies 
libenJly  and  justly,  so  that  whenever  the 
moment  of  separation  might  come,  were  it 
sooner  or  were  it  later,  we  should  be  able, 
in  the  face  of  the  world  and  of  posterity, 
to  have  a  good  case,  and  not  to  stand  be- 
fore either  convicted  of  having,  as  far  as 
.we  were  concerned,  neglected  the  duty  of 
l(  mother  country  towards  her  colonieSf  la 


consonance  with  this  opinion  he  had  fre- 
quently had  to  urge  upon  the  House  what 
appeared  to  him  the  real  and  well-founded 
grievances  inflicted  upon  the  colonies  of 
Lower  and  Upper  Canada,  sometimes  by 
the  mistaken  views  of  the  mother  country, 
more  often  by  the  acts  of  the  Coloniai* 
office,  through  the  management  and  con- 
duct of  the  governors  in  those  colonies 
towards  the  people.  He  had  often  had  to 
express  opinions  extremely  contrary  to  the 
Government  of  the  day  with  regard  to  the 
policy  pursued  in  the  Canadas.  He  had 
always  so  strongly  felt  the  truth  of  the 
position  that  a  country  such  as  Canada 
could  only  be  governed  rationally,  and  that 
it  was  only  possible  to  retajn  it  as  a 
British  possession,  in  any  way  that  could 
be  useful  to  either  party,  by  carrying  with 
us  the  reason  and  the  affections  of  the 
people  of  that  country,  that  he  for  one 
always  thought  it  was  our  interest  and  our 
duty,  as  much  as  possible,  to  leave  to  them 
the  direction  of  their  own  concerns,  and 
to  interfere  as  little  as  possible  with  them. 
But  he  must  say,  that  there  was  one  limit, 
and  one  limit  only,  that  he  could  conceive 
to  that  general  rule.  As  long  as  the 
colony  of  Lower  Canada  remained  part  of 
the  British  empire  he  would  not  consent 
to  anything  that  would  tend  to  the  degra- 
dation of  the  British  Crown.  He  would 
not  consent  to  abandon  that  high  privilege 
and  duty  of  Parliament  to  see  that  no  act 
of  injustice  or  oppression  was  committed 
in  any  part  of  the  British  dominions, 
wherever  they  might  be.  He  thought  that 
things  were  approaching  to  that  situation 
in  Canada,  that  unless  the  British  House 
of  Commons  interfered  there  might  be 
danger  that  some  such  event  might  take 
place  there.  During  the  discussion  it  had 
been  admitted  on  all  sides  that  some  in- 
terference on  the  part  of  the  Imperial  Par- 
liament was  necessary;  that  things  had 
come  in  Lower  Canada  to  what  might  be 
termed  (if  ever  the  term  could  be  properly 
applied  to  any  people)  a  complete  **  stand- 
still ;"  and  that  it  was  absolutely  necessary 
to  interfere,  and  to  move  in  some  direction 
or  other.  The  question  was,  in  what  di<- 
rection  ought  they  to  move  ?  Hon.  Qen-> 
tlemen  had  spoken,  he  thought,  rather  too 
lightly  of  the  evils  consequent  upon  the 
stoppage  of  supplies  in  a  country  for  nearly 
four  years  and  a  half.  Was  it  possible  to 
read  without  the  deepest  concern  the  re* 
port  of  the  state  of  Lower  Canada,  which 
was  desaibed  as  being  upoa  the  verge  of 
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people  of  Lower  Canada — ^men  extremely 
adverse  to  the  conduct  of  the  House  of 
Assembly,  but  at  the  same  time  deeply  at. 
tached  to  the  libertieis  of  their  country,  and 
sincere  advocates  for  the  removal  of  every 
abuse  in  its  constitution  and  laws.  He 
should  be  extremely  sorry  if  the  resolutions 
of  that  House  should  produce  an  impression 
on  such  men  that  the  House  of  Commons 
only  meant  to  get  out  of  its  present  diffi- 
culty by  taking  the  public  money,  and  ap- 
propriating it  without  the  consent  of  the 
House  of  Assembly ;  but  that  while  doing 
this  under  the  pressure  of  an  urgent  ne- 
cessity, we  were  not  disposed  to  look  into 
everything  acknowledged  as  a  grievance, 
and  particularly  into  the  question  of  the  Le- 
gislative Council,  with  a  view  to  amend  its 
composition  in  such  a  manner  that  it 
might  deserve  and  obtain  the  confidence 
and  attachment  of  the  people  of  that 
country.  He  would  not  trouble  the  House 
with  any  further  observations ;  but  he  had 
felt  himself  called  upon  to  justify  the  part 
be  had  taken  on  former  occasions,  and 
also  to  state  the  grounds  on  which  he 
should  give  his  vote. 

Lord  Stanley  trusted  before  he  pro- 
ceeded to  the  subject  matter  of  discussion, 
that  he  might  be  permitted  to  take  notice 
of  one  circumstance,  which,  although  in 
this  country  it  would  produce  no  effect, 
might  be  misunderstood,  and  probably, 
from  what  had  taken  place,  was  calculated 
to  be  misunderstood,  in  the  colonies; 
namely,  that  that  House  of  Commons  was 
indifferent  to  the  welfare  of  that  country 
the  affairs  of  which  they  were  then  discus- 
sing, and  with  which  they  were  connected 
by  so  many  ties;  and  that,  in  short,  that 
House  regarded  with  indifference  all  colonial 
discussions.  He  alluded  to  a  subject  which 
probably  few  hon.  Members  then  present 
were  acquainted  with ;  he  meant,  that  at 
the  fatal  hour  of  half-past  seven  an  at- 
tempt was  made  to  count  out  the  House. 
What  did  hon.  Members  mean  by  cheer- 
ing ?  Was  not  the  gallery  cleared  ?  Was 
not  the  House  counted  ?^thanks  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath  —and 
were  there  not  sufficient  Members  present 
to  constitute  a  House?  And  why  was 
this  done  ?  Was  it  not  to  show  how  small 
a  number  of  Members  were  present  at  the 
discussion  on  the  affairs  of  Canada?  But 
^^  begeed  to  remind  hon.  Members  of  the 
state  of  the  House  the  night  before  last  on 
this  subject  for  in  his  life  he  had  never 
seen  on  the  discussion  of  a  subject  of 


British  and  domestic  policy,  a  more  foil 
attendance  of  Members  and  a  more  anxious 
and  attentive  House*  But  patience  had 
its  limits.  He  was  one  of  the  Members 
who  had  been  present  nearly  all  the  evening. 
He  came  down  to  the  House  at  a  quarter  be* 
fore  five;  on  his  road  he  met  shoals  of 
Members  coming  away ;  and  on  asking  was 
the  House  up,  the  answer  was  "  no,  but 
Hume  is."  This  was  at  a  quarter  to  five.  The 
House  was  counted  at  a  quarter  to  seven, 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  was 
not  only  then  speaking,  but  he  had  not 
finished  his  speech  at  a  quarter  to  eight. 
Was  the  hon  Member  speaking  to  the 
subject  or  not  ?  Let  those  who  sat  and 
listened  to  him  for  three  mortal  hours  state 
what  was  the  case,  or  let  other  hon. 
Members  read  the  reports ;  of  which,  how- 
ever, they  must  be  deprived,  unless  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  pleased 
to  make  some  special  relaxation  as  to  his 
superficial  rule  as  regarded  newspapers. 
Hon.  Members,  however,  might  become  ac- 
quainted with  this  fact  by  means  less  irk- 
some to  themselves  than  by  reading  the 
hon.  Member's  speech,  for  he  did  not 
wish  to  inflict  such  a  punishment  on  them. 
The  greater  part  of  the  hon.  Member's 
speech  referred  to  a  question  not  before 
tne  House  or  connected  with  the  sub- 
ject matter  of  debate.  The  subject 
matter  on  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
addressed  the  House  at  such  length  was 
a  quarrel  concerning  a  correspondence 
that  had  taken  place  between  Mr. 
M'Kenzie  of  Upper  Canada  and  Mr.  Hume 
of  Middlesex;  letters  were  read  of  the 
date  of  March  the  10th  and  other  periods, 
from  Bryanston-square,  and  others  in  reply 
from  Toronto.  The  House  were  then  told 
that  in  the  debate  in  the  House  of  Assem- 
bly in  Upper  Canada,  the  question  was  set 
aside  by  thirteen  to  seven  against  Mr.  Hume, 
and  they  had  given  to  them  the  names 
of  the  mover  and  seconder,  and  the  only 
wonder  was,  that  they  had  not  the  speeches 
read  to  them  at  length.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  afterwards  proceeded  to  make 
various  desultory  observations  on  Mr. 
Haggerston,  and  this  occupied  the  greater 
portion  of  the  time  during  which  he  ad- 
dressed  the  House.  For  his  own  part,  he 
believed  that  no  greater  punishment  could 
be  inflicted  on  any  of  the  unfortunate  de- 
linquents complained  of  at  such  length  by 
the  hon.  Member,  than  compelling  them 
to  read  the  hon.  Gentleman's  speech.  He 
would  not  notice  the  attacks  the  hout 
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Canada,  apd  that  they  thought  it  would 
be  a  material  improvement  to  introduce 
that  principle  into  the  Legislative  Council 
under  some  modification  or  other.  On 
this  point  he  entirely  agreed  with  Ihose 
Commissioners.  He  would  not  lay  it  down 
that  the  elective  principle  ought  to  be  uni- 
versaliy  adopted,  but  ne  would  say>  that 
neither  from  reason  nor  precedent  could 
he  discover  any  good  argument  against 
such  an  institution.  Having  admitted 
this  principle,  the  question  before  him  was 
narrowed  to  this  point — whether  he  was 

f)repared  to  take  the  alternative  oflTered 
lim  both  by  the  House  of  Assembly  of 
Lower  Canada  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bridgewater,  and  instead  of  voting  for  the 
resolutions  of  the  noble  Lord,  express  it  to 
be  his  opinion  that  the  Legislative  Council 
of  Lower  Canada  should  be  immediately 
made  elective.  But  this  was  not  the  only 
proposition  he  was  called  upon  to  affirm ; 
there  were  others,  some  of  which  appeared 
to  be  so  unconstitutional,  and  others  so 
fraught  with  injustice  to  individuals,  that 
be  never  could  give  his  consent  to  them. 
[Mr^  Roebuck:  What  are  they?]  He 
would  tell  the  bon.  Member  at  once  what 
they  were.  The  first  was  that  which  re- 
ferred to  the  Executive  Council  being 
made  responsible  to  the  House  of  Assem- 
bly. He  really  could  hardly  conceive  a 
public  body  of  the  respectability  of  that 
House  of  Assembly  making  any  such 
claim.  It  was  incompatible  with  any  re- 
lation between  a  colony  and  the  mother 
country.  The  next  was  with  regard  to  the 
repeal  of  the  Quebec  Tenures  Act.  He 
thought  that  would  be  a  work  of  positive 
and  gross  injustice ;  it  would  be  an  act  of 
spoliation.  Having  made  up  his  mind 
that  it  was  the  duty  of  Parliament  to  in- 
terfere in  order  to  put  an  end  to  the  pre* 
sent  state  of  distraction  in  Lower  Canada, 
and  enable  the  machinery  which  was  now 
standing  still  to  move  at  all,  he  then  con- 
ceived that  it  was  the  duty  of  Government 
to  propose  only  such  a  measure  to  Par* 
liament  as  should  be  as  little  beyond  the 
ordinary  course  of  the  constitution  as  pos- 
sible, in  order  to  produce  that  effect,  and 
he  did  apprehend  that  the  resolutions  pro- 
posed by  the  noble  Lord  were  exactly  the 
policy  which  ought  to  be  followed.  The  ef- 
fect of  those  resolutions  would  be  to  put  an 
end  to  that  most  tinseemly  apectacle-^that 
of  public  officers  not  having  received  any 
■alaries  for  several  years.  He  should 
.boireveri  h»ve  felt  it  f  xtrewely  difficult  \q 


vote  for  that  resolution,  which  refused  for 
the  present  to  consider  the  question  of  ao 
elective  Legislative  Council,  if  to  that  had 
not  been  appended  another,  which  pledged 
the  House  and  the  Government  to  take 
eHectual  steps  for  rendering  the  composi- 
tion of  the  Legislative  Council  of  Lower 
Canada  more  fitting  to  perform  the  fuoct^ 
ions  than  it  was  at  present.  He  remem- 
bered his  noble  Friend,  formerly  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies  (Lord  Stanley)  denounced 
the  Legislative  Council,  and  said  that 
it  was  a  mere  screen  to  the  Govern- 
ment. He  did  not  mean  to  sav  that  the 
composition  of  that  Council  had  not  been 
improved  since,  but  they  had  the  testimony 
of  the  Commissioners  in  the  strongest 
way  to  show  that  though  it  was  in  some 
de|;ree  improved,  yet  in  all  essential 
pomts  it  remained  pretty  uear  the  same 
that  it  was  formerly.  It  would  be  mogt 
unfortunate  that  it  should  go  out  to 
Canada  that  this  House  at  all  felt  indis- 
posed to  look  seriously  into  what  was  held 
by  the  people  of  Lower  Canada  and  their 
representatives  to  be  their  greatest  point 
of  complaint — namely,  an  elective  Legis- 
lative Council.  He  heartily  rejoiced 
that  the  Government,  by  these  resolutions, 
pledged  themselves  to  look  seriously  into 
that  point,  with  a  view  to  render  it  more 
effectual  for  the  purposes  for  which  it  was 
intended.  He  was  more  anxious  to  say 
this,  because  the  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site (Mr.  Gladstone)  had  argued  the  case 
for  the  Legislative  Council,  and  against 
tlie  House  of  Assembly,  as  if  the  House 
were  going  to  give  a  vote  this  night  as  for 
the  one  and  against  the  other.  His  vote 
would  be  nothing  of  the  kind;  for  the 
Commissioners  stated  in  their  Report, 
that  while  the  Legislative  Council  prQ- 
fessed  the  greatest  desire  to  do  their  duty, 
vet  they  actually  obstructed  passing  into 
law  various  measures  passed  by  the  House 
of  Assembly  for  the  establishment  of  local 
governments  in  all  parts  pf  the  Colony. 
With  this  before  the  House,  it  was  im- 
possible to  say  that  the  faults  were  all  oa 
one  side.  He  knew  very  well  that  the 
resolutions  of  that  House  would  not  b  re- 
ceived with  favour  by  either  of  the  extreme 
parties  to  the  contest  going  on  in  Lower 
Canada,  but  there  was  a  great  and  im- 
portant middle  party,  composed  of  men 
who  at  all  times  had  sUuggled  against 
extremes  of  every  kind;  men  to  whom 
this  country  must  look,  in  the  long  run, 
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Member  was  pleased  to  make  on  himself ; 
bat  he  wished  to  notice  that  for  two  hours 
and  a  half  of  the  time  of  a  most  important 
and  interesting  discussion  on  the  affairs  of 
Canada  the  hon.  Member  chose  to  indulge 
in  matters  having  no  relation  to  the  ques- 
tiony  bnt  rather  relating  to  himself  per- 
sonally. When,  therefore,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber complained  of  the  thinness  of  attend- 
ance and  the  want  of  attention  during  his 
speech,  he  should  consider  that  it  was  not 
that  the  House  of  Commons  regarded  Ca- 
nada less,  but  that  they  deprecated  Hume 
more.  He  wished  now  to  return  to  the 
question  immediately  at  issue.  He  felt 
that  it  was  a  subject  of  unparalleled  dif* 
ficttlty  and  danger.  He  wished  to  look  at 
the  principles  on  which  the  question 
tumedy  and  which  had  been  stated  by  an 
hon.  and  learned  Member,  to  whose  ability 
and  straightforward  argument  on  a  pre* 
▼ions  night  he  would  do  justice,  and 
which  contrasted  strongly  with  the  course 

Sursued  by  the  hon.  Member  to  whom  he 
ad  before  alluded.  That  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  fought  the  question 
boldly,  and  most  ably  and  eloquently,  but 
at  the  same  time  most  ingeniously  put 
forward  his  views  on  the  subject,  and  he 
would  meet  the  question  in  the  same  bold 
straightforward  manner  as  it  had  been  put 
by  him*  He  agreed  with  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath  that  that  was  no 
time  for  indecision  or  passive  conduct- 
that  was  a  time  when  the  Legislature  and 
Government  must  frankly  concede,  or 
boldly  deny.  They  must  openly  assert 
the  principles  on  wbich  they  meant  to  act, 
for  this  was  a  question  which  admitted  of 
no  tampering.  They  must  be  prepared  to 
face  the  subject  boldly.  If  he  felt  any 
difficulty  as  to  the  vote  he  should  give,  it 
was  not  as  to  the  side  of  the  House  which 
he  should  take  when  they  were  called 
upon  to  come  to  a  decision,  but  he  felt 
more  deeply  than  he  had  ever  done  be- 
fore how  much  his  vote  might  be  misin- 
terpreted. Fearing,  therefore,  to  give  his 
sanction  to  a  course  so  indecisive  and 
doubtful  as  that  proposed  by  his  MajestVs 
Government,  he  felt  bound  to  speak  his 
sentiments  openly  and  candidly.  What- 
ever objections  he  might  have  to  the 
wording  of  the  resolutions,  whatever  part 
he  might  feel  called  upon  to  take  on  this 
subject  in  that  House,  he  felt  that,  above 
all  things,  it  was  most  important  that 
the  decision  of  the  House  of  Commons 
flnnild  go  forth  to  Caneda,  not  as  the  de* 


termination  of  a  small   majority,  whose 
opinions  were  likely  to  be  misunderstood, 
but  one  which  should  carry  with  it  the  full 
weight  and  the  authority  of  that  House ; 
which,  to  use  words  he  found  in  the  report 
on  the  table — and  he  read  them  with  as- 
tonishmentand  regret — the  Commissioners 
declared  was  the  only  authority  in  the 
country  to   which    the    Canadians — the 
French  party — looked   up  with  respect. 
Whatever   determination  they  came   to, 
let  it  go  forth  as  the  strong  and  unanimous 
decision  of  the  House  on  the  question. 
He  affirmed — and  he  did  so  in  the  broad- 
est and  most  open  manner  that  it  could 
be  given — that,  in  the  present  state  of 
Canada,  the  House  could  not  and  dared 
not  yield  to  the  demands  of  the  Canadians. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath 
had  referred  to  the  Acts  of  1774  and  1778, 
which  were  passed  during  the  early  period 
of  our  colonial   government  there,  and 
which  they  had  been  told  had  been  vio- 
lated.   He  asked  what  were  the  specific 
grounds  of  complaint  as  regarded  these 
Acts  which  had  been  put  forward  by  the 
House  of  Assembly  of  Lower   Canada  t 
He  asked  what  were  the  demands  made, 
and  what  would  be  the  consequences  of 
concession  to  the  colony  as  well  as  to  this 
country  ?    They  were  told  that  the  Go- 
vernment and  that  House  wished  to  tram, 
pie  on  the  liberties  of  Canada,  and  that 
by  denying  the  demands  made  by  the 
Assembly  of  Lower  Canada  they  would 
violate  the  liberties  of  a  free  and  inde- 
pendent people.      Did  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  place  such  a  construction  on  the 
proceedings?     He  was  sure  that  it  was 
an  accidental  expression    that  fell  from 
the  noble  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  to 
call  the  Canadians  an  independent  people. 
A  free  people  they  undoubtedly  were,  but 
an  independent  people  they  were  not.    In 
this  laid  all  the  fallacy  of  the  argument 
that  had  been  used  on  the  other  side.    He 
repeated,  independent  they  could  not  be 
called,  with  a  legislature  subordinate  to  a 
certain  extent  to  the  legislature  of  this 
country.    But  let  the  House  look  to  the 
demands  made  on  the   mother  country. 
There  were  three  chief  demands.    Two  of 
these  were  for  rights  and  privileges  which 
the  mother  country  did  not  possess  her- 
self; and  the  third  was  one,  which,  if  con- 
ceded, would  render  impossible  any  fnxn 
ther  connexion  with  the  mother  country. 
Let  the  House  examine  them,  scanning 
them  in  all  their  bearings^  and  taking  i^ 
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general  view  of  thetn.  But  what  were 
the  demapds  of  the  Capadians?  He 
would  take  them  seriatim;  aud  be  would 
ask  the  House  of  Commong  whether 
the  House  of  Assembly  of  Lower  Canada 
did  not  demand  privileges  and  powers 
which  that  House  had  never  arrogated 
to  itself.  The  first  of  these  demands 
to  which  he  wished  to  call  the  atten* 
tion  of  the  House  was^  that  the  two 
branches  of  the  Legislature  should  be 
elective.  Was  this  a  power  which  was 
demanded  or  desired  by  this  country? 
Was  this  demand  for  Canada  meant  as  a 
precedent  to  lead  to  the  same  result  in 
this  country  ?  So  far  from  a  right  of  this 
kind  being  in  union  with  the  British  Con- 
stitution! it  was  directly  at  variance  with 
it,  and  such  a  right  was  not  possessed  by 
any  portion  of  the  people.  Certainly  it 
was  aemanded  by  a  small  and  contempti- 
ble fraction  of  the  British  population,  but 
he  trusted  in  God  it  would  never  be  con- 
ceded in  this  country,  for  he  knew  if  it  were 
that  it  would  lead  to  the  subversion  of 
the  Constitution.  What  was  the  second 
demand?  It  was  for  a  power  which  the 
House  of  Commons  did  not  possess ;  it 
was  a  demand  which  no  House  of  Com- 
mons or  Government  would  allow,  and 
which,  if  allowed,  no  Government  could 
sit  on  those  benches  for  three  weeks.  The 
demand  was,  that  the  House  of  Assembly 
should  vote  every  item  of  expenditure  from 
first  to  last,  r/fear,  hear]  Hon,  Gentlemen 
said  **  hear,  hear" ;  but  he  asked,  was  the 
Ciown  in  no  respect  independent  of  that 
House  ?  Did  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid- 
dlesex mean  to  tell  him  that  the  Crown 
had  no  hereditary  revenue.  The  hpn. 
Member  for  Middlesex  had  sat  long  in 
that  House,  but  he  had  sat  to  very  .little 
purpose  indeed  if  he  was  ignorant  of  the 
fact  that  at  the  commencement  of  every 
reign  the  sovereign  waves  the  possession 
of  a  right  which  passes  indefeasibly  to  his 
successor — namely  to  those  possessions 
which  the  Sovereign  holds  independent  of 
Parliament,  and  the  inoome  of  which  be 
yields  upon  Parliament  giving  him  a  fixed 
civil  list  for  the  time  of  cession;  and  when 
the  civil  list  ceases,  the  hereditary  posses* 
sioBS  of  the  Crown  revert  to  the  Sovereign. 
Was  not  this  the  law  of  Parliament  as 
well  as  the  uniform  practice?  Was  it  not 
also  Parliamentary  law,that  certain  salaries 
were  paid,  by  a  permanent  arrangement^ 
out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund,  instead  of 
tb«  judget  And  otbm  b^iof  c%Ufi4  vpos 


year  after  year  to  squabble  on  questions 
of  a  lialfpennv  about  their  salaries  with 
the  hon*  Member  for  Middlescix?  Was 
not  this  the  case  with  respect  to  the  pay- 
ments made  for  the  administration  of 
justice  and  the  salaries  of  the  civil  officers 
of  state?  This  was  absolutely  necessary 
for  the  maintenance  of  government;  for 
they  could  not  go  on  if  they  had  in  every 
case  to  depend  on  the  votes  of  a  fluctuating 
body.  If,  therefore,  it  was  found  abso- 
lutely necessary  that  a  permanent  pro- 
vision should  be  made  for  the  judges  in 
this  country,  the  necessity  was  not  less  in 
a  colonial  assembly,  which  was  divided 
into  small  parties,  and  above  all  in  one 
like  Canada,  where  all  the  violence  and 
virulence  of  religious  animosity  was  added 
to  the  local  subjects  of  dissension.  It 
was  absolutely  necessary,  in  conformity 
with  the  British  Constitution,  that  there 
should  be  some  permanent  source  of  re- 
venue for  the  objects  he  had  mentioned, 
independent  of  the  vote  of  the  House  of 
Assembly.  Surely  they  vvere  not  prepared 
to  grant  that  for  Canada  which  had  never 
been  demanded  much  less  conceded  in 
this  country.  This  was  the  second  branch 
of  the  subject.  He  did  not  wish  to  go  at 
unnecessary  length  into  details ;  he  feared 
on  the  one  hand  to  be  tedious,  but  on  the 
other  hand,  when  conflicting  doctrines  as 
to  the  rights  of  a  people  were  put  forth 
ad  captandum^  it  was  necessary  that  the 
House  of  Commons  should  know  what  was 
the  real  case,  and  also  the  whole  of  the 
case.  The  hon.  Member  for  Bath  said 
that  the  House  of  Assembly  of  Lower 
Canada  had  control  over  the  revenues  of 
that  country.  Nobody  denied  the  general 
principle.  The  territorial  revenues  of  the 
Crown,  however,  formed  an  exception,  and 
there  was  also  another  exception  to  which 
he  should  more  particularly  advert  in  a 
few  minutes.  The  total  revenue  of  Lower 
Canada  was  160j000/«  a  vcar.  Not  one 
farthing  of  this  was  withheld  from  the 
control  of  the  House  of  Asaembiy-^there 
was  not  one  shilling  of  it  expended  which 
they  did  not  direct^there  was  no  act  of 
expenditure  which  they  did  not  know  of. 
Let  the  hoo.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath 
deny  the  correctness  of  this  statement  if 
he  could ;  and  be  should  be  obliged  to 
the  hon«  Member  to  correct  him  if  he  made 
an  erroneous  statement*  He  stated  facts, 
and  he  begged  the  House  to  consider  the 
very  different  inferences  he    drew  from 
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Ueman  in  the  very  eloquent  and  ingenious 
speech  which  he  addressed  to  the  House. 
There  were  certain  revenues  in  Lower 
Canada  over  which,  from  the  foundation 
of  the  colony,  the  House  of  Assembly  had 
no  control— he  meant  casual  and  terri- 
torial revenues,  analogous  to  the  land  re- 
venue of  the  Crown  in  England.  These 
revenues  arose  from  certain  payments  as 
seignorial  right  in  Lower  Canada,  from  the 
sale  of  timber  on  waste  land,  and  from  a 
right  which  he  had  never  heard  disputed, 
namely,  to  dispose  of  the  waste  and  un- 
appropriated land  of  the  country.  There 
was  also  another  point  at  issue,  namely, 
as  to  the  right  to  the  duties  which  were 
imposed  by  the  Act  of  1772.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  referred  to  the  Act  of  1774, 
and  to  the  Act  of  1778,  to  prove  the  right 
of  the  House  of  Assembly  to  deal  with 
these  duties.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman, when  it  suited  his  purpose,  referred 
to  the  Act  of  1792,  but  he  did  not  on  this 
point ;  and  the  reason  was  perfectly  ob« 
vious :  that  Act  stated  that  Parliament 
would  not  impose  duties  or  taxes  to  be 
paid  in  Canada  without  the  assent  of  the 
Legislative  Houses  in  Canada.  Until 
within  these  few  years  nothing  had  been 
said  on  this  subject,  but  he  begged  the 
House  to  recollect  what  had  taken  place 
in  1831.  In  that  year  his  noble  Friend, 
who  was  then  Colonial  Secretary  and  upon 
whom  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  had 
passed  such  panegyrics  at  the  expense  of 
other  Colonial  Secretaries,  had  endeavoured 
to  satis^  the  Colonial  Assembly  on  this 
point.  He  offered  that,  saving  and  except 
the  casual  and  territorial  revenues  of  the 
Crown,  the  whole  of  the  taxes  levied 
in  Canada  should  be  given  up  to  the  con- 
trol of  the  House  of  Assembly  in  the 
provinces,  on  condition  that  the  governor 
and  high  officers  of  state,  the  judges,  and 
the  officers  necessary  for  the  administra- 
tion of  justice,  should  be  secured  from  the 
capricious  control  of  the  House,  by  bav<* 
ing  their  salaries  secured  to  them  at  the 
commencement  of  each  reign,  for  the  life 
of  the  king.  The  condition  was  thank- 
fully accepted  on  the  part  of  the  Cana- 
dians. He  recollected  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Middlesex,  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, as  representing  the  Canadians,  said 
that  they  would  accept  the  offer  frankly 
and  gratefully.  In  consequence  of  this, 
his  noble  Friend,  the  then  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies  said,  that  as  the  offer  bad 

1^  accepte4  by  th^  (»eopU  of  the  twQ 


Canadas,  it  would  not  be  right  to  show 
any  want  of  confidence.  In  the  excess  of 
confidence,  then,  of  his  noble  Friend,  he 
passed  an  Act,  to  carry  into  effect  the 
offer  he  had  made.  What  followed? 
Upper  Canada  gratefully  accepted  the 
concession,  and  passed  the  civil  list 
Lower  Canada,  however,  refused.  And 
these  were  the  men  who  charged  the 
Government  with  a  violation  of  their  con« 
stitutional  rights — with  violating  the  free- 
dom of  their  constitution,  in  imposing  on 
them  taxes,  the  right  to  dispose  of  which 
rested  solely  with  themselves,  rights  which 
they  never  had  till  they  received  them 
from  the  ministers  in  1831 — received  them 
on  terms  which  they  had  since  most  dis- 
gracefully departed  from.  So  much  for 
the  two  first  points,  as  to  an  elective 
Legislative  Council,  and  the  financial 
question ;  next,  a  few  observations  on  the 
subject  of  the  Executive  Council.  This 
body  were  to  act  as  advisers  of  the  Go- 
vernor on  affairs  of  state,  when  required 
so  to  do,  something  afler  the  manner  of 
our  Privy  Council.  Here  the  demand  was, 
that  the  Executive  Council  should  be 
rendered  directly  responsible  to  the  House 
of  Assembly.  Here  again  was  confounded 
altogether  the  wide  and  manifest  distinc- 
tion between  an  independent  and  a  sub- 
ordinate state ;  the  Kmg  was  subordinate 
to  no  one ;  the  King's  ministers  were  re- 
sponsible for  him  to  the  country ;  but 
what  was  the  position  of  the  governor  of 
this  colony?  He  was  responsible  to  the 
Crown  here,  to  the  ministry  here;  he 
acted  under  the  orders  of  the  ministry, 
and  for  his  acts  were  the  ministry  respon. 
sible  to  the  Legislature.  To  impose  on 
him,  then,  a  double  responsibility — a  re- 
sponsibility to  the  Government  at  home 
it  he  did  not  obey  their  instructions,  and 
a  responsibility  to  the  House  of  Assembly, 
if  he  acted  contrary  to  their  orders-^ 
would  be  to  constitute  two  independent 
Legislatures  interfering  with  and  counter- 
actmg  each  other;  yet  this  was  the  posi- 
tion in  which  it  was  desired  to  place  the 
affairs  of  Canada.  He  perfectly  agreed 
with  the  hon,  and  learned  Member  for 
Bath,  that  this  was  no  subject  for  half 
and  half  measures,  no  question  of  expe- 
diency, but  a  question  of  empire-^a  ques- 
tion whether  or  no  this  colony  was  to  be 
held,  or  was  to  be  given  up*  On  this  issiie 
was  the  question  to  be  tried.  If  it  were 
proposed  to  give  the  colony  up,  let  that 
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and  let  the  decision  be  frankly  come  to 
upon  it.  If  the  colony  was  to  be  retained, 
let  not  the  idea  be  for  a  moment  enter- 
tained of  permitting  that  to  be  done  which 
would  at  once  render  all  control  on  par 
part  over  the  province  utterly  nugatory, 
and  even  the  imagination  of  it  perfectly 
ludicrous^ which  would  plunge  us  into 
difficulties  which  could  only  be  met  by 
violence.  A  middle  course,  so  far  from 
disarming  enmity,  and  softening  down  the 
claims  of  the  Lower  Canadians,  would 
but  the  more  provoke  them.  The  House 
must  declare  itself  prepared  either  to 
resist  the  demands  of  the  House  of  As- 
sembly, or  to  accede  to  them.  What  said 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath  as 
to  the  propositions  before  the  Committee  ? 
That  hon.  and  learned  Member  declared 
with  great  frankness  and  manliness,  and 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member's  opinion 
was  entitled  to  very  great  weight  in  the 
Committee,  appearing  as  he  specifically 
did  as  the  retained,  the  salaried  advocate 
—and  he  (Lord  Stanley)  used  the  term 
with  no  offensive  intention — the  salaried 
advocate  of  the  dominant  majority  of 
Lower  Canada,  whose  duty  as  such,  was 
fully  to  ascertain  what  were  the  passions 
and  prejudices  of  that  majority — what  did 
that  hon.  and  learned  Member  say  ?  He 
declared  the  step  proposed  to  be  taken  to 
be  unjust,  impolitic,  and  inadequate.  He 
also  considered  the  resolutions — he  would 
not  say  unjust,  but  impolitic — impo- 
litic, because  inadequate :  for  while  they 
amounted  to  as  great  a  violation  as  was  in 
their  power,  of  those  constitutional  rights 
which  they  so  loudly  invoked,  and  ex- 
pressed so  great  a  reluctance  to  tamper 
with,  all  they  proposed  to  do  for  those 
who  had  been  sufFeriDg  for  four  or  five 
years  in  penury  and  indigence,  the  result 
of  ministerial  indecision,  was  to  give  these 
injured  parties  the  paltry  arrears  of  their 
salary,  leaving  them  exposed  for  the  future 
to  the  certainty— -as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bath  candidly  admitted — of  precisely  the 
lame  or  more  bitter  sufferings  and  priva- 
tions, and  to  the  increased  hostility  of 
their  present  persecutors— and  all  this 
because  Ministers  could  not  make  up  their 
minds  to  say  yes  or  no.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Middlesex  had  done  him  the  honour 
of  saying  that  he  had  been,  in  the  year 
1834,  the  source  of  all  the  inconveniences 
and  distresses  of  the  colony,  although  it 
was  notorious  that  the  stoppage  of  the 
tiBpplieg  commenced  just  eigbreea  months 


before  he  accepted  the  colonial  office.  It 
was  rather  singular,  that  in  the  very 
correct  and  detailed  account  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath  had 
gone  into,  of  all  the  proceedings  which 
had  taken  place,  he  had  never  for  a  single 
moment  adverted  to  the  fact,  that  in 
1834,  at  the  time  when  he  (Lord  Stanley) 
filled  the  office  of  Colonial  Secretary,  a 
Committee  was  appointed  by  the  House, 
which  minutely,  patiently,  and  carefully 
investigated  every  grievance  alleged  by  the 
agents  of  the  Canadian  population,  of 
which  Committee  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  himself  was  a  member.  At  the 
conclusion  of  the  inquiries  of  that  Com* 
mittee,  at  the  instance  of  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  who  succeeded  him  in  the 
Colonial  Department,  he  had  abstained 
from  asking  that  the  evidence  taken  before 
the  Committee  should  at  that  time  be 
printed,  or  that  any  report  should  be  drawn 
up  on  the  subject.  If,  however,  Parlia- 
ment proposed  to  enter  into  this  colonial 
question,  it  was  most  desirable  that  the 
evidence  taken  before  that  Committee 
should  be  printed  and  laid  before  the 
House.  [The  Chancellor  of  the  EX' 
chequer :  It  is  intended  to  print  the  evi- 
dence.] He  was  rejoiced  to  hear  that 
such  was  the  case,  as  itwas  most  essential 
that  the  whole  question  should  be  before 
the  House  and  the  public.  At  the  period 
of  which  he  spoke,  he  had  taken  upon 
himself,  not  merely  on  his  own  pecu- 
liar responsibility  as  Colonial  Secretary, 
but  with  the  full  approbation  of  Earl 
Grey's  cabinet,  to  bring  in  a  measure  on 
the  subject.  To  that  cabinet  belonged 
both  the  noble  Lord,  now  Secretary  for 
the  Home  Department,  and  the  noble 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  and  by  that 
cabinet,  the  whole  circumstances  of  the 
case,  arid  of  the  measure  founded  on  those 
circumstances,  were  carefully  examined, 
and  it  was  unanimously  agreed,  that  af- 
fairs had  arrived  at  such  a  crisis,  as  to 
make  any  further  tampering  with  the 
subject  highly  dangerous,  and  that  steps 
must  be  immediately  taken  for  suspending 
the  operations  of  the  Act  1  William  4tb, 
chap.  20.  What  had  been  the  course 
since,  and  what  was  the  result  ?  He  would 
not  trouble  the  House  with  many  details, 
but  he  would  call  their  attention  to  what 
Lord  Gosford  had  said  on  the  subject  on 
(he  12th  March,  1836:— 

**  We  are  far  advanced  in  the  fourth  year 
since  there  has  been  aoy  appropriation  of  pro<4 
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cbttntrjr  could  ever  hope  to  enjoy  the  cod^ 
fidenoe  of  the  people  must  be  by  giving 
them  an  elective  Coancil--*a  Council  sub* 
mitted  to  and  in  accordance  with  their 
feelings  and  the  feelings  of  the  country. 
Why  were  they  to  be  asked  to  vote  for 
these  yague  resolutions,  attempting  to  do 
something  of  which  they  knew  not  what 
would  be  the  effect,  or  what  was  the  object? 
He  would  say,  let  them  not  do  what  they 
had  been  doing  from  the  commencement 
of  this  commission  to  the  end  of  it; 
let  them  not  raise  expectations  which 
they  never  intended  to  fulfil ;  let  them 
not  go  on  ottering  vague  words  and 
doing  nothing,  for  the  effect  of  such  a 
course  would  be  this,  and  only  this— it 
would  weaken  the  force  of  a  declaration 
of  principle^  and  give  to  no  human  being 
the  power  of  stating  what  indeed  was  the 
principle  they  took  their  stand  upon.  If 
they  desired  to  surrender  Lower  Canada, 
let  them  do  it  at  once;  but  if  they  surren* 
dered  Lower  Canada,  they  must  recollect 
they  surrendered  with  it  Nova  Scotia  and 
New  Brunswick,  and  they  cast  off  in 
Lower  Canada  alone  160,000  of  their 
British  Miow-suli^eets,  who  clung  to  them 
for  protection  against  a  tyrannical  majority 
—who  condded  in  the  faith  qf  the  British 
Furliament,  that  it  would  not  allow  its  en- 
gagements to  them  to  be  violated — who 
entreated  it  to  allow  them  to  continue  in 
the  undisturbed  enjoyment  of  the  law  and 
liberties  conferred  on  their  ancestors,  who 
themselves  did  not  claim  the  power  of 
tyrannising  over  their  neighbours,  but  who 
did  claim  the  privilege  of  exercising 
lander  the  British  crown  the  privileges  of 
ritish  subjects,  and  who,  if  they  flung 
them  off— if  they  abandoned  them  to  their 
own  resources,  were  doomed  to  sink  in  the 
wide->8preading  democracy  of  the  time. 
Let  them  not  sacrifice  their  engagements 
to  the  prejudice  rather  than  to  the  sound 
opinions  of  a  party— he  meant  the 
French  Canadian  population— who  had 
had  granted  to  them  a  constitution  as  free 
as  any  nation  could  give  to  them-— whose 
freedom  was  limited  only  by  that  absolute 
control  which  was  necessary  to  secure  the 
connexion  between  them  and  the  mother 
country,  but  who  called  those  whose  in* 
terests  were  identical  with  the  interests  of 
the  mother-country  by  the  name  of 
^trang^Sf  after  sixty*  years' habitation  with 
them.  The  French  Canadians  lived  aoder 
the  lightest  taxation  of  any  people  on 
earth ;  their  only  security  for  Ute  absolute 


laws  and  feudal  customs  to  which  tfae^ 
dung  was  in  the  protecting  power  of  this 
empire.  If  that  protection  were  removed, 
in  a  short  time  would  follow  the  otter 
destruction  of  their  nationality,  which 
would  be  merged  in  the  one  great,  absolute, 
native- American  republic.  He  felt  that  in 
stating  his  views  he  had  detained  the 
House  for  a  considerable  time ;  but  he  ako 
felt  that  this  was  an  occasion  on  which 
nothing  should  be  reserved.  His  only 
difficulty  in  regard  to  his  vote  was,  not  in 
supporting  his  Majesty's  Government,  but 
in  entreating  them  to  support  themselves ; 
and  if  hon.  Gentlemen  on  his  side  of  the 
House  saw  any  difficulty  in  the  way  of 
their  compliance  with  the  resolutions  pro» 
posed,  the  inadequacy  and  weakness  of 
which  he  felt  strongly  himself,  he  would 
beg  them  to  remember  that  it  was  a  ques- 
tion now  whether  they  would  throw  the 
whole  of  the  weight  of  their  influence  into 
the  British  scale  and  whether  they  would 
assist  or  compel  the  Government  to  main- 
tain entire  the  British  possessions.  In  North 
America.  If  Government  felt  any  dtfli* 
cnlty  on  account  of  the  kind  of  snppoft 
they  met  with  for  their  resolutions  on  his 
side,  he  begged  to  remind  them  that  on 
the  question  that  was  discussed  the  pre«* 
vious  evening,  if  the  votes  of  his  Friends 
had  not  been  thrown  into  their  scale  the 
result  must  certainly  have  been  difierent 
Ministers  should  not  now  have  to  complain 
of  receiving  the  same  kind  assistance  to 
which  they  had  been  deeply  indebted  on 
that  occasion. 

Viscount  Howick  confessed  he  had 
never  heard  any  speech  of  his  noble  Friend 
with  greater  pain  than  the  one  he  had  just 
concluded.  It  was  much  to  be  regretted 
it  should  go  forth  to  the  people  of  Canada 
that  a  person  who  had  deservedly  so  much 
weight  and  influence  and  authority  in  this 
House  and  in  the  country,  had  held 
language  so  completely  the  reverse  of 
conciliatory,  and  conceived  in  so  arbitrary 
a  spirit.  That  such  an  individual  should 
recommend  measures  of  the  arbitrary  cha- 
racter of  those  recommended  by  his  noble 
Friend  he  regretted  deeply,  and  more 
especially  for  the  sake  of  his  noble  Friend 
himself.  But  it  was  some  oonsolation  to 
him  for  the  pain  he  felt  at  this  speech, 
that  he  trusted  it  would  act  in  some  degree 
as  an  antidote  to  the  very  florid  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath.  He  trusted 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  begin  to  feel 
that  they  were  not  quite  su«h  tyrants  as 
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that  hon.  Gentleman  represented  them. 
He  thought  that  these  two  pictures,  which 
were  equally  exaggerated,  and  opposite  as 
they  could  be  in  their  main  features,  would 
show  in  its  true  light  the  policy  of  his 
Majesty's  Government,  and  would  go  far 
to  convince  the  House  that  they  had  es- 
tablished a  claim  to  be  considered  moderate 
men,  by  avoiding  the  weakness  of  improper 
concession  on  the  one  side,  and  by  admit- 
ting the  force  of  justifiable  claims  on  the 
other.  His  noble  Friend  began  his  speech 
by  expressing  a  hope  that  there  would  be 
an  almost  unanimous  expression  of  opinion 
on  the  part  of  the  House  in  the  coming 
division  ;  but  towards  the  close  of  his 
speech  he  seemed  to  have  forgotten  his 
own  recommendation,  inasmuch  as  he 
brought  forward  arguments  which,  if  good 
for  anything,  were  good  for  this,  that  the 
House  should  not  approve  of  the  resolutions 
before  it.  After  so  long  a  debate  he  felt 
it  was  incumbent  on  him  to  compress  into 
the  smallest  possible  space  the  observations 
which  he  had  to  make  in  reply  to  his 
noble  Friend ;  but  he  -conld  not  avoid 
requesting  the  particular  attention  of  the 
House  to  some  of  the  points  in  his  noble 
Friend's  speech,  before  going  to  the 
immediate  question  before  them.  His 
noble  Friend  had  made  some  remarks  on 
the  dispatch  of  Lord  Glenelg,  in  answer 
to  one  from  the  present  governor  of  Lower 
Canada,  after  attempts  had  been  made  in 
vain  to  obtain  supplies  in  1836;  and  his 
noble  Friend  had  commented  with  great 
severity  on  the  expression  in  that  dispatch, 
in  which  Lord  Glenelg  had  stated  that 
it  was  not  desirable  immediately  to  propose 
any  measure  in  relation  to  the  matter  to 
Parliament.  That  noble  Lord  had  said 
it  might  be  well  to  make  another  trial  with 
the  House  of  Assembly,  and  wait  to  receive 
the  answer.  His  noble  Friend  observed,  it 
might  be  well  for  Lord  Glenelg,  who  was  not 
personally  suffering,  to  give  this  answer,  but 
it  was  cruely  it  was  merciless  to  those  who 
were  exposed  in  the  colony,  by  the  course 
taken  by  the  House  of  Assembly,  to  the 
greatest  distress.  His  noble  Friend  ought 
surely,  before  he  made  such  an  observa- 
tion, to  have  acquainted  himself  with  the 
facts  of  the  case,  which  he  might  have 
obtained  from  the  dispatches  lying  on  the 
table  of  the  House.  If  he  had  consulted 
them,  he  would  have  seen  that  Lord 
Glenelg  did  not  leave  the  judges  and  other 
official  persons  who  were  entitled  to 
•alary  without  assistance  or  resources ; 


on  the  contrary  in  writing  his  dispatch  he 
told  the  Governor  to  appropriate,  in  order 
to  relieve  the  pressing  necessity  of  those 
persons  the  funds  arising  from  the  terri- 
torial and  casual  revenue,  which  would 
remain  at  the  disposal  of  the  Treasury, 
until,  in  the  event  of  a  successful  termina- 
tion of  the  negotiation  with  the  Assembly, 
they  should  be  placed  under  the  control 
of  the  provincial  legislature.  The  sum  to 
be  so  appropriated  was  30,000/.,  equal  to 
one  year's  salary  of  the  judges  and  others ; 
and  having  it  in  his  power  in  this  way 
to  meet  part  of  the  distress  of  his  Majesty's 
servants,  he  delayed  till  the  latest  period 
an  application  to  that  House.  His  noble 
Friend  asked  how  came  there  to  be  this 
delay  on  the  part  of  those  Members  of  the 
Government  who  were  Members  of  the 
Cabinet  in  1834.  Now  he  thought  his 
noble  Friend  was  taking  a  course  not 
perfectly  consistent  with  usage  in  referring 
m  a  debate  in  that  House  to  Cabinet  pro- 
ceedings. He  was  not  in  the  Cabinet  at 
that  time,  and  he  therefore  could  not 
undertake  to  say  what  course  was  taken  ; 
but  he  might  observe  that  it  was  not  ft 
necessary  conclusion  that  the  Cabinet  was 
unanimous  with  respect  to  the  bringing  in 
kOf  the  Bill  to  which  his  noble  Friend  had 
referred.  If  the  Cabinet  was  unanimous, 
he  could  not  help  attributing  this  to  the 
weight  which  the  authority  of  his  noble 
Friend  was  likely  to  possess,  and  to  the 
influence  which,  as  Secretary  of  State,  his 
opinion  must  have  had  with  his  Colleagues. 
But  whatever  might  be  the  case  with  others, 
his  own  opinion  had  undergone  no  change ; 
for  his  noble  Friend  was  aware,  that 
if  that  measure  had  been  persevered  in, 
he  would  have  resigned  the  office  he 
then  held.  He  was  aware  also,  that  the 
Cabinet  of  that  day,  in  agreeing  in  that 
measure,  did  not  agree  to  it  alone,  or 
as  a  single  measure.  His  noble  Friend 
had  leave  to  bring  in  the  Bill,  but  with 
this  condition,  that  he  should  at  the  same 
time  move  for  a  Committee,  to  which 
should  be  referred  all  the  questions  in- 
volved in  the  Canadian  differences;  and 
with  this  further  condition,  that  his  noble 
Friend  should  not  make  his  motion  till 
that  Committee  had  investigated  those 
grievances  which  were  alleged  by  the  As- 
sembly to  be  the  cause  of  the  course  they 
had  pursued.  His  noble  Friend  by  his  ges- 
ture seemed  to  deny  that  there  had  been  any 
such  conditions ;  but  he  appealed  to  his 
right   hon.    Friend,    the    Member    for 
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Taunton  (Mr.  Laboncheie),  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bath,  and  to  the  noble 
Lord  himseify  to  confirm  the  cor- 
rectness of  the  statement  he  was  now 
about  to  make.  What  he  said  was,  that 
in  that  Committee  on  two  separate  days — 
before  the  time  when  his  noble  Friend  re- 
signed his  situation  in  the  Government— 
on  two  separate  days,  notice  was  given  of 
an  intention  to  take  the  sense  of  the  Com-* 
mittee  as  to  the  propriety  of  recommend, 
ing  to  the  House  the  Bill  suspending 
the  Act  of  1831.  He  had  a  written 
record  of  what  took  place  on  that 
occasion.  On  two  days  notice  was 
given  of  the  intention  to  bring  that  sub- 
ject under  the  consideration  of  the  Com- 
mittee, and  on  both  those  days,  from  dif- 
ferent causes,  that  intended  discussion 
was  postponed.  So  much  for  the  delays 
which  had  taken  place,  and  the  want  of 
entire  conformity  on  the  part  of  those 
members  of  the  present  Government  who 
were  members  of  the  Cabinet  of  1834. 
He  came  now  to  that  more  serious 
question  his  noble  Friend  had  raised  as 
to  the  propriety  of  the  measure  before  the 
House.  His  noble  Friend  told  them  that 
this  was  no  time  for  half  measures ;  that 
they  must  take  one  course  or  the  other. 
This  was  not  a  question  of  whether  he 
would  support  his  Majesty's  Government 
or  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath  ;  he  had 
no  hesitation  as  to  that;  he  admitted 
that  they  must  bring  forward  some  mea- 
sure to  overcome  the  opposition  of  the 
House  of  Assembly,  but  he  contended 
that  the  course  proposed  was  wrong,  be- 
cause it  was  inefficient*  There  were  two 
measures  which  might  be  adopted,  if  it 
were  thought  proper  not  to  concede  all 
that  was  demanded  by  the  Canadians. 
There  was  that  line  of  policy  which  his 
Majesty's  Government  recommended,  and 
there  was  the  stronger  course  recom- 
mended by  his  noble  Friend  himself.  His 
noble  Friend  complained  that  the  reso- 
lutions were  not  sufficiently  stringent ;  he 
wished  his  noble  Friend  had  described 
a  little  more  fully  what  course  of  policy 
he  would  adopt.  His  noble  Friend  said 
they  must  be  prepared  to  meet  the  con- 
tinued hostility  of  the  House  of  Assembly 
of  Lower  Canada,  and  that  being  the  case 
he  would  probably  have  taken  his  stand  on 
the  Legislative  Council  as  it  now  existed, 
and  would  have  proposed  the  very  mea- 
sure which  he  would  have  brought  forward 
in  1834— he  would  have  come  forward 
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with  a  measure  for  the  repeal  of  the  Act 
of  1831.  Would  that  course  have  been 
successful?  Did  his  noble  Friend  sup- 
pose that  he  could  have  permanently 
carried  on  the  Government  in  the  face  of 
the  opposition  of  the  House  of  Assembly 
by  the  means  he  proposed  ?  Hh  noble 
Friend  had  quoted  several  passages  from 
the  report  of  the  Commissioners.  He 
had  quoted,  amongst  others,  from  Sir 
G.  Gipps,  who,  after  recommending  the 
very  measure  to  which  his  noble  Friend 
had  adverted,  thus  stated  what  his  hopes 
were  of  its  success : — 

''  With  respect  to  the  working  of  the  mea«« 
sure,  which,  in  default  of  any  other,  we  have 
been  forced  to  recommend,  I  cannot  entertain 
the  hope  that,  onless  combined  with  others  of 
a  very  firm  and  judicious,  but  at  the  same 
time,  healing  character,  it  will  prove  either 
efficacious  or  safe.  The  Assembly,  by  the 
suspension  of  the  Act  1  and  2  Will.  4th, 
will  be  deprived,  it  is  true,  of  a  portion  of  its 
power,  but  it  will  still  remain  in  possession 
of  ample  means  of  thwarting  the  Government, 
and  these  means  we  may  expect  to  see  it  exert 
with  an  unscrupulous  hostility.  Th*^  suspen- 
sion of  this  Act  is  moreover  the  measure 
which  they  expect,  for  they  had  due  notice  of 
it  in  1834,  and  for  which  they,  to  a  certain 
extent,  are  prepared.  The  Assembly,  even 
when  deprived  of  the  revenues  of  the  14th 
Geo.  3d,  will  retain  its  control  over  funds 
nearly  twice  as  great  as  those  in  the  hands  of 
the  Executive ;  and  although  the  House  may 
not  have  power  to  dispose  of  them  at  its 
discretion,  it  will,  at  any  rate,  be  able  to  lodL 
them  up,  and  especially  to  prevent  the  appli- 
cation of  them  to  any  purpose  favourable  to 
the  Government,  or  to  the  interests  of  the 
British  party.  It  may  also  refuse  to  pass  Bilb 
required  by  die  commercial  interest,  such,  for 
instance,  as  Bills  for  the  renewal  of  the  char« 
ters  of  the  Quebec  and  Montreal  bwoks,  both 
of  which  will  expire  in  July,  1837.  When  I 
consider,  therefore,  the  bitter  hostility  or  rather 
fiiry,  with  which  the  Assembly  will  be  ani- 
mated against  the  British  Governnient,  and 
against  British  interests ;  the  invectives  which, 
under  the  direction  of  its  practised  leaders,  it 
will  pour  forth  against  England ;  the  power  it 
will  possess  of  spreading  disaffection  within 
the  province,  and  inviting  interference  from 
without,  I  am  at  a  loss  to  imagine  how  the 
Government  can  be  carried  on  with  advantage, 
and  I  cannot  help  fearing  that  we  shall,  ulti- 
mately, be  driven  to  abandon  the  country, 
with  all  the  shame  of  failure  upon  us,  or  i  » 
maintain  it  at  a  cost  infinitely  beyond  ii. 
value." 

This  was  the  testimony  of  one  of  the  vc  \ 
persons  by  whom  the  measures  of  his  nc  1  !• 
Friend  were  recommended,  and  the  Hrt 
saw  what  were  his  hopes  of  success,  V<  ; 
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reference  to  hit  noble  Friend's  complaint, 
be  was  not  prepared  to  say^  that  any  mode 
of  carrying  on  the  Government  under 
a  popuiar  constitution  could  be  devised 
by  which  a  permanent  resistance  to  the 
popular  branch  of  the  Legislature  could  be 
maintained  ;  he  believed  that  with  regard 
to  ever^  nation  such  a  proposition  was  an 
absurdity  in  itself.  He  could  not  imagine 
that  any  man  could  look  forward  to  the 
prosecution  of  such  an  attempt ;  he  still 
most  earnestly  clung  to  the  hope  of  an 
accommodation  with  the  House  of  As- 
sembly and  the  people  of  Lower  Canada. 
Hit  noble  Friend  bad  referred  to  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Bath  that  the  press  of  America 
was  constantly  exerting  itself  to  excite  the 
people  against  the  Governmentof  this  coun- 
try, and  his  noble  Friend  asked  whatremedy 
thtey  proposed  fof  this  evil?  Let  him  ask 
his  noble  Friend  what  remedy  he  himself 

froposed  ?  If  the^  suspended  the  Act  of 
831  to-morrow^  if  they  adopted  all  the 
views  of  bis  noble  Friend,  by  what  means 
could  they  control  or  prevent  th^erpetra- 
tioD  of  those  acts  of  sedition  to  which  be 
had  adverted  7  What  bis  noble  Friend 
proposed  was,  to  throw  away  all  hopes  of 
conciliation ;  openly,  and  without  a 
chance  of  accommodation,  he  would  come 
to  issue  with  the  Mouse  of  Assembly. 
How  would  he  work  a  popular  Govern- 
ment ia  Canada  with  that  feeling  which 
the  course  be  recommended  would  excite 
against  it  ?  The  right  hon.  Baronet  who 
sat  near  his  noble  Friend  stated  in  an 
admirable  speech  he  delivered  some  time 
since,  that  the  Government  of  this  country 
could  not  bo  carried  on  in  opposition  to 
the  House  of  Commons.  He  would  say,  in 
like  manner,  it  was  impossible  that  they 
could  maintain  the  Act  of  1791,  and  govern 
Canada  in  open  defiance  of  the  popular 
branch  of  the  Legislature.  He  saw  a  smile 
upon  the  face  of  hit  noble  Friend,  as  if  he 
had  made  an  admission  that  was  fatal  to 
the  whole  policy  of  their  Government* 
But  be  denied  that  such  was  the  fact;  the 
measure  they  proposed  did  not  profess  to 
meet  such  a  case  as  that  of  an  irreconcile- 
able  breach  with  thq  Assembly,  it  was  to 
an  accommodation  with  that  body  that  he 
looked.  He  would  say  to  the  people  of 
Canada,  that  Ministers  could  not  and  they 
would  not  make  certain  concessions  which 
were  demanded  of  them ;  and  if  they 
should  be  insisted  on,  they  might  be  de- 
nied hereafter  to  adopt  measures  of  rigoiu 


[which  were  alien  to  their  feelings,  but 
which  a  stem  and  dire  necessity  might 
compel  them  to  resort  to.    For  the  pre- 
sent, however,  looking  to  the  means  of  car- 
rying on  the  Government,  he  would  only  do 
what  was  necessary  to  relieve  the  executive 
officers  and  the  judicial  officers  from  the 
pressure  that  now  was  on  them  :  while  at 
the  same  time  he  would  say  to  the  people 
of  Canada,  he  was  willing  to  enter  into  an 
accommodation  with  them,  to  agree  to  what 
would  be  fair  terms  with  them,  and  todo  that 
which  would  be  just  and  equitable  to  all 
parties.    That  was,  he  declared,  the  prin* 
ciple  of  policy  upon  which  the  Govern- 
ment was  prepared  to  act.     He  did  not 
deny  that  success  might  not  be  attained  by 
the  Government.     It  was  far  from  him  to 
say  that  such  a  line  of  policy  must  certainly 
be  successful.  Their  measures  might  fail — 
they  might  not  be  able  to  attain  the  object 
that  they  had  in  view  ;  and  should  all 
their  efforts  be  attended  with  an  unfortu- 
nate result,  what  would  be  the  conse- 
(juence?    Why,  they  would  still   have 
it  in  their  power  to  take  the  course  which 
his  noble  Friend  had  proposed,  or  they 
might  even  adopt  still  stronger  measures 
if  necessary.    And  if  all  attempts  at  con- 
ciliation failed,  then  the  Legislature  would 
have  to  determine  between  one  of  two 
things,  they  might  determine  upon  govern- 
ing Canada  upon  principles  different  from 
those  of  (he  Act  of  1791,  or  they  might 
withdraw  their  protection  from  that  colony. 
He  would  not  disguise,  that  the  alternative 
was  of  a  fearful  description.    It  was  an 
alternative  to  which  he  trusted  and  believed 
they  would  never  be  driven.  The  alternative 
was  bad  for  all  parties,  and  one  that,  in 
his  judgment,  could  not  with  calmness  be 
contemplated.    The  consequences   would 
be  most  injurious  to  the  interests  of  the 
Canadians,  and,  above  all,  to  those  of  the 
French  Canadians.    If  the  question  were 
important  to  this  country  and  to  the  British 
Crown,  he  thought  that  it  was  still  more 
highly  important,  he  might  say  doubly 
important,  to  the  people  of  Canada,  that 
thev  should  retain  the  advantage,  the  aid, 
and  the  countenance  of  the  power  of  this 
country.     The  blessings  that  resulted  to 
the  Canadians  from  the  connexion,   he 
believed  to  be  so  great  that  he  could  not 
suppose  that  the  people  of  that  country 
would,  come,  afler  maturely  considering 
all  these  things,  to  such  an  alternative,  he 
could  not  believe  that  they  would  reject 
the  terms  that  would  be  offered  to  them. 
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Bat  his  noUe  Friend  said,  that  they  ought 
to  take  their  stand  in  support  of  the 
Legislative  Council  as  it  now  existed,  he 
had  condemned  the  expressions  used  by 
his  right  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for 
Taunton,  respecting  the  constitution  of  the 
Council  and  more  particularly  his  reference 
to  the  speech  of  Mr.  Fox  in  1791,  and  hehad 
also  asked  them  what  they  meant  by  the 
expression  used  in  the  resolutions  with 
regard  to  th^  Legislative  Council.  He  at 
once  asked  in  reply  to  such  observations, 
was  it  possible  to  take  as  their  ground  of 
defence  the  Legislative  Council  as  it  now 
stood?  He  asked  his  noble  Friend 
whether  he  had  given  an  attentive  consi- 
deration to  the  passages  in  ^he  general 
report  adverting  to  that  council,  which 
even  in  its  origin  was  admitted  to  be  but 
an  experiment  ?  It  was  stated  distinctly 
in  the  report  that  the  system  of  nomination 
adopted  with  respect  to  that  council  was 
a  vicious  one,  and  that  it  afforded  neither 
security  to  the  throne  nor  confidence  to 
the  people.  It  was  stated,  too,  by  the 
Commissioners,  that  even  during  theirown 
residence  in  Canada  the  council  had  re- 
jected bills  which  were  of  great  public 
good ;  and  it  was  clear  from  their  experience 
of  the  present  constitution  of  the  Council 
thatit  was  notquite  suited  to  the  Canadians. 
Why,then,in  the  face  of  the  Report  of  their 
Commissioners — of  Commissioners,  too,  of 
their  own  nomination,  was  it  possible  for 
them  to  declare  that  the  Legislative  Coun- 
cil, as  at  present  constituted,  was  such 
that,  under  no  circumstances,  it  was  to  be 
departed  from.  Was  it  not  even  avowed 
by  Mr.  Pitt  that  it  was  an  experiment 
at  the  time  that  it  was  adopted  ?  Was 
not  his  noble  Friend  aware  that  its 
adoption  was  a  deviation  from  the  whole 
of  the  policy  adopted  with  respect  to  other 
colonies?  Was  not  his  noble  Friend 
aware  that  a  council,  such  as  it  was,  in 
Upper  and  Lower  Canada  never  before 
existed  in  any  one  of  the  British  colonies  ? 
It  never  before  existed,  and  never  since  had 
existed.  Mr.  Pitt  had  unfortunately  de- 
parted from  the  usual  form  adopted  with  re- 
spect to  other  colonies.  There  was  no  such 
institution  in  Nova  Scotia,  in  New  Bruns- 
wick, in  Jamaica,  or  in  the  West-India 
islands.  In  all  these  there  was  to  be  found 
a  council  different  from  that  which  existed 
in  Canada.  The  Canadian  council  did 
not  represent  the  Crown,  nor  was  it  elected 
by  the  people,  and  it  was  one  over  whom 
there  was  no  species  of  control  whatever. 


It  appeared  to  him  that  this  was  the  ori« 
ginal  fault,  and  a  great  fault  it  was.  But 
now,  as  to  making  the  Council  elective, 
if,  for  the  reasons  assigned  by  the  Com* 
missioners,  they  were  for  refusing  the 
change  that  was  proposed,  it  did  not  follow 
that  because  they  were  not  prepared  to 
make  the  Council  elective,  that  therefore 
they  were  to  maintain  it  precisely  in  its 
present  condition.  His  noble  Friend  had 
said,  that  the  words  contained  in  their  re* 
solution,  referring  to  this  point,  were  very 
vague-— that  they  talked  of  the  Legislative 
Council  having  more  of  the  public  confi* 
dence  than  it  now  possessed.  He  begged 
to  state — as  it  had  been  already  mentioned 
by  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  J.  Russell),  in 
introducing  this  subject,  that  the  resolu- 
tions proposed  were  to  be  thetfround  work 
of  a  bill — that  an  Act  of  Parliament  was 
necessary  to  carry  into  effect  the  views  of 
the  Government,  and  in  that  Act  of  Par- 
liament certain  improvements  were  pro« 
posed  to  be  introduced  with  respect  to 
the  constitution  of  the  Legislative  Conn* 
cil.  They  should  prepare  to  remove  from 
the  Legislative  Council  those  who  were 
guilty  of  offences  in  certain  circumstances 
-*that  legislative  councillors  should  have 
the  power  of  resi^^ning;  and  certainly, 
beyond  that,  security  would  be  afforded 
for  having  a  more  judicious  choice  of 
members  of  the  Council.  It  might  be  im- 
possible to  devise  means  for  givtng'complete 
security  for  a  satisfactory  choice  of  the 
members  of  the  Council,  but  at  least  much 
improvement  would  be  made  and,more  than 
that,  he  would  say,  that  if  a  plan  could  be 
devised  such  as  would  be  satisfactory  to 
the  people  of  that  province — if  any  mode 
could  be  devised  of  practically  improving 
the  constitution  of  that  Council— m  such 
an  improvement  he  for  one  would  be  most 
happy  to  agree.  They  would  not  be  right 
in  saying  to  a  people  of  the  numbers  and 
tli^l^lligence  that  the  Canadians  had 
now  attained,  *'  Here  is  a  constitution  not 
more  than  forty  years  in  existence— here 
is  a  novel  experiment  in  legislation — ^here 
is  a  system  that  was  never  heard  of  before 
— here  is  an  anoroialy  in  legislation — here 
is  one  that  you  (the  people  of  Canada) 
feel  the  effects  of,  and  which  you  call 
upon  us  to  alter  but  which  we  are  deter- 
mined to  maintain" — they  would  not,in8uch 
a  case,  he  concluded,  be  right  in  refusing 
such  a  demand,  and  they  could  not,  in  his 
opinion,  in  common  justice  refuse  to 
accede  to  it.  They  would  have  no  right 
F2 
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to  say  to  such  a  people,  that  here  was  a 
part  of  their  institutions  which,  however 
ill  it  might  be  found  to  work,  they  would 
not  consent  in  any  manner  to  alter. 
In  all  free  countries  the  institutions 
ought  to  be  such  as  were  calculated 
to  produce  the  most  good  to  the  great 
body  of  the  people.  If  they  attempted 
to  support  and  maintain  any  other 
— no  matter  what  might  be  the  aid 
they  should  obtain,  or  the  power  they 
could  command — although  they  might  for 
a  shorter  or  a  longer  period  prolong  the 
contest,  still  they  might  depend  upon  it 
that,  sooner  or  later,  they  would  be  de- 
t  ated.  He,  for  one,  never  would  say  to 
the  people  of  Canada  that  where  a  neces- 
sary improvement  was  required,  to  that 
necessary  improvement  he  would  never 
consent.  He  trusted  that  the  Parliament 
and  the  country  never  would  adopt  that 
mode  of  dealing  with  Canada.  Such  were 
the  grounds  upon  which  the  policy  of  the 
Government  rested,  and  upon  that  he 
hoped  it  would  rest.  But  then  they  were 
told  there  was  no  chance  of  conciliating 
upon.  the.  one  hand  the  Assembly  of 
Lower  Canada,  and  on  the  other  that 
part  of  the  population  that  was  op- 
posed to  the  Assembly.  Although  he  was 
told  this,  he  believed  the  people  to  be  ac- 
cessible to  reason,  and  that  an  accommo- 
dation might  be  effected  between  the 
parties.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Bath  told  them  that  it  was  quite  in 
vain  to  look  for  such  accommodation. 
Even  if  he  were  so  convinced,  still  he 
thought  that  the  attempt  ought  to  be 
made  before  they  came  to  the  last  resort. 
Before  they  gave  themselves  up  to  despair, 
before  they  abandoned  all  hope  of  accom- 
modation, and  proceeded  in  consequence 
to  any  extreme  measures  of  coercion,  they 
were  bound  to  be  able  to  show  to  the 
Canadians,  and  to  the  people  of  Great 
Britain  that  every  possible  attempt  had 
been  made  at  accommodation.  He  did  not, 
however,  think  that  the  attempt  would  be 
hopeless.  This  opinion  he  founded  upon 
the  effects  of  the  course  pursued  by  Lord 
Goderich,  in  the  two  years  that  he  had 
the  honour  of  serving  under  that  noble 
Lord,  whose  policv  was  founded  upon 
the  principles  he  nad  referred  to,  and 
which  he  believed,  that  his  noble  Friend, 
now  Secretary  of  State,  was  prepared  to 
follow  up — this  he  knew,  that  the  effects 
of  such  a  line  of  policy  was^  that  in  the 
year  1832,  Mr,  Papineao  was  left  in  a 


minority  in  the  Assembly,  on  this  very 
question  respecting  the  propriety  of  having 
an  elective  council.  From  the  course 
then  pursued,  he  found  that  it  had  the 
effect  of  rallying  round  the  Government 
many  men  of  moderate  and  independent 
opinions.  He  thought  it  then  unfortunate 
that,  at  that  time,  those  measures  which 
were  required  to  carry  these  views  into 
effect,  were  not  adopted  as  completely 
as  they  ought  to  have  been.  He  knew 
that,  from  circumstances,  it  was.  impos- 
sible for  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Ripon)  to 
do  all  that  was  requisite;  but  still,  he 
said,  that  even  what  he  did  do,  was 
attended  with  very  great  and  beneficial 
results.  For,  previously  to  1831,  it  was 
not  merely  the  French  Canadians  that 
formed  the  party  of  Mr.  Papineau,  but 
there  was  also  joined  with  them  in  strong 
and  a  strenuous  opposition,  many  persons 
of  great  weight,  influence,  and  authority, 
in  that  country,  who  were  now  to  be  found 
ranged  in,  the  ranks  of  the  supporters  of 
Government.  Amongst  others,  he  might 
mention  Mr.  Neilson.  Mr.  Neilson,  who 
had,  with  regard  to  the.  Bill  respecting 
the  finances  of  Canada,,  proposed  by  Sir 
George  Murray,,  given  it  his  decided  op- 
position, was  found,,  since  the.  conces- 
sions made  by  Lord  Goderich,  to  be 
one  of  the  supporters  of  the  Govern- 
ment. If  that  course  of  policy  were 
consistently  and  permanently  carried  into 
effect,  they  might  overcome  the  opposition 
which  they  had  to  encounter,  and  put  an 
end  to  all  those  unfortunate  divisions  that 
now  existed.  If  already  all  that  was 
required  was  not  done,  he  regretted  it ; 
but  that  was,  perhaps,  beyond  the  control 
of  the  ministers.  Whatever  little  influence 
he  possessed,  when  he  was  in  the  Colonial 
Office,  was  given  to  carry  into  effect  a 
course  of  conciliation ;  and  if  it  were  to  be 
done  over  again  with  the  results  before 
him,  still  he  would  exercise  his  influence 
in  the  same  direction.  There  was  not 
one  step  that  at  that  time  had  been 
adopted  which  he  now  lamented,  and  he 
did  hope  that  the  House  would  make  one 
more  attempt  at  conciliation. .  Such  was 
the  course  of  policy  he  recommended,  and 
was  prepared  to  adopt.  He  recommended 
them  to  pursue  a  temiierate  and  moderate 
course,  until  they  were  enabled  to  put  an 
end  to  all  these  unfortunate  and  miserable 
disputes. 

Mr.  Cressett  Pelham  was  understood  to 
say  that  he  saw  the  Ministry  were  deter-? 
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mined  to  pursue  a  course  of  policy  to 
which  he,  as  a  lover  of  the  constitution, 
never  could  agree.  Though  disagreeing 
with  them,  as  the  only  alternative  offered 
him  of  supporting  them  or  espousing  the 
side  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bath,  which  he  could  not  possibly  do, 
he  was  bound  to  vote  for  the  resolutions. 

Mr.  Leader  had  a  few  observations  to 
make  upon  the  speech  delivered  by  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  North  Lan- 
cashire. That  noble  Lord  ought  to  have 
remembered  what  a  Minister  of  the  Crown 
had  said  in  the  last  century,  when  he  pro- 
posed for  the  consideration  of  the  House, 
measures  to  be  {applied  to  these  North 
American  provinces.  '*  He  hoped,"  he 
said,  ''  that  they  would  enter  into  the  dis- 
cussion deliberately  and  dispassionately, 
and  have  no  recourse  to  violent  language" 
— ^that  they  would  not  have  anything  of 
the '^  ammortfm  incendiaJ*  If  the  noble 
Lord  had  remembered  the  wise  advice  of 
Lord  North,  he  would  have  abstained  from 
the  violent,  inflammatory,  and.  insulting 
language  he  had  used  towards  the  Cana- 
dians. He  thanked  the  noble  Lord  for 
that  speech — violent  and  insulting  as  it 
was.  It  would ,  he  believed,  have  the  same 
effect  upon  the  people  of  Canada  as  the 
speech  of  another  noble  Lord  had  upon  the 
people  of  Ireland.  The  one  had  insulted 
the  Canadians,  as  the  other  had  insulted 
the  Irish  people.  The  noble  Lord  had  the 
distinction  of  being  called  the  evil  genius 
of  Ireland  :  he  might  now  add  to  it  the 
unenviable  title  of  being  called  the  evil 
genius  of  Canada.  He  once  more  thanked 
the  noble  Lord  for  his  speech,  and  he  con- 
gratulated Ministers  upon  having  such  an 
ally*  With  the  permission  of  the  Com- 
mittee, he  would  state  that  it  was  the  in- 
tention of  those  with  whom  he  acted  to 
divide  upon  every  resolution,  and  to  dis- 
cuss the  question  on  every  occasion  pos- 
sible. 

Mr.  Roehwik  wanted  to  know  if  the 
House  had  come  to  the  determination  of 
proceeding  with  the  resolution  without 
having  before  them  the  evidence  given  in 
1834?  He  must  have  an  answer  to  that 
question  before  they  proceeded  to  the  next 
resolution.  He  would  again  ask  the  com- 
mittee whether  they  would  decide  on  this 
question  without  having  the  entire  of  the 
evidence  before  them  ? 

The  three  first  resolutions  being  merely 
declaratory  were  agreed  to.  On  the  fourth 
jceiolation  Deiog  put  <^  That,  in  the  eaustiog 


staet  of  Lower  Canada,  it  is  unadvisable  to 
make  the  Legislative  Council  of  that  pro- 
vince an  Elective  body ;  but  that  it  is  expe- 
dient that  measures  be  adopted  for  securing 
to  that  branch  of  the  Legislature  a  greater 
degree  of  public  confidence,"  Mr.  Leader 
proposed  his  amendment  as  follows — ^to 
leave  out  all  the  words  after  the  words 
*'  Lower  Canada,''  in  order  to  add  the 
words  «  It  is  advisable  to  make  the  Le- 
gislative Council  of  that  province  an 
Elective  Body -."—Question  put,  *«That 
the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand 
part  of  the  proposed  resolution."  On  this 
question  the  Committee  divided.  Ayes 
318;  Noes  56 :— Majority  262.  Main 
question  again  put. 

Sir  G.  urey  said,  that  after  this  division 
he  trusted  no  further  opposition  would  be' 
thrown  in  the  way  of  the  views  of  Govern- 
ment on  this  subject. 

Mr.  Roebuck  said,  that  a  direct  appeal 
having  been  made  to  him  by  the  noble 
Lord  opposite,  in  reference  to  the  evidence' 
of  the  Committee  on  the  affairs  of  Canada, 
upon  which  he  believed  this  question 
greatly  depended,  he  felt  called  upon  to' 
demand  the  publication  of  that  evidence. 
Till  they  were  in  possession  of  it  he  should 
oppose  further  proceedings.  He  knew 
the  impression  which  had  been  made  on 
the  House  by  the  observations  of  the  noble 
Lord,  an  impression  which  must  make  it- 
self speedily  felt  out  of  doors ;  and  he 
maintained  that  under  these  circumstances 
the  House  ought  to  allow  him  to  have  the 
evidence  upon  which  he  so  much  relied, 
and  not  in  the  absence  of  it  to  vote  away 
the  liberties  of  a  whole  people.  The  hon* 
Baronet,  alluding  to  the  large,  the  over* ' 
whelming  majority  by  which  the  minis- 
terial measure  had  been  carried  to-night, 
expressed  a  hope  that  no  further  op- 
position would  be  made  to  it.  He  begged 
the  hon.  Baronet  to  recollect  that  he  (Mr. 
Roebuck)  went  out  in  as  small  a  minority 
on  the  Irish  Coercion  Bill.  He  moved' 
that    the    Chairman  do  report  progress. 

Mr.  Robinson^  as  a  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee in  question,  begged  to  state  why 
he  was  opposed  to  the  publication  of  the 
evidence  adduced  before  it ;  namely,  that 
it  was  an  ex-parte  statement.  The  inquiry 
of  the  Committee  was  cut  short  when  the 
noble  Lord  then  at  the  head  of  the  depart- ' 
ment  went  out  of  office  :  the  evidence  up 
to  that  period  had  been  all  on  one  side  of 
the  question,  there  not  having  been  tiniQ 

to  call  the  evidence  qu  the  other  side; 
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.  The  Chairmao  agoio  read  the  fourth 
resolution*  aud  then  put  Mr.  Roebuck's 
amendxQent  that  the  ChairmaD  report  pro- 
grew« 

Th«  Committee  divided  oo  the  Amend-' 
ment : — Ayes  39 ;  Noes  287 ; — Majority 
248. 

The  ChattceUor  qf  the  Exchequer 
begged  the  House  would  consider  that 
they  really  had  before  them  all  the  inform- 
ation they  could  possibly  require.  Still 
it  was  not.  his  wish,  and  he  had  no  disposi- 
tion to  ooDceal  from  the  House  any  one 
public  document  which  they  pleased  to 
call  for,  but  hon.  Members  would  recol- 
lect that  the  subject  of  Canada  was  no- 
ticed in  the  King's  Speech*  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bath  had  been  aware,  from 
the  comoaencement  of  tbe  Session*  of  the 
existence  of  this  evidence*  and  if  he  had 
thought  its  production  material  to  the 
matter  at  issue*  he  might  have  moved  for 
it«  If  he  considered  the  papers  before  the 
House  incomplete  without  the  evidence 
taken  before  the  Committee*  he  should 
have  moved  for  the  production  of  these 
documents.  It  was  quite  true,  that  the 
case  was  somewhat  varied  by  the  circum- 
stances which  had  occurred  in  the  course 
of  this  diKussion.  Allusion  had  indeed 
been  made  to  the  evidence  taken  by  the 
Committee*  but  more  with  the  view  oC 
pointing  out  the  different  courses  of  pro< 
ceedtog  of  the  respective  Governments  than 
for  the  purpose  of  explaining  the  subject 
matter  of  this  particular  resolution.  He 
was  disposed  to  do  anything  that  the 
hon*  Member  wished*  that  did  not  amount 
to  a  question  of  mere  delay,  and  nothing 
but  deli^.  Before  the  House  broke  up 
that  night*  he  would  move  for  the  produc* 
tion  of  the  papers  referred  to*  and  they 
should  be  laid  on  the  table  of  the  House 
the  next  day.  He  was  reminded  that  the 
original  papers  had  been  burnt  in  the  fire 
which  consumed  the  Houses  of  Parliament; 
but  the  Members  of  the'  Canada  Commit* 
tee  were  in  possession  of  the  documents 
relating  to  the  question*  unless  indeed  any 
of  them  had  parted  with  their  copy.  He 
had  his  own  minutes  of  evidence*  and  if 
the  House  would  permit  him*  he  would 
lay  them  on  the  table  of  the  House  the 
next  day*  for  the  use  of  hon.  Mem» 
beva*  The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Balhj  Qodoobt*  was  in  possession  of  his 
own  minutes  of  evidenoe*  and  the  copy 
wkkh  he  would  lay  on  tba  table  would  be 

pU  that  wai  moaatary^  ••  that  aiddaoce 


would  then  be  available  for  discussion. 
He*  however*  must  tell  hon.  Membem* 
that  if  they  asked  for  this  evidence  not  for 
the  purpose  of  information*  but  for  the 
purpose  of  protracting  the  measure*  be 
could  not  consent  to  an  application  which 
was  calculated  to  promote  an  undefined 
delay.  He  had  shown  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  he  would  get  the  full  benefit  of 
these  documents  if  the  course  which  be 
recommended  were  adopted*  as  every 
possible  use  might  then  be  made  of  them 
m  argument,  and  therefore  he  hoped  that 
he  would  acquiesce  in  this  suggestion* 

Mr.  Harvey  did  not  rise  at  the  present 
moment  to  enter  upon  the  general  merits 
of  the  question*  but  to  urge  the  import 
tance  of  placing  on  the  table  of  the 
House*  the  evidence  upon  which  the  noble 
Lord  had  laid  so  great  stress.  It  was  due 
to  him— it  was  due  to  the  House*  which 
had  to  decide-— it  was  due  to  British 
interests*  and  above  all*  to  the  feelings  of 
Canada ;  for  it  had  been  argued*  and  the 
evidence  was  alluded  to  in  support  of  the 
charge*  that  the  people  of  Canada  had 
violated  her  express  engagements*  and 
thus  brought  about  that  state  of  things 
which  originated  the  present  measure.  jHe 
admitted  and  admired  the  spirit  of  the 
noble  Lord,  it  was  bold*  frank*  and  elo* 
quent*  of  all  his  many  able  speeches,  it 
was  one  of  the  best ;  yet  worth  depended 
mainly  upon  the  accuracy  of  his  repreaen- 
tations*  of  the  evidence  to  which  be  had 
referred,  and  upon  which  he  had  dwelt 
with  great  earnestness ;  and  this  evidence 
ought  to  be  forthwith  adduced*  and  be- 
fore we  affirmed  the  first  proposition, 
which  was,  in  fact,  the  essence  of  the 
whole  question — To  decide  first,  and  hear 
aud  read  evidence  after  deciding,  was  that 
species  of  one-sided  Legislation,  that 
ought  at  all  times  to  be  deprecated  ;  but 
upon  a  vast  question  like  that  now  betbre 
the  House,  involving  as  it  did  the  mo- 
mentous issue  of  peace  or  war — we  ought 
to  be  peculiarly  solicitous  to  give  to  our 
decision  the  weight  of  sober  thought  and 
an  enlightened  judgment.  It  was  impor- 
tant to  observe  that  the  resolotton  now 
proposed  to  be  aflirmed,  did  not  propound 
a  general  piiocrple^  which  the  House  was 
to  affirm  or  deny -i- that  would  require  no 
evidence  given  before  a^Committee,  bat  the 
House  was  invokedto  affirm  that  an  elective 
council  in  Canada  was  inexpedient*  which 
implied  altogether  a  question  of  fact*  and 
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beariog  upon  the  subject,  of  primary  im- 
portance. WUh  these  feelings  strong 
on  his  mind,  and  deprecating  anything 
wearing  the  appearance  either  of  faclion 
or  precipitancy,  he  shoulU  feel  it  hit 
duty  to  concur  in  divisions  until  six 
o'clock  in  the  rnorningi  unless  the  evi- 
dence was  first  agreed  to  belaid  upon  the 
tabid  of  the  Rouse. 

Mr.  Ward  observed  that  the  greater  the 
weight  which  attached  to  the  speech  of 
the  noble  Lord,  the  more  essential  it  was, 
that  the  evidence  which  had  been  given 
before  the  Committee  should  be  produced 
before  they  could  determine  so  vital  a 
question  as  this. 

Lord  Stanley  begged  to  say,  that  he  laid 
no  great  stress  on  the  evidence  taken  before 
the  Committee.  He  did  not  rest  his 
arguments  on  that  evidence,  but  he  showed 
that  it  contained  the  whole  of  the  informa- 
tion which  was  now  derived  from  the  Com- 
missioners' report.  He  bad  mainly  alluded 
to  that  evidence  in  order  to  show  that  the 
Government  had  followed  out  the  recom- 
mendations, and  he  wished  it  had  been 
done  sooner,  whieh  had  been  formerly 
given,  aitd  to  ilaie  what  were  the  vfew«  arid 
objects  whid)  wef6  openly  avowed  by  the 
parties  repreSMted  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bath. 

Mr.  Roebuck  said,  th«t  the  noble  Lord 
had  already  forgotten  one  part  of  big 
speech,  namely^  that  which  related  taf  « 
charge  of  a  breach  of  faith  on  the  part  of 
the  Canadian  Legislature.  Now,  m  the 
evidence,  there  was  proof  that  the  nobid 
Lord  had  quite  misunderstood  that  part  of 
it.  There  was  no  stipulation  of  the  kind 
mentioDed  by  the  noble  Lord,  on  the  pari 
of  the  Canadian  people ;  and  if  there 
h«d  beoo,  they  had  more  than  fulfilled  fi« 
Now  when  they  came  to  ground  a  resoltttion 
on  the  cottdaet  of  that  assembly,  he 
claimed  it  as  a  matter  of  right,  and  not  as 
a  matter  of  courtesy,  that  all  the  evidence 
that  could  be  proauced  should  be  laid 
befofto  ibO  trtbwMd  which  proceftded  to 
come  to  a  dedaioii  on  dio  ««bjeot.  The 
Chancellof  of  the  Exchequer  had  also 
forgotten  flomethmg  which  bis  CForemm^t 
had  done.  Whefi  he  applied  for  the 
evidenot  it  was  first  promised  and  then 
refused,  but  now  that  he  had  nade  out  a 
case  tiat  touched  the  House,  tht  ii^t 
hoB.>  OentkiMaf  was  ready  to  prodtioo  h. 
The  ChanceUorofthoExchequer'aeoffdiiet 
to  him  had  been  somewhat  nnhaodsome. 
What  did  the  ti$hl  hon*  GeotlottUiQ  mean 


by  t  he  insinuatron  of  **  parting  with  theiff 
C09  y  V*  lia  had  brought  a  charge  againsi 
thi  right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  did  not 
insinuate  that  he  had  broken  liis  promisei 
but  he  said  openly  that  he  had  done  8o» 
He  had  not  hinted  anything  contbmeliousi 
but  had  distinctly  told  him  what  he 
thouehtofhim.  Hehadnotgot  hiscopy  i 
it  had  been  destroyedj  but  the  evidence 
did  get  to  Canada,  and  was  prlhted  therd 
but,  not  from  his  oopy  or  through  his 
means.  He  dared  to  say,  that  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  not  got  his  copy. 

'theCkancellorofthe  Exchequer.  VeSi 
I  have. 

Mr.  tloebuck.  Has  the  noble  Lord  got 
his? 

Lord  Stanley  intimated  that  he  had, 

Mr.  Roebuck  doubted  whether  the  hon. 
Member  for  Worcester  was  in  possession  of 
his.  [Mr.  Robinson  replied  in  tho 
affirmative.]  He  was  only  doing  this  to 
show  how  unhandsomely  he  had  been 
treated  ;  and  he  would  now  only  say, 
that  if  ever  he  had  to  ask  any  favour  from 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  which 
he  should  be  very  sorry  to  be  cooipelled 
to  do,  he  would  beg  of  that  right  hoo» 
Gentleman  when  he  bad  any  thing  to  say 
of  him  to  say  it  with  fairness  and  candour, 
and  he  need  not  say,  with  boldness,  in- 
stead of  throwing  out  insinuations  agataat 
him. 

The  Chancellor  qf  the  Exchequer  fe- 
marked  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  and 
himself  had  been  at  issiie  on  this  point 
before,  and  if  he  would  take  the  trouble  of 
referring  to  the  records  of  the  discossioiHi 
which  then  took  place,  he  would  find  that 
what  he  now  said  was  exactly  what  he 
had  stated  before.  The  originals  having 
been  destroyed,  the  evidence  was  not 
strictly  within  the  reach  of  the  House  ; 
but  he  tendered  his  own  copy,  and  the 
copy  of  anj  other  hon.  Member^  for  the 
purpose  of  being  laid  on  tho  table  and 
made  available  rar  all  the  pdrpofes  of  a 
discussion.  If  be  were  disposeo  to  adhere 
to  n^re  orm,  be  should  say,  tfiM  the 
House  had  no  moans  of  obtaining  that 
evidence ;  but  so  far  was  he  from  depriving 
the  Ho  se  ofall  the  informatioa  that  could 
he  required  on  the  subject,  that  he 
^attested  that  if  this  denMuid  wore  not 
made  use  of  for  the  sake  of  delay  how  tbo 
difficulty  might  be  obviated.  In  getting 
Over  that,  he  was  quite  willing  to  give 
every  assistance*  His  noUe  Friend  (Lord 
Stanley)  bad,  as  it  appealed    to  bi»| 
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alluded  to  tlie  evideiice  in  order  to  show 
irhat  was  the  position  of  different  Qorem- 
nients  and  his  own  position  with  respect 
to  this  question,  and  not  for  the  purpose 
of  dealing  with  the  merits  of  the  question 
itself;  but,  notwithstanding  this,  he 
would  say  that  the  evidence  should  be 
produced,  and  should  be  printed  in  the 
quickest  possible  time. '  But  when  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bridgewater  declared 
that  ail  the  resolutions  should  be  contested, 
and  that  the  Bill  for  which  these  resolutions 
were  the  foundation  should  be  fought  in 
all  its  stages,  and  ^hen  he  found  the  pro- 
duction of  this  evidence  insisted  on  as  a 
necessary  preliminary,  although  he  was 
most  anxious  to  come  to  any  fair  arrange- 
ment, he  could  not  consent  to  any  unneces* 
sary  delay. 

A  discussion  of  some  length,  but  of  a 
desultory  and  personal  character  ensued 
relative  to  the  production  of  the  evidence 
taken  before  the  Committee,  and  the  pro- 
priety of  further  proceeding  till  it  was 
groduced,  which  was  finally  terminated  by 
Ir.  Home  moving,  that  the  Chairman  do 
leave  the  chair.  He  added,  that  he  thought 
the  best  course  that  Government  could 
adopt,  would  be  to  withdraw  the  resolu- 
tions altogether. 

The  Committee  divided  on  Mr.  Hume's 
motion: — Ayes  14;  Noes  76:  Majority 
62. 

Main  question  again  put,  and  after  some 
further  discussion,  Mr.  Harvey  moved,  that 
the  Chairman  report  progress,  on  which  the 
Committee  again  divided : — Ayes  1 8 ;  Noes 
164 :  Majority  against  the  motion  ll^. 

Main  question  again  put. 

Captain  Berkeley  was  glad  to  see  the 
result  of  this  division,  as  it  shewed  that 
delay,  and  delay  only,  was  the  object,  in 
endeavouring  to  wear  out  the  patience  of 
a  large  majority,  and  counting  out  the 
House.  They  had  heard  of  the  tyranny 
of  ft  majority ;  but  they  saw  what  could 
be  done  by  a  miserable  monopolising 
minority.  His  Majesty's  Ministers  would 
see  what  would  be  the  consequence  if  they 
did  not  pursue  a  straightforward  course. 
He  hoped  they  would  not  attempt  to  con-' 
ciliate  or  make  friends  of  those  who  must 
be  enemies. 

Mr.  Hume  was  for  delay ;  delay  was  his 
object,  on  the  principle  laid  down  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  lest  it 
should  go  forth  to  Canada,  that  the  House 
had  acted  before  it  had  all  the  information 
it  ought  to  have.    They  were  taking  this 


severe  course  against  the  Canadians  with- 
out information,  and  therefore  he  was  for 
delay. 

Colonel  Thompswi  was  anxious  to  say, 
that  he  was  for  delay  too.  Delay  was 
wholesome;  he  woula  give  a  guinea  a 
minute  for  delay,  if  he  could  raise  it.  All 
thoup;ht,  and^  especially  all  forethought, 
required  time,  and  if  time  were  not  allowed, 
they  could  not  come  to  a  sound  and  safe 
conclusion. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  main 
question,  **  that  in  the  existing  state  of 
Lower  Canada,  it  is  unadvisable  to  make 
the  Legislative  Council  of  that  state  an 
elective  body,  but  tUat  it  is  expedient  that 
measures  be  adopted  for  securing  to  that 
branch  of  the  Legislature,  a  greater  degree 
of  public  confidence:-^  Ayes  144;  Noes  16: 
Majority  128. 

The  House  resumed.  Committee  to  sit 
again. 

We  subjoin  the  list  of  the  first  division, 
that  on  Mr.  Leader's  Amendment,  the 
one  which  involved  the  principle  at  issue. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


Adam,  Sir  C. 
Ainsworth,  P. 
Alsager,  Captain 
Alston,  R. 
Angersteio,  J. 
Anson,  hon.  Colonel 
Arbuthnot,  hon.  H. 
Arcbdall,  M. 
Ashley,  Viscount 
Astley,  Sir  J. 
Bagot,  hon.  W. 
Bagshaw,  John 
Baillie,  H.  D. 
Haines,  E. 
Balfour,  T. 
Barclay,  D. 
Barclay,  C. 
Baring,  F.  T. 
Baring,  F. 
Baring,  W.  B. 
Baring,  T. 
Barnard,  £.  G. 
Bameby,  J. 
Barron,  H.  W. 
Beckett,  rt.  horn  Sir  J. 
Bel),  M. 

Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
Bentinck,  Lord  W. 
Beresford,  Sir  J. 
Berkeley,  hon.  F. 
Berkeley,  hon.  C. 
Bewes,  T. 
Biddulph,  R. 
Blackburne,  I.' 
filackstone,  W.  S. 
Boiling,  W. 
Bonbani,  R,  F, 


Borthwick^  Peter 
Bowes,  J. 

Braraston,  T.  W.  - 
Brocklehurst,  J. 
Brodie,  W.  B, 
Brownrigg,  S. 
Bruce,  C.  L.  C. 
Braen,  F. 
Bailer,  £. 
Buller,  Sir  J.  Y. 
Burdon,  W.  W. 
Burrell,  Sir  C. 
Byng,  G. 
Campbell,  Sir  H. 
Campbell,  Sir  J. 
Canning,  hon.  C.  J. 
Canning,  rt.  hon.  SirS. 
Cavendish,  hon.G.  IL 
Cayley,  E.  S.j 
Chalmers,  P. 
Chandos,  Marquess  of 
Chaplin,  Colonel 
Chapman,  A. 
Ghetwynd,  Captain 
Chisholm,  A.  W.     > 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 
Clive,  £.  B. 
Clive,  hon.  R.  H. 
Collier,  John 
Compton,  H.  C. 
Conolly,  E.  M. 
Corry,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Cowper,  hoD.  W*  F. 
Crawford,  W. 
Crewe,  Sir  G. 
Dalbiac,  Sir  C. 
Dalmeny,  Iiord  ^ 
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Darlington,  Earl  of 
Denison,  W.J. 
Denison,  J.  E. 
Dillwyn,  L.  W, 
Diyett,  E. 
DottiOyA.R. 
Dugdale,  W.  S. 
Dunbar,  G. 
Duncombe,  hon.  W. 
Dnndas,  hon.  T. 
Dundas,  J.  D. 
Dunlop,  J. 
East,  J.  B. 
Eastnor,  Viscount 
Ebrington,  Viscount 
Egerton,  Lord  Fran. 
Ellejr,  Sir  J. 
Ellice,  right  hon.  E. 
Estcourt,  T.  G. 
Estcourt,  T.  H. 
Farrandy  R. 
Fector,  J.  M. 
Feilden,  W. 
Ferguson,  R. 
Ferguson,  G. 
Fergusson,rt.hon«K.C. 
Finch, G. 
Fitzroy,  Lord  C. 
Fleming,  J. 
Folkes,  Sir  W. 
FoUett,  Sir  W. 
Forester,  hon.  G. 
Forster,  C.  S. 
Fremantle,  Sir  T. 
Freshfield,  J.  W. 
Gaskell,  J.  Miles 
Geary,  Sir  W. 
Gladstone,  T. 
Gladstone,  W.E. 
Gordon,  R.. 
Gordon,  hon.  Capt. 
Goring,  H.  D. 
Goulbum,  rt.  hon«  H. 
Graliam,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Grant,  hon.  Colonel 
Greene,  T. 
Gresley,  Sir  R. 
Grey,  Sir  George 
Grimston,  Viscount 
Grimston,  hon.  E.  U. 
Hale,  R.  B. 
Halford,  H. 
Halse,  J. 
Hamilton,  G.  A. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C 
Handley,  H. 
Harcour^  G.  G. 
Harcourt,  G.  S. 
Hard  inge,rt«hon«SirHi 
Hardy,  J, 
Hastie,  A. 
Haiivkes,  T. 
Hawkins,  John  H, 
Hayes,  Sir  E.  S. 
Heathcoaty  J. 
Heathcote,  G.  J. 
Uomuker,  Iioid 


Herries,  rt.  hon.  J.  C. 
Hillsborough,  Earl  of 
Hind,  J.  H. 
Hobhouse,rt.hon.SirJ. 
Hope,  H.  T. 
Hotham,  Lord 
Hoostoun,  G. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Howick,  Viscount 
Hughes,  W.  H. 
Hurst,  R.H. 
Jackson,  Sergeant 
Jephson,  C.  D.  O. 
Jennyn,  Earl 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 
Johnston,  A. 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 
Johnstone,  J.  J.  H« 
Jones,  W. 
Irton,  S. 
Kerrison,  Sir  E. 
King,  E.  B. 
Knight,H.  G. 
Labouchere,  rt.hon.H« 
Law,  hon.  C.  E. 
Lawson,  A. 
Lefroy,  A. 
Lefroy,  right  hon.  T, 
Lemon,  Sir  C. 
Lennard,  T.  B. 
Lennox,  Lord  G. 
Leveson,  Lord 
Lewis,  D. 
Lewis,  W. 
Lincoln,  Earl^of 
Lister,  E.  C. 
Long,  W. 
Longfield,  R. 
Lowther,  J.  H. 
Lucas,  E. 
Lushington,  Dr. 
Lushington,  C. 
Lynch,  A.  H. 
Mackenzie,  S. 
Mackinnon,  W.  A, 
Madeod,  R. 
Mahon,  Visconnt 
Mangles,  J. 
Maijoribanks,  S. 
Marshall,  William 
Martin,  J. 
Maule,  hon.  F. 
Maunsell,  T.  P. 
Maxwell,  H. 
Methuen,  P. 
Meynell,  Captain 
Miles,  William 
Milton^  Viscount 
Mordaunt,  Sir  J.  * 
Moreton,  hon.  A.  H. 
Morpeth,  Viscount 
Morrison,  J. 
Mosley,  Sir  O. 
Murray,  rt.  hon.  J.  A. 
Neeld,  J* 
Nicholl,  Dr. 
Norreys;  Lord 


North,  F. 
OTerrall,  R.  M. 
Oliphant,  Lawrence 
Ossulston,  Lord 
Palmer,  R. 
Palmerston,  Viscount 
Parker,  M* 
Parker,  John 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Pease,  J. 
Pechell,  Captain 
Peel,  right  hon.  Sir  R. 
Pelham,  J.  C. 
Pemberton,  Thomas 
Pendarves,  E.  W.  W. 
Philips,  M. 
Philips,  G.  R. 
Phillips,  C.  M. 
Pigot,  R. 
Plumptre,J.P- 
Polhill,  F. 
Pollen,  Sir  J.  W. 
Pollock,  Sir  Fred. 
Ponsonby,  hon.  J. 
Poulter,  J.  S 
Powell,  Colonel 
Price,  S.  G. 
Price,  Sir  R. 
Price,  R. 
Pryme,  G. 
Rae,  rt.  hon.  Sir  W. 
Ramsbottom,  J. 
Reid,  Sir  J.  R. 
Rice,  rt.  hon.  T.  S. 
Richards,  J. 
Richards,  R. 
Rickford,  W. 
Robinson,  G.  R* 
Rolfe,  Sir  R.  M. 
Ross,  C. 

Rushbrooke,  Col.* 
Russell,  C. 
Sandon,  Viscount 
Scott,  Sir  £.  D. 
Scott,  J.  W. 
Scouriield,  W.  H. 
Scrope,  G.  P. 
Scale,  Colonel 
Seymour,  Lord 
Shaw,  right  hon.  F. 
Sheppard,  T. 
Shirley,  E.  J. 
Sinclair,  Sir  G. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Smith,  hon.  R. 
Smith,  R.  V. 
Smyth,  Sir  H. 

LUt 

Aglionby,  H.  A. 
Baldwin,  Dr. 
Beaumont,  T.  W. 
Blake,  M.  J. 
Brabazon,  Sir  W. 
Brady,  D.  C. 
Bridgeman,  H, 
BrothertoPi  J, 


Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Stanley,  E. 
Stanliey,  Lord 
Stanley,  W.O. 
Stewart,  P.  M. 
Stormont,  Lord 
Strang  ways,  hon.  J. 
'Strutt,  E. 
Stuart,  Lord  Zi 
Start,  Henry  Charles 
Surrey,  Earl  of 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Tennent,  J.  E. 
Thomas;  Colonel 
Thomson,  rt.  hon.C.P. 
Thompson,  P.  B. 
Thompson,  Alder   an. 
Townley,  R.  G. 
Trench,  Sir  F. 
Trevor,  hon.  A.' 
Trevor,  hon.  G.  R. 
Troubridge,  Sir  E.  T. 
Turner,  W.  ^ 
Twiss,  H. 
Tynte,  C.  J.  K. 
Vere,  Sir  C.  B. 
Vernon,  G.  H« 
Vesey,  hon.  T. 
Vivian,  John  Ennis 
Vivian,  J.  H. 
Vyvyan,  Sir  R. 
Wall,  C.  B. 
Walpole,  Lord 
Wason,  R. 
Wemyss,  Captain 
Wayland,  Major 
Whitmore,  T.  C. 
Wigney,  I.  N. 
Wilbraham,  G. 
Wilbraham,  hon.  B« 
Wilde,  Sergeant 
Williams,  W.  A. 
Williamson,  Sir  H. 
Wilson,  H. 
Wodehouse,  E. 
Wood,  C. 
Worsley,  Lord 
Woulfe,  S. 
Wrightson,  W.  B. 
Wynn,  rt.  hon,  C.  W. 
Young,  G.  F. 
Young,  J. 
Young,  Sir  W. 

TELtSRS. 

Stanley,  E.  J. 
Steuart,  R. 

of  the  Noes. 

Browne,  R.  D. 
Buckingham,  J*  S. 
Bttlwer,  E.  L- 
Butler,hon.  P. 
Crawford,  W.  S, 
Elphinstone,  H« 
Evans,  G. 
Ewart,  W, 
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Fielden,  J. 
Fitzgibbon,  bon.  Col. 
Finn,  W.  F. 
FitzsimoD,  C. 
GaskelU  O. 
Grote,  George 
Golly,  J. 
Ilanrey,  D.  W. 
Hector,  C.  J. 
HindleY,C. 
Holland,  £. 
Hume,  J. 
Humphery,  Jobn 
Maher,  J. 

Molesworlh,  Sir  W. 
Mulling,  F.  W. 
Musgrave,  Sir  R. 
O'Brien,  W.  S. 
O'Connell,  D. 
O'Connell,  J. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
O'Connell,  M. 


Palmer,  General 
Parrott,  Jasper 
Pattison,  J. 
Power,  J. 
Rundle,  J* 
Rntbfen,  £. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Thompson,  Colonel 
Thornley,  T. 
Trelawney,  Sir  W. 
Tulk,  C.  A. 
Vigors,  N.  A. 
Villiers,  C,  P. 
Warburton,  H. 
Ward,  H.G. 
Whalley,  Sir  8. 
Williams,  W. 
Williams,  Sir  J. 

TELLERS. 

Leader,  J.  T. 
Roebuck,  J.  A. 


HOUSE   OF  LORDS, 

Thursday,  March  9,  1  ^^7. 

MiNuns.]  DUb.  RomI  a  flnt  time:~Siii«U  Debts  (9eot- 
knd). 

PetitkjBi  pt^HDleA.  By  Lotdi  Hatkxatoit.  BaooaiiAM, 
DvKCAiflioir,  Karl  Fxtiwiluam,  and  Visoouat  Mjil* 
BOURKSi  firom  Palcley.  Northampton,  and  various  other 
places^  for  the  AhoUtfon  of  Churdi-rateB.^By  the  Carl  of 
SMAfTsaBORTj  «Bd  seveial  other  Noble  \jcmxm,  from  Ne- 
therwent.  ElaOy,  and  vaifous  other  plaofls,  ageiasfc  tha 
AbolitSoa  of  OMUcb'tatai.— By  Earl  Stassov«,  from 
several  Parishes  in  London,  for  Poor  Laws  Ameodment 
Act^y  Loid  BaoueBaM*  from  Mold,  for  Vote  by  Ballot. 


Chcrch-Rates.]  The  Archbishop  of 
Canterbury  bad  to  present  to  their  Lord- 
ships a  considerable  number  of  petitions 
on  the  subject  of  Church-rates,  the  prayer 
of  which,  precisely  the  same  as  was  con- 
tained in  the  petitions  already  presented 
by  the  right  rev.  Prelates  who  had  preceded 
him  in  the  course  of  the  evening,  was 
against  the  abolition  of  Church-rates.  Al- 
though it  was  not  bis  habit  to  address  their 
Lordships  on  presenting  petitions,  still  he 
trusted,  considering  the  general  feeling  of 
anxiety  which  prevailed  on  this  subject, 
that  he  would  be  permitted  to  claim  their 
Lordshipa'  attention  for  a  short  time.  In 
consequence  of  the  number  of  peUtiont 
against  Chinch-rates  which  bad  been 
laid  on  the  taUe,  as  well  as  from  the 
meetings  that  had  taken  place  in  dif- 
ferent parts  of  the  kingdom,  it  was 
supposed  by  many  that  the  country  in 
general  was  hostile  to  the  continuance  of 
those  rates.  But  if  they  looked  to  the 
mass  of  petitions  which  had  been  presented 
on  the  other  tide»  strongly  deprecating 
any  improMr  interference  with  those  rates 
they  would  be  justified  in  coming  to  a  nrj 


different  conclusion.  Petitions  from  agri- 
cultural districts  had  been  placed  in  nis 
hands,  in  which  the  petitioners  "  denied 
that  Church-rates  were  unpopular  amongst 
them.^  They  said  they  "  could  not  bear 
the  idea  of  the  sacred  buildings  devoted  to 
religious  worship  being  left  to  ruin  and 
dilapidation  which  they  feared  would  be 
the  case  if  Chnrch-rates  were  abolished  ; " 
and  such  he  believed  to  be  the  general 
feeling  throughout  the  country.  The  ob* 
jection  to  Church-rates  had  been  almost 
entirely  confined  to  Dissenters,  and  par- 
ticularly to  certain  populous  districts  s 
and  those  who  thus  opposed  them  had 
almost  declared  in  terms  that  they  had 
ulterior  objects  in  view.  It  was  proper, 
then,  that  all  those  who  had  the  welfare 
of  the  Church  at  heart  should  be  upon 
their  guard.  They  had  been  told  that 
the  measure  about  to  be  introduced  in  the 
House  of  Commons  would  be  satisfactory 
to  all  parties.  He  wished  it  were  so.  He 
should  be  pleased  with  any  measure  that 
was  likely  to  be  satisfactory  to  all  parties. 
In  that  case  he  would  not  have  troubled 
their  Lordships  with  the  presentation  of 
those  petitions  without  first  ascertainine 
from  the  parties  by  whom  they  were  signed 
whether  they  still  were  anxious  that  they 
should  be  presented.  But  when  he  looked 
to  the  plan  brought  forward  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  he  could  not  bring  himself 
to  think  that  it  would  be  satisfactory  to 
those  petitioners.  He  felt  astonished  how 
any  person  could  consider  that  the  plan 
would  be  satisfactory  to  the  friends  or  the 
Church.  The  principle  of  the  bill  and  its 
outlipe  were  s^  unkind  to  the  Church,  the 
measure  seemed  to  be  so  pr^nant  with 
mischief  in  its  consequences^  that  he  eer- 
tainly  never  would  give  his  aiseot  to  its 
becoming  law.  It  took  property  from  the 
Church  which  had  belong|ed  to  it  from 
time  immemorial,  and  appropriated  ft  to 
purposes  which  hitherto  had  been  other- 
wise provided  for*  Who  complained  of 
those  rates?  Certainly  not  those  oat  of 
whose  pockets  they  chiefly  came.  Did 
the  posscesors  of  pcoperty  complatn  of  the 
burden  of  ChurchUiites  ?  No.  They  wonM 
be  ashamed  to  complain  of  an  impost 
which  was  laid  upon  them  for  the  main* 
tenance  of  the  church  of  the  country,  for 
the  maintenance  of  religion,  and,  be  night 
say,  for  the  preservation  of  the  monhdtkie 
lower  orders.  The  measure  to  which  he  had 
alluded  was  intended  for  the  teiief  and 
satisfaction  of  the  Diisentersi  who  objected 
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to  pay  these  rates  on  principie^  because 
it  was  a  contributioa  to  the  maintcnaiice 
of  the  Established  Church.  But  their 
ouly  principle  was  to  get  that  property 
relieved  from  the  payment  of  Church* 
rates  which  they  had  bought  subject  to 
thoa^  rates.  Now,  if  the  Church  had 
funds  at  its  disposalp  why  should  they 
not  be  laid  out  in  providing  Church- 
room  and  pastoral  instruction  for  that 
large  body  of  members  of  the  establish- 
ment who  were  at  the  present  moment, 
deprived  of  the  means  of  religious  instruc- 
tion ?  Statements  had  been  made,  founded 
on  truth  and  not  on  speculation,  that  there 
were  thousands  of  people>  nay  he  might 
say  hundreds  of  thousands,  in  that  situa- 
tion. There  were  nearly  S,000,000  per- 
sons in  various  parts  of  the  country  almost 
destitute  of  religious  instruction  in  conse- 
quence of  the  want  of  accommodation  in 
the  churches.  In  the  neighbourhood  of 
the  metropolis  there  was  a  district  with  a 
population  of  1 60,000  souls,  and  only 
thirteen  clergymen ;  and  in  Lancashire, 
Cheshire,  and  other  places,  the  deficiency 
was  still  greater.  And  yet  with  these  facts 
staring  them  in  the  face  they  were  called 
on  to  remove  a  tax,  the  pressure  of  which 
was  hardly  felt  by  any  party,  and  to  shift 
it  to  property  which  was  never  intended  to 
bear  it.  When  the  wants  of  the  Church 
population  of  the  country  were  so  pressing, 
it  would  in  his  opinion  be  most  unjust  and 
impolitic  to  apply  any  surplus  of  Church 
property  otherwise  than  to  the  spiritual 
wants  of  members  of  the  established  reli- 
gion. The  plan  proposed  however  diverted 
Church  property  from  the  uses  of  church- 
men. A  mode  of  raising  money  on  Church 
property  was  to  be  resorted  to,  not  to  pro- 
vide spiritual  instruction  for  members  of 
the  Church,  but  to  relieve  those  who  dis- 
sented from  the  Church.  If  other  plans 
were  rejected  as  being  objectionable  on  va- 
rious grounds,  what  were  they  to  say  to  the 
plan  now  proposed?  It  contemplated 
nolbing  more  nor  less  than  tlie  sequeatra- 
tion  of  the  estates  belonging  to  the  digni- 
taries of  the  Church — the  archbishops, 
bishops,  deans,  and  chapters.  Those 
estates  were  to  be  placed  under  the  roa- 
nagement  of  a  Board  of  Commissioners, 
invested  with  full  powers  for  granting 
leases,  for  selling  reversions,  for  mortgaging 
or  alienating  church  property,  as  they 
might  think  advisable.  Now,  he  would 
ask,  was  any  noble  Lord  so  blind  as  not  to 
m  that  the  effwt  9f  the  plan  would  be  ta 


make  the  dignitaries  of  the  Church  (using 
the  mildest  term)  mere  annuitants,  to  de- 
prive them  of  all  the  influence  and  advan- 
tages which  were  annexed  to  the  possession 
of  land,  and  to  render  them  dependent  on  a 
Board  of  Commissioners  nominated  by  the 
Government  ?  Why,  considering  the  very 
violent  changes  that  had  taken  place  at 
different  times,  a  conjuncture  of  affairs 
might  arise,  in  which  the  whole  of  this 
Church  property  might  be  swept  away,  in 
the  process  of  amendment.  He  believed 
that  he  had  said  enough  to  show  the  in- 
justice of  the  scheme  that  was  proposed, 
its  degrading  effects  on  the  dignitaries  of 
the  church,  and  the  danger  with  which  it 
menaced  the  interests  of  the  Church  itself. 
Objections  without  end  could  be  urged 
against  the  measure;  but,  as  many 
of  tliem  were  matters  of  detail,  although 
involving  principles  of  importance,  he 
would  not  enter  into  them  on  this  occasion. 
He  was,  however,  obliged  to  come  forward, 
not  only  in  obedience  to  his  own  feelings 
on  the  subject,  but  because  he  had  beeu 
authorised  to  express  the  sentiments  of 
others.  A  meeting  of  bishops  had  been 
held  that  morning,  at  which  they  assembled 
to  the  number  of  fifteen  (being  nearly  all 
the  prelates  who  were  in  town),  and  he  had 
been  authorised  by  them  to  declare  their 
unanimous  concurrence  in  the  sentiments 
which  he  had  expressed,  and  their  deter- 
mination to  resist  the  proposed  measure  by 
all  proper  and  just  means.  There  was 
another  consideration  which  impelled  him 
to  address  their  Lordships — it  was,  that 
the  names  of  the  Archbishops  of  Canter- 
bury and  York,  and  of  the  Bishop  of  Llan- 
daff,  as  dean  of  St.  Paul's,  were  placed. in 
the  list  of  Commissioners  for  the  manage- 
ment of  those  estates,  and  the  disposal  of 
Church  property.  An  opinion  had  in  con- 
sequence been  formed  that  they  were  privy 
to  the  plan,  and  that  it  had  met  with  their 
approbation  and  concurrence.  Such,  how« 
ever,  was  not  the  case.  He  mentioned  this 
to  obviate  the  notion  which  had  e;ot  abroad 
amongst  the  clergy,  and  which  had  ex- 
cited a  great  deal  of  alarm,  that  the^  were 
trivy  to  the  plan,  and  approved  of  it,  and 
e  took  that  opportunity  to  relieve  himself 
and  his  rev.  Friends  from  the  imputation. 
The  most  rev.  Prelate  concluded  by  pre- 
senting several  petitions  against  the  aboli- 
tion of  Church-rates. 

VisQoaut MeWoume  had  listened  to  what 
had  fallen  from  the  most  rev.  Prelate  with 
the  greatest  atteation;  he  bad  Usteoed  Xq 
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him  with  that  respect  which  he  was  always 
anxious  to  pay  to  him,  and  which  he  was 
the  more  inclined  to  obserreon  the  present 
occasion,  when  the  most  rev^Prelate  spoke 
not  only  his  own  sentiments,  but  the  sen- 
timents of  many  of  his  right  rey.  brethren. 
He  heard,  he  repeated,  the  most  rev. 
Prelate  with  the  greatest  respect  and  the 
most  anxious  attention ;  but,  he  must  add, 
with  the  deepest  sorrow  and  concern.  He 
had  listened  with  deep  concern,  because 
be  felt  that  the  most  rev.  Prelate's  opinion 
might  have  some  effect  with  reference  to 
the  measure  about  to  be  introduced  to  the 
other  House  of  Parliament — a  measure 
which,  he  was  convinced,  would  be  highly 
beneficial  in  its  operation — advantageous 
to  the  Church — advantageous  to  the  coun- 
try, and  which  was,  therefore,  loudly 
called  for,  in  the  circumstances  in  whicn 
the  country  was  at  present  placed.  He  had 
listened  to  the  most  rev.  Prelate  with  deep 
concern,  on  account  of  the  effect  which 
his  observations  might  have  on  the  success 
of  that  measure  ;  he  had  listened  to  the 
most  rev.  Prelate  with  deep  concern  with 
reference  to  the  interests  of  the  Church 
itself.  The  most  rev.  Prelate  had  expressed 
himself  anxious  for  the  preservation  and 
the  efficiency  of  the  Church ;  but  he  would 
say,  that  the  course  which  the  most  rev. 
Prelate  had  taken  was  one  which  could 
not  be  maintained  or  defended,  and  which 
was  ndt  calculated  to  conciliate  for  the 
Church  that  reverence  and  respect  which 
he  was  desirous  that  it  should  command. 
He  would  put  it  to  the  most  rev.  Prelate 
himself  whether  there  was  not  something 
of  haste  and  precipitation  in  the  course 
which  he  had  adopted  ?  Whether  he  had 
not  stood  forward  unduly  and  unfitly  to 
make  those  observations  ?  Whether  he 
was  not  put  forward  on  this  occasion  by 
those  who  had  more  guile  and  enter- 
tained deeper  designs  uian  himself,  in 
order  that  nis  expressed  opinions  might 
produce  some  effect  on  that  and  on  the 
other  House  of  Parliament,  in  order  that 
they  might  produce  some  effect  on  the  de- 
cision whicn  was  to  be  come  to  in  another 
place?  Considering  this  as  a  measure  of 
peace  and  quiet — considering  this  as  a 
measure  for  the  relief  of  persons  complain- 
ing of  a  serious  grievance — [Laughter,] 
Noble  Lords  might  laugh  ;  but  this  was  a 
question  of  grave  and  serious  importance. 
Considering  the  measure  referred  to  as  a 
measure  of  peace  and  concord— consider- 
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of  his  Majesty's  subjects-— considering  it  as 
a  measure  intended  to  put  an  end  to  a 
state  of  things  admitted  by  the  most  rev. 
Prelate  himself  to  be  inconvenient,  and 
which,  therefore,  ought  to  be  put  an  end 
to— for  the  most  rev.  Prelate  did  not  deny 
that  he  would  give  his  consent  to  a  satis- 
factory measure  for  effecting  an  alteration 
in  the  mode  of  collecting  and  assessing 
Church-rates, — considering  all  this,  he 
did  think  that  it  would  have  been 
more  fitting,  more  proper,  more  decent, 
and  more  wise,  if  the  most  rev.  Prelate 
had  waited  for  the  regular  time  and  period 
for  the  discussion  of  the  question,  and  not 
have  pronounced  with  such  precipitate 
haste  his  intentions  with  resp^t  to  the 
measure.  The  most  rev.  Prelate  had  been, 
for  a  considerable  time,  in  possession  of 
the  whole  of  the  details  of  the  plan  ;*  and 
if  he  had  formed  in  his  own  mind  an  ob- 
jection to  its  general  principle,  or  to  its 
details,  sufficient  opportunities  would' 
occur  for  him  to  state  that  objection  at 
length  :  but  certainly  the  present  occasion 
was  not  the  proper  one  for  entering  on  the 
subject.  Considering  the  importance  of 
this  measure — considering  the  object  and 
intention  of  it — surely  it  would  have  been 
more  fitting  and  becoming  if  the  most  rev. 
Prelate  had  adopted  the  customary  course, 
and  reserved  his  observations  till  the  proper 
time  came  to  discuss  the  question.  The 
most  rev.  Prelate  had  stated  that  there  wai 
a  deep  anxiety  to  preserve  the  system  of 
Church-rates,  throughout  a  great  part  of 
this  country — that  the  abolition  of  those 
rates  was  in  a  high  degree  unpopular — that 
the  people  of  England  were  attached  to 
their  Churches,  and  were  fearful  of  seeing 
them  fall  into  ruin  and  decay.  He  believed 
that  the  people  did  participate  in  those 
feelings.  But  the  question  was  whether 
the  proposed  measure  was  described  ftiirly 
to  the  people  ?  Whether  there  was  not  a 
misrepresentation  of  the  measure  ?  Whe- 
ther they  had  not  been  deceived  with  re- 
spect to  what  was  meant  to  be  done  on  this 
subject  ?  The  people  were  told,  no  doubt, 
that  the  Church-rates  were  to  be  abolished, 
but  they  were  not  told  that  a  fund  wai 
to  be  provided  in  lieu  of  them.  If  they 
had  been  told  that  such  a  fund  would  be 
nrovided,  and  that  they  would  be  relieved 
from  the  payment  of  rates,  he  would  ask, 
whether  it  was  to  be  supposed,  in  reason 
or  common  sense,  that  the  people  would 
entertain  any  ol^ection  to  such  a  plan? 

He  felt  certain;  if  the  measure  bftd '  beea 
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properly  explained  to  them^  that  it  would 
have  been  next  to  impossible  for  them  to 
have  expressed  any  objection  to  it.  In  his 
opinion  the  measure,  if  properly  carried 
out,  would  be  satisfactory  to  all  the  in- 
terests concerned ;  and  it  was  equally  im- 
portant to  all,  that  the  question  should  be 
finally  arranged  and  settled.  It  was  not 
intended  to  produce  any  collateral  efiect— 
it  was  not  introduced  to  satisfy  the  claims 
of  any  particular  body  of  men,  or  to  assist 
any  party  whatever,  or  to  encourage  any 
encroachments  on  the  Churchy  but  to  put 
an  end  to  a  state  of  affairs  which  was 
much  to  be  lamented.  To  put  an  end 
to  fthose  dissensions  on  this  subject 
which  were  acknowledged  by  right  rev. 
Prelates  themselves  to  be  injurious  to  the 
Church — a  state  of  things  which  there  was 
not  one  right  rev.  Prelate  on  the  bench 
could  deny  to  be  at  this  moment  both 
scandalous  and  inconvenient — a  state  of 
things  which,  if  not  now  checked,  would 
evidently  be  extended  and  carried  much 
further  than  it  was  at  present,  and  to 
which  there  could  be  no  conclusion  other 
than  the  adoption  of  some  measure  similar 
to  that  which  would  hereafter  be  laid  be- 
fore their  Lordships.  With  respect  to  the 
plan  proposed  he  had  never  heard  but  that 
Church  lands  by  better  management,  and 
by  doing  away  with  the  system  of  life 
tenures,  could  be  rendered  far  more  valu- 
able than  they  were  at  present.  He  had 
never  heard  of  anything  else.  He  was  not 
prepared  at  that  moment  to  go  through  all 
the  calculations  on  which  the  measure 
was  founded ;  bnt  if  there  was  any  one 
point  connected  with  it  on  which  he  enter- 
tained no  doubt  whatever,  it  was  on  the 
financial  part  of  it.  He  was  quite  convinced 
that  these  funds,  placed  under  a  better 
system  of  management,  would  be  amply 
sufficient  for  all  the  purposes  to  which  they 
were  to  be  applied.  The  question,  then, 
came  to  this — How  could  they  best  apply 
these  funds  ?  He  admitted  that  that  was 
the  real  question  to  be  decided.  There 
might  be  a  doubt  as  to  whether  they  ought 
to  be  applied  to  the  purposes  to  which  his 
Majesty's  ministers  intended  to  apply  them, 
or  whether  they  ought  to  be  applied  to 
supply  what  were  called  the  spiritual  wants 
of  the  Church.  The  objects  which  his 
Majesty's  Government  sought  to  accom- 
plish by  their  application  of  them  were 
freedom  from  dissension,  freedom  from 
disturbance— *in  a  word,  religious  peace 
and  harmony.    To  realise  christian  har- 


mony and  Christian  tranquillity  were  the 
first  objects  of  a  Christian  Legislature,  and 
therefore  ought  to  be  the  first  objects  of  a 
Christian  hierarchy.  For  his  own  part  he 
thought  that  in  the  applicationof  these  funds 
preference  ought  to  be  given — although  he 
gave  it  with  reluctance,  being  as  anxious 
as  any  of  the  right  rev.  Prelates  behind  him 
for  the  augmentation  of  small  livings— 
to  the  plan  which  had  been  detailed,  not 
by  him,  but  by  the  most  rev.  Prelate,  to 
their  Lordships.  The  most  rev.  Prelate 
had  asked  him,  whether,  if  these  funds 
could  be  got  from  the  improved  manage- 
ment of  the  Church  property,  they  were 
to  be  given  to  any  particular  sect  ?  To 
that  question  he  answered  distinctly 
"  No."  They  were  to  be  applied  to  the 
general  interests  of  the  community — to 
secure  objects  which  it  was  most  desirable 
to  secure — namely,  the  peace,  tranquillity, 
concord,  and  property  of  the  country — • 
which  he  confessed  were  great  objects 
with  him,  whatever  they  might  be  with 
the  right  rev.  Prelates  behind  him.  The 
most  rev.  Prelate  had  made  many  ob- 
servations in  the  course  of  his  speech  on 
the  mode  of  carrying  this  plan  into  effect. 
Now,  if  this  plan  were  carried  into  effect, 
either  for  the  purposes  of  this  measure,  or 
for  the  augmentation  of  small  livings,  it 
roust  bo  carried  into  effect  in  the  mode 
proposed  by  his  Majesty's  Government. 
Either  the  Legislature  must  leave  these 
funds  altogether  untouched,  or  it  must 
seek  to  improve  them  in  this  way,  which 
the  right  rev.  Prelate  declares  to  be  dero- 
gatory from  the  Church  upon  objections 
which  vanished  into  thin  air,  if  dispassion- 
ately and  impartially  considered.  He 
confessed  that  he  had  listened  to  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  with  great  sorrow  and 
with  great  concern ;  but  he  had  also 
listened  to  him  with  great  respect  and 
great  attention.  He  had  been  afflicted, 
greatly  afflicted,  at  finding  that  his  Ma- 
jesty's Government  was  to  experience  the 
opposition  of  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
and  of  his  rev.  Brethren  behind  him. 
He  could,  however,  assure  them  firmly, 
but  respectfully,  that  their  opposition 
would  not  alter  his  course.  He  considered 
the  measure  to  be  just — he  considered  it 
to  be  advantageous  to  the  Church — he 
considered  it  to  be  in  every  respect  bene- 
ficial to  the  community — and,  being  so, 
he  should  most  undoubtedly  persevere  in 

f>roposing  it  to  the  consideration  of  Par- 
iament. 
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The  Bishop  of  London  mi  because  a 
body  of  men  speaking  the  sentiments  of 
the  clergy,  who  are  so  deeply  interested  in 
this  question,  and  the  sentiments  of  the 
laity,  who  feel  their  interests  on  this 
snbject  to  be  identified  with  the  clergy, 
come  forward  and  protest  mildly  but 
respectfully  against  this  spoliation  of  the 
Church,  we  are  denounced  with  more 
than  ordinary  vehemence  by  the  King's 
Prime  Minister;  and  it  is  said  that  we 
are  unmindful  of  the  peace  of  the  com- 
munity, because  we  denounce  this  mea- 
sure as  a  sacrilegious  act  of  spoliation. 
And  so  when  the  Prime  Minister  tells  us 
that  a  sacrifice  is  to  be  made  to  secure 
religious  peace  and  harmony,  we  the 
Bishops  of  the  Church  of  England,  are 
not  to  complain  of  it,  because  the  only 
sacrifice  to  be  made  is  the  sacrifice  of  that 
Protestant  Church  of  which  we  are  the 
superior  ministers.  But  I  check  myself, 
my  Lords,  for  fear  lest  I  fail  into  that 
error  of  ~  violence  of  which  the  noble 
Viscount  has  recently  been  guilty.  A 
vehement  and  personal  attack  he  did 
indeed  make  upon  the  Primate  and  the 
rest  of  the  hierarchv,  and  if  I  prosecute 
further  this  part  or  the  subject  I  might 
fall  into  his  error.  I  shall  therefore  call 
the  attention  of  your  Lordships  to  two  or 
three  points,  which  are  in  themselves  an 
abundant  refutation  of  the  subtlety  and 
sophistry — for  I  must  call  the  noble 
Viscount's  speech  most  subtle  and  most 
sophistical  —  displayed  by  the  noble 
Viscount  in  the  course  of  bis  vituperation 
of  my  most  rev.  Friend.  The  noble 
Viscount  saysi  that  the  present  state  of 
things  is  most  scandalous  —  that  the  pre- 
sent dissentions  of  the  community  are 
scandalous.  I  admit  that  the  state  of 
things  ifl  scandalous— -but  to  whom  is  it 
scandalous  ?  Not  to  the  Church,  but  to 
the  small  body  of  persons  who  now  call 
upon  you  to  relieve  them  from  a  burden 
which  does  not  press  heavily  upon  them, 
and  under  which  they  have  inherited  their 
property,  well  knowing;  all  its  liabilities. 
Peace!  produce  peace!  Does  not  the 
noble  Viscount  know  that  this  measure 
never  can  produce  peace?  Is  he  so  blind 
to  the  experience  of  the  past  as  not  to  see 
that  peace  will  never  follow  concession 
made  so  absolutely  at  the  expense  of  one 
arty  alone?  Measure  after  measure 
ave  we  passed  to  conciliate  Ireland, 
and  always  under  the  promise  that  they 
would    remove    contention  and  promote 
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I  peace ;  and  have  they  not  all  been  made 
^  the  substrata  for  further  agitation  ?  Have 
we  not,  I  would  ask  your  Lordships,  the 
confession  of  those  who  are  most  promi- 
nent in  promoting  the  abolition  of  Church- 
rates — is  it  not  their  boast  and  triumph 
that  this  measure  is  only  valuable  to  them 
as  a  first  instalment?  Has  not  an  in* 
fluential  member  of  their  body,  at  a  large 
public  meeting  of  Protestant  Dissenters 
held  in  this  metropolis,  said—"  Only  one 
step  at  a  time — let  us  not  meddle  with 
other  matters,  for  at  present  they  are  not 
relevant."  *'  Not  relevant,"  said  a  Dis- 
senting minister  from  Scotland — "  what 
do  you  mean?  Does  not  this  measure 
lead  to  the  abolition  of  tithe  as  a  necessary 
consequence?"  The  reply  to  this  ques- 
tion was — "  Be  prudent :  only  one  step 
at  a  time."  Can  we,  then,  either  talk  or 
think  of  peace  as  a  result  of  this  measure 
of  sacrilegious  spoliation?  The  noble 
Viscount  says,  that  he  will  not  believe 
that  my  most  rev.  Friend  is  acting — nay 
more,  he  says  that  he  suspects  tnat  my 
most  rev.  Friend,  in  coming  forward  to 
protest  against  this  measure,  is  not  actin? 
upon  the  result  of  his  own  unbiassed 
inquiry,  but  that  he  is  urged  on  by  the 
guile  and  design — I  think  such  were  the 
words— of  others  to  take  this  step.  I  will 
not  say  that  we  have  not  been  hastened 
onwards  in  our  course  by  something  which 
T  will  not  venture  to  characterise  as  I 
ought,  but  which  I  will  venture  to  call  not 
fair  to  some  of  the  rev.  Members  of  this 
Bench.  T  ask  the  noble  Viscount  whether 
this  subject  has  or  has  not  occupied  the 
attention  of  the  Commissioners  or  Eccle. 
siastical  Inquiry?  Does  not  the  com- 
mission under  which  we  act  confide  to  us, 
as  a  fit  subject  for  our  inquiry,  all  the 
property  of  tne  Episcopal  Bench,  and  for 
what  end?  To  see  whether  we  cannot 
make  it  more  efficient  in  supplying  the 
spiritual  wants  of  the  community.  Do 
you  suppose,  my  Lords,  that  having  this 
subject  of  enquiry  confided  to  us,  we 
never  took  into  our  consideration  the 
possible  improvement  of  the  Ch  rch 
property  by  the  application  of  some  such 
measure  as  this  ?  We  state  distinctly  in 
our  last  Report,  that  so  far  as  related 
to  the  management  of  Episcopal  pro- 
perty, this  measure  has  been  considered 
by  us,  and  rejected  as  inexpedient. 
Some  reasons  arc  assigned  by  us  for  that 
conclusion,  and  some  further  reasons  re- 
main   behind,    especially  of  a  financial 
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nature,  calcuhited  to  show  that  this 
scheme,  at  a  fiical  ichemey  is  without  any 
solid  fonndation;  that  the  catcalations 
OD  which  it  rests  are  erroneous ;  and  that 
it  cannot  stand  the  test  of  the  slightest 
investigation.  I  cannot  at  present  state, 
for  reasons  which  your  Lordships  will 
appreciate,  how  it  came  to  pass  that  we 
took  no  further  steps  in  consideration  of 
that  measure ;  but  tnis  I  can  state,  that  it 
was  unanimously  resolved  by  the  members 
of  the  Commission— ^nd  your  Lordships 
will  recollect  who  the  Members  of  that 
Commission  are-*-that  this  scheme  of  im- 
provement was  impracticable  and  inex- 
pedient. I  assert,  mv  Lords,  that  it  was 
unanimously  resolved  by  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Ecclesiastical  Inquiry  that  it 
was  impracticable  and  inexpedient.  The 
proposition  to  alter  the  tenure  of  Church 
property — to  submit  to  Parliament- 
viscount  Mtlboume :  I  beg  leave  dis- 
tinctly to  assert  that  there  was  no  such 
unanimous  resolution  on  the  part  of  the 
Commissioners.  For  my  own  part  I 
always  asserted  it  to  be  my  opinion  that 
the  scheme  was  both  expedient  and 
practicable. 

The  Bishop  of  London :  I  may  have 
been  mistaken  as  to  the  opinion  of  the 
noble  Viscount:  but  this  I  know,  that 
other  Ministers  of  the  Crown,  who  were 
more  freauent  in  their  attendance  on 
the  Commission,  and  who  paid  more  at- 
tention to  the  subject-matter  of  inquiry  by 
the  Commissioners,  were  of  a  contrary 
opinion  to  that  expressed  by  the  noble 
Lords.  I  am  sorry  to  have  been  forced 
to  make  this  disclosure,  but  so  the  fact  is. 
My  most  rev.  Friend,  the  Primate,  asked 
your  Lordships,  and  he  asked  you  with 
great  force,  "  Is  it  just,  is  it  expedient,  is 
it  politic,  to  the  Church  and  to  the  people 
of  England,  that  a  measure  deemed  inex- 
pedient by  the  Commissionersof  Ecclesias- 
tical Inquiry,  when  it  was  proposed  with 
a  view  of  making  abetter  provision  for  the 
spiritual  wants  of  the  Church,  should  be 
deemed  expedient  when  it  was  proposed 
with  a  view  of  relieving  a  body  of  men 
who  have  no  equitable  claim  whatever  to 
relief?"  My  Lords,  I  can  assure  you 
that  I  should  not  have  troubled  you  with 
any  remarks  on  this  subject,  had  it  not 
been  for  the  appeal  which  the  noble 
Vbcount  made  to  the  hierarchy  as  mi- 
nisters of  peace — ministers  of  peace,  said 
he,  banded  together  to  prevent  the  passing 
of  a  measure  of  peace.    I  deny  most  em- 


phatically, on  the  part  of  myself  and  my 
rev.  Brethren,  that  any  part  of  oiir  public 
conduct  has  rendered  us  justly  liable  to 
such  a  charge.  In  resisting  this  invasion 
on  the  rights  of  the  Church,  we  are  doin^^ 
more  to  promote  the  interest,  the  peace, 
and  the  tranquillity  of  the  country  than 
we  should  be  doing  were  we  to  give  our 
assent  to  this  act  of  spoliation.  I  am  not 
now  speaking  on  behalf  of  the  clergy-^ 
they  are  the  last  objects  at  present  of  my 
consideration  —  but  I  am  speaking  on 
behalf  of  the  poorer  classes  of  the  com- 
munity. There  are  at  present  2,000,000 
of  our  poorer  fellow  countrymen  totally 
destitute  of  the  means  of  religious  instruc- 
tion. To  what  source  but  this  can  we 
apply  for  funds  to  supply  their  spiritual 
wants?  '<0h!  then,"  says  the  noble 
Lord,  ''  you  agree  to  the  principle,  though 
you  deny  the  application,  of  this  measure." 
1  reply  at  once,  that  I  should  like  the 

}>nnciple  better  if  it  left  these  funds  open 
or  some  better  provision  for  the  more 
effectual  pastoral  superintendence  over 
the  spiritual  wants  of  the  millions.  Under 
the  measure  proposed  by  his  Majesty's 
Government  all  hope  of  making  such 
provision  for  them  will  be  destroy^,  and 
we  shall  be  thrown  eventually  on  the 
voluntary  principle,  and  of  that  voluntary 
principle  I  will  only  say,  that  if  it  have 
succeeded  at  all  in  this  country  it  has 
mainly  succeeded  because  there  has  been 
an  Established  Church  maintained  within 
it. 

Earl  FitzwUliam  observed,  that  one  of 
the  objections  which  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
who  had  just  sat  down  had  urged  against 
this  measure  was,  that  as  a  financial 
measure  it  would  eminently  fail.  If  this 
were  so  he  would  ask  leave  to  call  to  the 
recollection  of  the  right  rev.  Prelate  the 
close  of  his  speech,  m  which  he  stated, 
that  if  this  scheme  were  carried  into 
effect,  everv  hope  would  be  cut  off  of 
providing  for  the  spiritual  wants  of  the 
millions  out  of  the  improved  funds  of  the 
Church  itself.  He  really  could  not  help 
thinking,  that  the  right  rev.  Prelate's 
objection  to  this  scheme,  if  thoroughly 
sifted,  would  turn  out  to  be  an  objection, 
not  so  much  to  the  application  of  these 
funds  to  the  objects  to  which  it  was  now 
proposed  to  apply  them,  as  to  the  State 
dealing  at  all  with  Ecclesiastical  property. 
He  would  not  enter  into  any  discussion 
on  this  question  at  present,  as  be  deemed 
it  irregular— he  would  only  say,  that  it 
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was  hifl  most  anxious  desire  not  to  run  the 
risk  of  leaying  the  people  of  England 
without  the  means  of  spiritual  instruction, 
and  without  those  means  which  had  more 
immediate  reference  to  the  maintenance 
of  the  various  churches  in  the  country. 
If  he  were  to  express  any  doubt  respecting 
the  propriety  of  this  measure,  the  doubt 
which  he  should  express  would  be  this — 
that  the  measure,  so  far  from  separating 
the  Church  from  the  State,  was  objection- 
able for  disconnecting  the  Church  from 
the  parish.  He  confessed  that  he  did  not 
in  any  great  degree  object  to  the  applica. 
cation  of  any  surplus  which  might  arise 
from  the  improvement  of  Church  pro- 
perty to  any  other  Ecclesiastical  purposes 
than  those  to  which  that  property  was  at 
present  applied  ;  but  he  doubted  whether 
It  were  expedient  to  disconnect  the  main- 
tenance of  the  Church  from  those  local 
and  parochial  communities  with  which 
the  Church  was  at  present  connected.  If 
he  should  hereafter,  upon  further  consi- 
deration of  the  details  of  this  measure, 
with  which  their  Lordships  were  not  yet 
regularly  acquainted,  see  reason  to  object 
to  this  plan,  it  would  not  be  because  it 
separatea  the  Church  from  the  State,  but 
because  it  had  a  tendency  to  separate  the 
parish  from  the  Church.  That  appeared 
to  him  to  be  the  point  of  the  Bill  on  which 
the  greatest  doubt  ought  to  be  enter- 
tained: for,  in  all  these  local  establish- 
ments, it  was  important  that  the  local 
communities  should  feel  the  necessity  of 
maintaining  them  for  their  own  spiritual 
instruction. 

Petitions  laid  on  the  table. 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Thursday  f  March  9,  1837. 

MimiTieO  Petitions  preiaited.  By  Mr.  Srarmam  Craw- 
yoiu»»  and  other  Hon.  Msmbim,  from  PhOUprtown,  ead 
yarioof  other  places,  for  Municipal  Corporatioiu  (Ireland) ; 
and  ibr  the  AboUtlan  of  Tithes  (Ireland)  i  ftom  Dundalk, 
ftxr  Foor-iawi  (Ireland)  i  fliom  Enigh,  Trengh,  and  Dun- 
CMUion,  for  the  Amendment  of  the  Law  of  Landlord  and 
Tenant.— By  Colonel  WaarxHRA,  ftom  Bangher  and 
Lusmagh,  for  Mimidpal  Corporatiou  Bill,  Abolition  of 
Tttfaai  (Ireland)^— By  Mr.  TaomiLir,  Mr.  WtLaon  Pat- 
Txir,  Mr.  PovLBTT  Thomion,  fromCarliile,  Mancbeiter, 
Godly,  Chorly,  and  Burnley,  for  Repeal  of  Duty  on  Cotton 
WboL-^By  Mr.  S.  Cbawvoiid  and  Mr.  Onora,  ftvm 
BaUywwimon  and  other  ptocei,  for  Vole  by  Ballot — By 
the  ATTomfXT-OaNtJiAL,  Mr.  Grotb,  and  Mr.  Bram- 
•roir,  ftom  E<Unbiugh,  London,  and  Romford,  for  Reduo- 
ttOBof  Dnty  on  Fire  Inmranem.— By Lofd  Jambs  Stoakt. 
ftom  Inlne,  for  the  Repeal  of  Duty  on  Soap.— By  Mr. 
Sergeant  Wilds,  ftom  Adcworth,  for  Extension  of  the 
Elective  Franclilae.<— By  the  AiroRKST-OsivBRAL,  ftom 
Bdi9imitfii,ftrtUwnMta«to  the  ooBftmctionoC  Bier- 


diint  Vwieli.— By  Sir  William  Vovkmb,  and  odisr  Hoo. 
MsMBSRs,  ftom  TotnsH,  snd  varioiu  other  placet,  for 
Amendment  of  Poor-law  Act. — By  the  Anx>RirsT-GnNB« 
RAL,  ftom  Auchtennuchty,  for  the  Small  Debta  (Scotland) 
Bill,  and  from  Invenxy,  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Bill;  ftom 
the  Sodety  of  Solicitcnt  In  tiie  Supreme  Court  of  Scotland, 
ftir  the  Repeal  of  Duty  on  Attorney^  CeitiilcateB.->By 
Captain  WxMVsa,  from  Leslie,  complaining  of  the  Creation 
of  Fictitious  Yotei,  and  ftom  Ayr,  for  revidon  of  the  mode 
of  Hcensii^  Innkeepen. 

False  Subscriptions  for  Rail* 
WATS.]  Mr.  T.  Duncombe  had  a  Petition 
to  present  from  Benjamin  Weaver,  to 
which  he  hoped  he  should  be  allowed  Jto 
call  the  attention  of  the  House.  It  related 
to  the  subscription  list  delivered  into  that 
House  by  the  promoters  of  the  West- 
minster-bridge and  Greenwich  railway, 
and  the  petitioner  complained  that  a 
number  of  individuals  had  signed  that  list 
who  had  no  interest  in  the  undertaking. 
This  was  a  species  of  fraud  which  was 
daily  increasing,  and  which  demanded  the 
serious  consideration  of  the  House;  for 
unless  some  strong  remedy  was  applied  to 
check  its  further  progress,  it  could  not 
fail  to  be  productive  of  die  most  disas- 
trous consequences  to  those  who  were 
induced  from  an  apparently  respectable 
and  well-subscribed  list  to  embark  their 
capital  in  railroad  speculations.  The 
petitioner  stated,  that  several  names  ap- 
peared in  the  subscription  list  of  the 
Westminster-bridge  and  Greenwich  rail- 
way, whose  united  subscriptions  amounted 
to  30,500/.,  and  yet  every  one  of  those 
individuals  was  actually  a  pauper.  A 
person  of  the  name  of  Spencer  stated,  that 
be  had  signed  the  list  for  the  sum  of  10«,, 
and  his  name  was  put  down  for  1,7002., 
while  the  fact  was,  that  he  neither  was 
nor  ever  had  been  a  shareholder,  and  had 
no  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the  un- 
dertaking. This  was  not  only  a  gross 
fraud  upon  the  House,  but  it  was  a  gross 
fraud  also  on  the  public,  who  were  liable 
to  suffer  severely  from  the  continuance  of 
the  system. 

Petition  to  be  printed. 

Creating  Fictitious  Votes.]  Sir 
R,  Simeon  presented  a  petition  from  the 
Isle  of  Wight,  relating  to  the  manufacture 
of  fictitious  votes  in  that  island.  This 
evil  was  one  of  growing  importance,  and 
called  for  the  immediate  attention  of  the 
House,  as,  unless  a  stop  was  put  to  the 
practice  of  manufacturing  votes  for  party 

Surposes,  the  legitimate  electors  would  be 
eprived  of  the  rights  which  had  lately 
been  conferred  upon  them.    If  the  system 
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r  gation,  should  a  Committee  be  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  grounds  of  complaint 
brought  forward  by  the  petitioners.  He; 
however,  would  protest  against  the  au* 
thority  of  that  House,  or  against  the 
authority  of  any  other  assembly,  or  of  any 
individual,  to  question  his  right  to  dispose 
of  his  property  as  he  pleased.  He  would 
refer  the  House  to  the  revising  barristers, 
whose  court,  he  conceived,  was  the  proper 
tribunal  for  investigating  such  complaints; 
If  hon.  Members  would  refer  to  the  evi- 
dence taken  before  the  revising  barristers, 
they  would  find  that  it  had  been  proved 
to  the  satisfaction  of  the  court,  and  to  the 
satisfaction  also  of  the  petitioners,  that- 
the  transactions  now  complained  of  were 
bond  fide  conveyances  of  property.  The 
property  was  totally  alienated  from  himt 
and  totally  removed  from  his  control,  and 
he  could  not  think  that  the  petitionee 
had  acted  wisely  x>t  justly  in  adopting  the 
course  they,  had  done.  Having  stated  the 
facts  of  the  case,' and  expressea  his  readi-: 
ness  to  meet  any  investigation  which  the 
House  might  institute,  he  would  not  tres* 
pass  longer  on  the  time  of  the  House. 
Petition  to  be  printed. 


of  which  the  petitioners  complained  was 
not  against  the  letter  of  the  law,  it  was  at 
least  against  its  spirit,  and  contrary  to  the 
constitutional  rights  of  the  electors.  The 
petitioners  threw  themselves  for  protection 
on  that  House,  and  he  (Sir  R.  Simeon) 
hoped  they  would  not  deny  them  the  pro- 
tection which  thev  claimed.  The  hon. 
Baronet  concluded  by  moving  that  the 
petition  be  read. 
Petition  read  as  follows  :— 

**That  yonr  Petitioner,  William  Butt,  ob- 
jected to  the  names  of  several  persons  inserted 
in  the  Lists  of  Voters  for  the  County  of  the 
Isle  of  Wight,  at  the  late  registration  in  1836, 
and  that  both  your  petitioners  attended  the 
Revising  Barristers'  Court  for  the  purpose  of 
supporting  such  objections. 

"  That  at  the  sitting  of  the  Court,  it  was 
proved,  principally  by  the  evidence  of  John 
Fleming,  Squire,  Member  of  your  honourable 
House  for  the  south  division  of  the  county  of 
Hants,  and  of  James  Parsons,  steward  of  the 
said  John  Fleming,  that  the  said  John  Fleming 
bad  given  to  each  of  the  above-named  persons, 
who  neither  reside  in  the  Isle  of  Wight,  nor 
have  any  connexion  with  that  county,  a  free- 
hold interest  for  life,  to  the  amount  of  ten 
Sounds  a-year,  and  upwards,  in  land  and 
ouses  in  the  Isle  of  Wight,  for  the  sole  par- 
pose  of  conferring  votes,  and  without  having 
received  any  valuable  consideration  for  such 
gift,  as  was  openly  admitted  by  the  said  John 
Fleming. 

*'  That  it  further  appeared  in  evidence,  that 
the  said  John  Fleming  had  also  made  many 
other  votes  by  gifts  of  forty  shilling  freeholds, 
and  that,  in  making  votes,  he  had  given  away 
property  worth  about  250/.  a-year. 

"  That  it  also  appeared,  by  the  evidence  of 
the  said  James  Parsons,  that  nearly  all  the 
deeds  creating  these  different  votes,  were  and 
had  been  from  the  execution  thereof  in  the 
possession  of  him  the  said  steward  of  the  said 
John  Fleming. 

**  That  such  a  practice  must  necessarily  lead 
to  a  general  system  of  manufacturing  votes, 
and  open  the  door  to  wholesale  bribery  and 
corruption. 

"  Your  petitioners,  therefore,  humbly  sug* 
gest  to  your  honourable  Hoase,  that,  in  order 
m  some  measure  to  prevent  the  mischief 
threatened  by  this  practice,  residence  should 
be  made  necessary  to  a  county,  as  it  already  is 
to  a  borough  qnalification. 

**  Your  petitioners  humbly  pray  your  honour- 
able  House  to  take  such  measures  as  to  your 
'wisdom  shall  seem  meet,  for  preventing  the 
g-rowth  of  an  evil  which,  if  not  checked,  will 
speedily  destroy  the  honesty  and  independence 
of  the  county  constituency." 

Mt*,  Fleming  said,  that  he  was  perfectly 
ready  to  afford  every  explanation,  and 
perfectly  willing  to  submit  to  any  investi- 
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IxcLosiTRB  Bills— Public  Rscuba- 
TiON.]  Mr.  Hume  begged  permission  of 
the  House  to  bring  forward  a  motion,  of 
which  he  had  given  notice,  but  which  was 
last  in  the  list.  He  did  not  think  it  would* 
occasion  any  lengthened  discussion.  The 
motion  was,  a  resolution  which  he  hoped' 
the  Hoase  would  adopt  to  the  following 
effect.  '<  That  in  all  Inclosure  Bilte  pro-* 
vision  be  made  for  leaving  an  open  space 
sufficient  for  the  purposes  of  exercise  and 
recreation  of  the  neignbouriog  population  ; 
provided,  that  in  any  case  where  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Bill  do  not  make  such  pro- 
vision, they  be  recjuired  specially  to  report 
to  the  House  their  reasons  for  not  com- 
plying  with  the  orders  of  the  House.''  No 
person  can  travel  through  the  country 
without  regretting  that  encroaching  svstem 
of  inclosures  to  which  we  are  all  wit« 
nesses.  It  is  most  desirable  that  some 
provision  of  the  kind  should  be  made  for 
the  recreation  and  amusement  of  the 
people  in  all  cases,  except  where  there 
shall  appear  to  the  Committee  some  ex-- 
traordinary  circumstances  to  warrant  a  con- 
trary course. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  was  not  certain  whether 
the  form  which  the  hon.  Member  had 
chosen  was  the  best  for  effecting  his  object* 
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X^  \k^\  <t^^  HonvfWi  ht  ftilty  concurred . 
Tho  iuUJmI  wm  •imilar  to  that  which  had 
h^fk  mor«  iHun  once  urged  on  the  attention 
^t  iht  Lef  ietature^  and  to  which  he  re- 
ffeiled  the  Lepalatore  had  not  paid  the  at- 
tention it  deaarved.  It  waa  most  desira- 
ble that  the  neighbourhood  of  manufac- 
Uiringtowna,  and  indeed  of  all  towns,  should 
ha?e  some  place  where  the  population 
might  find  the  meana  of  innocent  recrea- 
tion* Such  an  arrangement  would  have 
a  most  beneficial  effect,  not  alone  on  their 
health,  but  also  on  their  morals,  by  gra- 
dually withdrawing  them  from  scenes 
where  their  time  waa  hkeiy  to  be  much  less 
innocently  employed.  He  waa  sure  that 
auch  an  effort  on  the  part  of  the  local 
authorities  would  insure  to  them  the 
lasting  gratitude  of  the  working  popula- 
tion. It  would  be  gratifying  too  to  wit- 
neaa  the  people  employed  in  innocent  re* 
creation.  He  would  not,  however  have 
the  meana  of  auch  innocent  amuaement 
confined  to  the  population  of  large  towna 
and  dieir  vicinity.  He  would  have  atnular 
means  extended  to  the  rural  population, 
whom  it  waa  pleaaing  to  aee  engaged  in 
athletic  and  manly  exercises.  There  was 
no  question,  that  though  the  people  might 
have  no  legal  clahn  to  portions  of  waste 
land  or  common  being  thus  set  apart  for 
Aeir  recreation,  they  had  a  moral  right, 
and  in  the  consideration  of  every  future 
encbeure  bill  he  hoped  their  interests 
would  not  be  lost  sight  of.  He  would 
not  then  atop  to  go  into  the  wording  of  the 
reaolotion,  aa  be  moat  fully  assented  to 
the  principle ;  and  eten  where  the  occur* 
iwnee  of  an  eaeloaure  did  not  present  itself 
in  the  netshbourbood  of  large  towns,  the 
neane  to  form  placee  of  recreation  should 
be  provided  by  a  rate  anuHig  the  inhabi- 
tMiU,  to  which  perhaps  the  Government 
would  not  be  indisposed  to  lend  its  aid. 
It  would  be  a  moat  wise  and  prudent  ex- 
]Mnditura  of  the  public  money.  For  in«> 
etance,  no  person  objected  to  the  improve* 
menfea  thai  had  been  made  in  our  parka  in 
and  near  the  metropolis,  and  no  one 
grudged  the  money  expended  in  that  way ; 
but  he  Heared  that  we  were  too  much  dis- 
poaed  to  confine  ouraelvea  to  the  metro- 
poKa  in  theae  improvementa,  and  too  apt 
to  forget  the  wants  of  the  manufocturing 
and  other  towna,  all  of  which  required 
places  of  recreation  as  much  aa  the  me- 
ttopolta.  He  would  not  object  to  grants 
of  from  5,000/.  to  10,000/.  in  cases  where 
the  local  aulhorttiea  erf*  large  towna  might 


raise  the  like  sum,  or  even  the  half,  for  the 
purpoaea  he  had  stated.  He  repeated 
that  it  would  be  a  roost  wise,  because  a 
most  useful,  expenditure  of  the  public 
money. 

Mr.  Brotherton  expressed  his  cordial 
concurrence  in  the  motion,  and  rejoiced 
that  the  powerful  aid  and  co-operation  of 
the  right  hen.  Barpnet  who  had  juat  ad- 
dressed the  House  were  likely  to  carry  ther 
plan  into  effect.  The  subject  had  been 
too  long  neglected  by  Parliament,  but  it 
waa  now  likely  at  length  to  be  carried  out 
to  its  useful  object. 

Mr.  Hardy  said,  that  all  would  agree  in 
the  principle  of  the  propoaition,  that  some 
places  of  recreation  and  amusement  should 
be  provided  for  the  working  population  of 
large  towns,  and  also  for  the  inhabitants 
of  rural  districts;  but  he  thought  that  a 
distinction  should  be  made  between  inclo- 
sures  of  commons  and  what  were  called 
waste  lands.  Commons,  not  waste  lands, 
were  very  often  private  property  and  if 
a  part  of  them  were  reserved!^  for  public 
purposes  some  compensation  should  be 
made  to  those  who  had  heretofore  culti- 
vated them. 

Motion,  with  some  verbal  amendmenta, 
agreed  to. 

Mercantile  Marine.]  Mr.  Buck" 
ingham  said,  in  rising  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  subject  of  which  I 
have  given  notice,  and  to  submit  to  their 
judgment  the  motion  which  I  ahall  take 
the  liberty  to  place  in  your  hands,  *'  for 
leave  to  bring  m  a  Bill  for  the  establish- 
ment of  a  Marine  Board,  and  for  the 
better  regulation  of  the  Merchant  Shipping 
of  the  Kingdom,''  I  have  to  ask  the 
indulgence  of  the  House,  while  I  place 
before  them  the  facta  and  arguments  on 
which  I  shall  presume  lo  ask  their  acqui- 
escence in  granting  leave  to  introduce  the 
Bill  proposed.  The  subject  of  the  ship- 
ping interest  has  been  so  often  before  tne 
House  in  various  shapes,  that  it  is  unne- 
cessary to  speak  of  its  importance,  even 
were  the  question  one  which  affected  the 
shipping  interest  alone.  But,  in  addition 
to  the  mere  interest  of  the  ship-owner, 
there  is  that  of  the  nation  at  large,  which 
is  deeply  injured  by  the  annual  loss  of  life 
and  property  at  sea,  which  it  is  my  object 
and  my  hope  to  see  diminished.  We 
have,  indeed,  a  valuable  recognition,  in 
his  Majesty's  Speech  delivered  from  the 
Throne  at  the  opening  of  the  last  Session^ 
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of  the  claims  of  the  maritime  commeice  of 
the  coantry  to  protectioo,  from  the  funds 
of  the  natioo  at  large;  and  this  royal 
declaration  was  made  the  chief  ground  for 
the  M misters  asking  the  House  to  vote 
the  additional  sums  required  in  the  navy 
estimates  for  equipping  several  additional 
ships  of  war.  In  the  inquiry  into  the 
admiDistration  of  our  Light*bouses  ««-  in 
the  revision  of  our  Pilot  Eistablishments— - 
in  the  formation  of  the  Board  of  Longi. 
tude,  and  in  the  organisation  of  the  Tri- 
Qity-house«-we  recognise  and  act  upon 
the  sound  principle  of  giving  legislative 
prolection  to  our  merchant  shipping :  and 
not  trusting  merely  to  their  self-interest  to 
secure  the  means  of  protecting  themselves. 
But»  if  it  be  our  duty  to  protect  the  mari- 
time commerce  of  this  country  from  cap- 
ture by  enemies  or  pirates,  through  the 
pffssesoe  in  different  quarters  of  the  globe 
of  our  ships  of  war — if  it  be  our  duty  to 
establish  light-houses  to  warn  them 
against  the  hidden  dangers  of  the  coasts 
-^0  form  a  Board  of  Longitude  for  the 
cotrectioA  of  the  nautical  ephemeries,  the 
iasprovemenit  of  the  chronometer,  and  the 
oorrectioQ  of  charts,  to  save  the  ship* 
DMster  from  the  perils  of  an  inaccurate 
reckoning«*aod  to  have  a  Trinity  Board 
for  the  regulation  of  those  admirable 
bodies  of  pilots  who,  in  every  port,  are 
found  ready  to  tak#  charge  of  ships  and 
guide  them  through  the  most  intricate 
cbanneis  to  harbours  of  safety-*if  all 
these  be  fairly  and  legitimately  within  the 
province  and  under  the  control  of  the  Le* 
gislature,  and  are  productive  of  good 
effeeiSy  then  is  it  also  the  duty,  as  it  can 
be  shewn  to  be  the  interest,  of  the  nation, 
to  save  this  mass  of  maritime  property,  as 
well  as  the  lives  that  are  sent  to  guard  it 
on  (he  sea^,  from  a  destruction  more 
powerfiil  and  more  extensive  than  that 
occasioned  by  the  fleets  of  the  enemy  or 
the  bidden  rocks  and  shoals  of  their  own 
shores  :*«*>a  destruction  occasioned  by 
defective  building  in  the  first  instance, 
deliBietive  equipment  in  the  next,  and, 
above  all,  by  defective  management, 
against  each  of  which  evils,  it  is  within 
the  power  of  the  Legislature  easily  to  pro- 
vide; and,  if  I  shall  succeed  in  proving  to 
the  House  that  they  have  the  power,  I 
will  not,  for  a  moment,  doubt  their  readi- 
ness to  eiercise  it  for  that  purpose.  The 
House  is  aware,  that  in  the  last  Session  of 
Parliament,  a  Seh^ct  Committee  was  ap« 
to  inquire  into  the  causes  of  the 


increased  number  of  shipwrecks,  with  a 
view  to  ascertain  whether  such  improve- 
ments might  not  be  made  in  the  construc- 
tion, equipment,  and  navigation  of  mer- 
chant vessels,  as  would  greatly  diminish 
the  annual  loss  of  life  and  property  at  sea. 
That  Committee,  composed  almost  entirelv 
of  nautical  and  professional  men,  with 
some  of  the  representatives  of  the  principal 
seaports  of  the  kingdom,  did  me  the 
honour  to  elect  me  their  chairman,  and 
having  thus  had  the  advantage  of  presiding 
over  their  proceedings,  and  hearing  all  the 
evidence  produced,  I  was  intrusted  with 
the  duty  of  drawing  up  the  Report, 
founded  on  the  evidence ;  which  Report, 
as  it  is  now  placed  on  the  table  of  the 
House*  receiveci  the  unanimous  assent  of 
the  Members  of  the  Committee,  The 
foundation,  therefore,  was  carefully  and 
deliberately  laid ;  and,  as  the  facts  which 
I  shall  adduce  in  support  of  the  measure 
that  I  propose  to  introduce,  will  be  drawn 
from  the  volume  of  evidence  aocorapanying 
that  Report,  it  will  be  in  the  power  of 
hon*  Members  to  verify  those  facts  for 
themselves.  It  appearSf  from  the  best 
authorities^  that  the  number  of  merchant 
vessels  registered  as  belonging  to  Great 
Britain  and  her  colonies,  carry  in  the 
whole  to  about  2,600,000  tona  The  pro- 
perty alone  contained  in  these  vessels, 
including  ships  and  cargoes,  cannot  be 
less,  at  the  very  lowest  estimate^  than  fifty 
millions  sterling — reckoning  the  empty 
ships  only  at  10/.  a  tonp-<and  supposmg 
half  of  them  to  be  laden,  estimating  the 
value  of  those  cargoes  at  the  same  rate 
per  too.  But  besiibs  this  vast  extent  of 
property  risked  upon  the  seas,  there  are 
from  150,000  to  180,000  seamen  whose 
lives  are  perilled  on  the  ocean  ;-*and  for 
the  preservation  of  both  of  these,  the  Le« 
gislature  is  boui^d  to  adopt  whatever 
course  may  be  shewn  to  be  iust,  practice* 
ble,  and  efficient.  It  might  have  been 
supposed,  indeed,  that  in  a  country  like 
England,  whose  maritime  superiority  has 
been  the  national  ambition  ana  the  national 
boast,  and  where  the  false  protection  of 
the  restrictive  and  prohibitory  system  was 
so  long  held  out  to  the  shipping  interest 
as  a  privilege  and  reward,  eyery  possible 
precaution  would  have  been  taken  to  secure 
vessels  from  loss,  by  guarantees  for  their 
solid  construction,  competent  equipment, 
and  efficient  navigation.  Yet,  while  we 
legislate  for  the  size  of  coaches,  waggons, 
and  omnibuses,  even  to  Ihe  breadth  of 
G2 
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their  wheels,  and  strictly  prohibit  their 
carrying  any  more  goods  or  people  than 
they  are  licensed  to  convey  —on  the  humane 
principle  of  guarding  the  lives  and  pro- 
perty of  his  Majesty's  subjects  by  land — 
we  leave  the  more  perilous  element  of  the 
sea  open  to  do  its  worst,  and  to  engulph 
in  its  yawning  wave  as  many  ships  and 
seamen  as  may  tempt  its  dangers,  without 
appeanng  to  do  more  than  lament  the 
catastrophes  when  they  are  reported  (o 
us,  and  without  taking  the  slightest  pains 
to  prevent  their  recurrence.  Hence  it 
happens,  that  notwithstanding  the  great 
improvement  which  has  taken  place  within 
the  last  half-century,  in  the  safety  of  every 
other  occupation  or  pursuit,  the  provisions 
for  the  safety  of  ships  at  sea  have  been 
wholly  neglected,  and  shipwrecks  instead 
of  diminishing,  as  our  improved  science 
and  improved  experience  might  have  rea- 
sonably led  US  to  expect,  have  been  gra- 
daally  and  steadily  on  the  increase.  From 
the  year  1793  to  1829,  a  period  of  thirty- 
six  years,  and  when  our  fleets  were  cover- 
ing every  sea— the  average  loss  of  vessels 
throughout  the  whole  of  that  period,  was 
557  in  the  year.  In  1829,  the  losses  are 
thus  recorded  in  the  books  of  Lloyd's 
Coffee-house,  from  whence  the  former 
average  was  ascertained  :— **  On  foreign 
voyages,  157  wrecked;  284  driven  on 
shore^  of  which  224  are  known  to  have 
been  got  off,  some  with  more  and  some 
with  less  damage ;  21  foundered  or  sunk ; 
1  run  down ;  35  abandoned  at  sea,  8  of 
which  were  afterwards  carried  into  port ; 
12  condemned  as  unseaworthy ;  8  upset, 
one  of  them  righted ;  27  missmg,  one  of 
them  a  packet,  no  doubt  foundered.''  Here 
is  a  number  of  545  casualties  in  the  ships 
employed  on  foreign  voyages  alone,  an 
amount  nearly  equfu  to  the  whole  average 
annual  loss  from  1793  to  1829;— but 
when  we  come  to  add  the  loss  in  the  home 
trade  to  this,  its  amount  will  be  largely 
increased.  It  appears,  by  the  same  au- 
thority to  be  thus: — ^'^  Colliers  and  coasters, 
109  wrecked,  297  driven  on  shore,  of 
which  121  are  known  to  have  been  got  off, 
and  probably  more;  67  foundered  or 
sunk,  4  of  them  raised  ;  6  run  down ;  13 
abandoned^  5  of  them  afterwards  brought 
into  port ;  3  upset,  2  of  them  righted ;  16 
missing,  no  doubt  foundered.  During 
the  same  year,  4  steam  vessels  were 
wrecked ;  4  driven  on  shore  but  got  off, 
and  4  sunk."  Here  is  nearly  an  equal 
Dumber  of  593  casualties  in  the  home 


I  trade;  making  together  upwards  of  a 
thousand  vessels  lost,  or  damaged,  in  the 
course  of  a  single  year;  and  as  many  of 
these  were  laden  with  valuable  cargoes, 
and  some  perished  altogether,  so  that  none 
were  even  left  to  tell  the  causes  of  their 
loss — the  immense  amount  of  life  and  pro- 
perty thus  sacrificed  to  the  deep,  may  well 
excite  our  sympathy  as  well  as  our  surprise. 
But,  moreover,  many  vessels  are  lost  every 
year  in  distant  parts  of  the  globe,  or 
founder  at  sea,  of  which  thepublic  at  large 
hear  nothing,  but  which,  if  the  particulars 
could  be  given,  would  greatly  swell  the 
whole  amount.  And  yet  this  evil  has 
gone  on  every  year  increasing  instead  of 
diminishing.  In  two  months  only  of  1 833, 
no  less  than  100,000  tons  of  British 
shipping  were  lost,  which,  calculating  the 
value  at  only  10/.  a  ton,  would  make  a 
million  sterhng  of  property  in  the  ships 
alone,  without  including  their  cargoes,  and 
reckoning  the  seamen  at  only  four  for 
every  hundred  tons,  here  were  the  lives  of 
4,000  men  put  in  perils  and  one-fourth  of 
them  probably  were  drowned .  The  recent 
loss  of  several  of  the  transport  ships  laden 
with  emigrants  must  be  fresh  in  the 
recollection  of  the  House,  and  if  each 
individual  case  excited,  as  it  did  at  the 
time  of  its  occurrence,  universal  sympathy 
and  compassion,  what  must  the  aggregate 
amount  of  all  these  horrors  be,  when 
brought  into  one  general  point  of  view. 
Since  1833,  the  losses  have  increased 
greatly.  It  appears  that  of  ships  belong- 
ing to  the  river  Tyne  alone,  there 
were  lost  at  sea,  between  February  1832 
and  April  1834,  according  to  the  published 
lists,  no  less  than  143  vessels,  measuring 
30,788  tons,  or  more  than  one-seventh  of  the 
whole  of  the  ships  and  tonnage  of 
the  port;  and  that  no  less  than  35  of 
the  crews  of  these  vessels  perished, — 
exceeding  at  the  lowest  calculation  200 
men.  From  April  1834,  to  the  end  of 
1835,  there  had  been  89  vessels  lost  and 
abandoned,  making  altogether  a  number 
of  232  ships  from  one  single  port  in  forty 
seven  months,  or  less  than  four  years  ;  and 
during  all  this  period  not  a  smgle  vessel 
had  so  run  out  her  career  as  to  be  broken 
up  from  being  unseaworthy,  of  which  it  is 
alleged  that  traces  can  only  be  found  of 
about  five  vessels  so  disposed  of  at  that 
port  in  the  long  space  of  seventy  years.  All 
that  are  built  appear  to  be  run  on  till  they 
are  wrecked  or  founder  }  On  the  3l8t  of 
Decemberi  1835|  ther^  were  belonging  to. 
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the  port  of  Shields,  about  1,800  men  and 
boys  who  were  members  of  the  Loyal 
Standard  Association  there;  and  during 
the  last  three  years  no  less  than  264  of 
these,  had  to  claim  assistance  from  this 
Association  for  the  loss  of  their  effects, 
by  the  shipwreck  of  the  vessels  in  which 
they  sailed,  while  69  Members  had  been 
drowned,  and  their  wives  and  children 
became  claimants  on  the  funds.  Another 
communication,  of  more  recent  date,  from 
the  same  quarter,  says,  that  within  the  last 
four  years  there  had  been  lost  by  wreck, 
foundering,  and  otherwise,  250  sail  out  of 
1^000  belonging  to  the  port,  or  one-fourth 
of  the  whole  number  :  and  while  the 
books  of  the  Seaman's  Society  showed  the 
deaths  of  their  members  to  be,  upon  the 
average  of  the  last  ten  years,  only  166  from 
sickness,  accidents,  and  old  age,  aggravated 
by  exposure^  fatigue,  and  the  ravages  of 
the  cholera  all  put  together  ;  the  number 
of  those  who  were  drowned  by  ship- 
wrecks during  the  same  period  amounted 
to  110  annually :  being  nearly  three- 
fourths  of  the  number  of  all  the  deaths 
arising  from  every  other  cause.  By  a 
statement  of  the  ships  publicly  reported 
on  Lloyd's  List  as  '  not  since  heard  of,'  or 
<  supposed  to  be  lost,'  from  the  1st  of 
January,  1833,  to  the  1st  of  May,  1834/' 
it  appears,  that,  independently  of  all  the 
losses  by  ship-wreck  that  are  well 
ascertained  and  reported  with  such  painful 
frequency  in  the  public  prints,  there  are 
no  less  than  95  vessels  of  various  sizes 
reported  as  "  missing,"  and .  "  supposed 
to-be  lost,'  and  "  not  since  heard  of,"  in 
the  short  period  of  16  months  from  the 
Port  of  London  alone,  the  greater  number 
if  not  the  whole  of  these  vessels  having 
probably  foundered  or  sunk  at  sea,  with 
the  loss  of  every  creature  on  board  ;  and 
calculating  the  property  of  ship  and  cargo 
in  each  to  be,  on  the  average,  worth 
10,000/.,  and  the  crews  and  passengers  to 
average  sixteen  persons  to  each  vessel, 
here  would  be,  from  this  single  cause  alone, 
a  loss   of   nearly  a   million  sterling    in 

f property,  and  upwards  of  fifteen  hundred 
tves.  And  the  general  result  of  the 
evidence  taken  before  the  Committee 
shews,  that  on  the  average  there  is  lost 
every  year  to  the  British  nation,  the 
immense  sum  of  three  millions  sterling  in 
property,  and  at  least  a  thousand,  lives  in 
brave  and  valuable  seamen.  I  think  the 
House  will  agree  with  me  that  it  Is  high 

time  to  look  iuto  the  causes  of  this,  so  that  i 


by  rightly  understanding  these,  we  may 
apply  ourselves  to  the  discovery  and 
application  of  the  proper  remedies  withtrat 
delay.  To  these,  therefore  I  will  now  venture 
to  draw  the  attention  of  the  House. 
The  proximate  causes  resolve  themselves 
into  three  principal  ones— imperfect  con- 
struction of  the  ships,  insufficiency  of  their 
equipment,  and  incompetency  in  their 
management  at  sea.  But  the  remote 
causes  lie  deeper  than  the  surface ;  and  it 
is  necessary  to  expose  these  by  showing 
what  it  is  that  leads  men  to  build  bad 
ships  instead  of  good  ones ;  to  send  them 
to  sea  unprovided  with  requisites ;  and  to 
place  in  command  of  them  incompetent 
officers.  The  remote  cause  of  all,  or,  at 
least,  that  which  has  by  far  the  greatest 
share  in  the  production  of  all  the  others, 
is  the  influence  of  Marine  Insurance ;  and 
to  the  abuses  engendered  by  this  system, 
are  to  be  clearly  traced  nearly  all  the 
defects  of  our  present  maritime  system. 
This  practice  is,  no  doubt,  of  very  ancient 
date,  as  far  as  the  principle  of  wagers  or 
games  of  risk  and  chance  are  concerned  ; 
but  Marine  Insurance. especially  appears 
to  have  had  its  first  statutory  recognition 
in  the  reign  of  Elizabeth ;  and  in  the  4drd 
year  of  that  reign,  chap.  12,  an  Act  was 
passed,  of  which  the  following. preamble 
sufficiently  shews  the  view  then  taken  of 
Marine  Insurance.  The  preamble  says, 
^'  By  means  of  policies  of  insurance  it 
Cometh  to  pass,  upon  the  loss  or  perishing 
of  any  ship,  there  followeth  not  the  undo- 
ing of  any  man,  but  the  loss  lighteth 
rather  easily  upon  manv  than  heavily  upon 
few ;  and  rather  upon  them  that  adventure 
not,  than  those  that  do  adventure; 
whereby  all  merchants,  especially  of  the 
younger  sort,  are  allured  to  venture  more 
willingly  and  more  freely."  The  very 
words  of  the  preamble  shew,  that  even  then 
it  was  contemplated  to  put  the  loss  on 
other  shoulders  than  those  of  the  ship- 
owners and  merchants,  on  whom  it  diid 
not  fall  even  lightly,  since  they  escaped 
altogether,  and  the  vounger  merchants 
were  naturally  allured  to  venture  deeper 
than  they  otherwise  could  have  done 
without  such  a  system ;  but  though  they 
escaped  the  *'  undoing  of  any  man,"  (of 
which  the  preamble  speaks)  the  loss  of  life 
was  sustained  by  those  who  perished,  and 
the  loss  of  property  was  sustained  by  the 
whole  community.  In  consequence  of 
this  system  of  shifting  the  losses  from  those . 
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iham  vrho  did  not,  a  new  class  of  persons 
sprung  up,  wbo  were  neither  merchants 
nor  shtp-ownerty  but  insurers  of  property 
for  bothy  called  generally  underwriters. 
It  would  not  take  long  for  these  gentlemen 
;to  discover,  that  in  propcHrtion  as  ships 
were  frequently  lost,  would  there  be  a  dis* 
position  in  merchants  and  shipowners  to 
pay  high  premiums  for  insuring  their 
safety;  ana  aa  high  premiums  would  yield 
more  profit  than  low  ones,  the  more  the 
proportion  of  shipwrecks  increased,  the 
more  the  premiums  would  be  advanced, 
anil  the  better  it  would  be  for  their  busi- 
ness; while,  on  the  other  hand,  every 
thing  that  could  tend  to  make  ships  more 
safe,  and  to  reduce  the  number  lost,  would 
have  the  effect  of  lowering  premiums  and 
difflinishing  their  profits;  until,  if  these 
improvements  were  carried  to  such  a  state 
of  perfection  as  to  make  shipwrecks  rare 
instead  of  frequent,  their  pursuit  would 
soon  become  unprofitable.  The  under- 
wfiters  at  Lloyd's  having  become,  in  the 
course  of  vears,  a  numerous  and  powerful 
body,  and  being  strong  enough  to  disre- 
gard the  opinions  of  the  shipowners, 
availed  themselves  of  the  first  fitting 
opportunity  of  so  doing.  Previous  to  the 
year  1798,  the  mode  of  classifying  the 
nerobaot  ships  for  the  purposes  of  insu- 
xanct,  was  to  take  into  consideration  all 
the  circomstanees  connected  with  each 
separate  vessel,  her  age,  place  of  building, 
manner  of  construction,  materials,  and 
equipment;  and  to  assign  to  each  her 
proper  rank  as  to  comparative  safety; 
and  the  Shipowner's  Registry  Book  was 
kept  on  this  principle.  As  this  plain  and 
rational  way  of  proceeding  did  not  satisfy 
the  nnderwriteiB,  they  compiled  another 
volnme,  called  the  Underwriter's  Book,  in 
which  they  regarded  only  one  of  all  these 
elements,  namaly  the  age  of  the  ship,  as  at 
all  i«DorCant.  This  is  so  clearly  and 
so  foreibly  eiplaioed  by  the  shipowners 
tkemselves,  pThe  hon.  Member  quoted  a 
passage  iiom  their  Register  Book,  dated 
Apvil,  1799.]  The  merchant,  finding  that 
ha  eouM  get  his  goods  insured  at  the 
lowest  premiam  in  the  newest  ships, 
always  gave  the  preference  to  the  vessel 
flBost  fooently  from  the  slocks ;  and  when 
bia  ineanuice  was  effected,  as  thia  is  gene- 
tally  done,  np  to  the  foil  value,  he  became 
wltaily  indtAvant  as  to  whether  the  vessel 
arrived  saMy  or  not :  since  he  would  be 
raunbursed  in  the  event  of  her  loss.  The 
•b^MM^Ty  finding  tb«l  new  ships  w^re 


more  in  demand  than  good  ones,  and  that 
weak  ships  were  preferred  to  strong  ones, 
because  they  were  cheaper  and  would  not 
last  so  long  as  even  to  become  old,  con- 
structed  his  vessels  in  the  slightest  way  hi 
which  they  would  hold  together  and  look 
decently  when  afioat;  because  all  he 
wanted  was  a  ready  sale,  and  the  cheaper 
his  ship,  the  faster  she  was  sure  to  go  off 
his  hands,  and  give  him  the  means  of  lay- 
ing down  the  keel  of  a  new  one.  The 
shipowner,  too,  finding  that  if  his  vessel 
continued  beyond  the  term  prescribed  for 
the  first  class,  or  A  I,  she  immediately 
became  ineligible  for  good  freights,  took 
care  to  buy  the  cheapest  vessel  he  could 
find ;  and,  insuring  her  to  the  full  value, 
was  just  as  indifferent  as  the  merchant  as 
to  whether  she  lasted  the  full  term  or  not, 
because  he  was  safe  by  being  insured, 
whatever  became  of  the  cargo  or  the  crew. 
Such  a  combination  of  powerful  motives 
and  interests  as  these  being  in  daily 
operation,  led  at  length  to  the  entire 
extinction  of  all  competition  as  to 
who  should  build  the  strongest  and 
best  ships  for  the  merchant  service. 
It  must  be  cleor,  then,  that  the  system  of 
Marine  Insurance  has  been  one  powerful 
cause  of  the  deterioration  of  our  merchant 
shipping,  and  the  consequently  increased 
frequency  of  shipwrecks ;  and  if  anything  ^ 
more  could  be  necessary  to  prove  this  fact, 
it  would  be  found  in  the  exemption  from 
this  deterioration,  by  which  the  ships  of 
the  navy,  and  of  the  £ast  India  Company 
are  marked.  Neither  of  these  ever  come 
within  the  influence  of  the  system  of  in- 
surance ;  and  consequently  their  construe* 
tion  has  been  constantly  improving  in 
strength  and  safety,  while  that  of  all  other 
vessels  has  been  retrograding.  Thus,  while 
in  1 833,  more  than  800  merchant  ships 
were  known  to  be  lost,  besides  many 
others,  nodoubt^not  reported, — while  the 
Amphitrite  was  wrecked  on  the  coast  of 
France,  and  100  human  beings  drowned; 
aad  no  less  than  eighteen  ships  perished 
in  the  spring  of  1834,  with  emigrants  to 
Quebec,  by  which  700  peraons  lost  their 
lives ;  while  the  coasters  on  our  own  shorei^ 
and  the  steamers  to  and  from  our  own 
ports  were  also  consigning  their  crews  and 
passengers  to  destruction  in  the  deep,  not 
a  single  ship  of  war  was  lost.  Here,  then, 
is  at  once  a  solution  of  the  principal  cause 
of  the  evil  to  which  I  am  anxious  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House;  and  since, 
whoever  fS^VM  by  such  a  system,  the  n%; 
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liDB  muftt  be  a  tpter,  I  ask^  whether  it  is 
not  Uie  duty  of  the  Legislature  to  inter- 
fere. The  uoderwriter  may  make  a  haod- 
Ipioe  fortune  by  the  eioess  of  his  pre- 
miums evDr  bis  risks.  The  shipowner  may 
reimburse  himielf,  by  having  a  vessel  that 
will  run  a  few  years,  and  then  when  she  is 
)osty  getting  a  new  otie  for  his  insurance, 
to  replace  the  one  that  has  sunk.  The 
merchant  may  benefit  by  insuring  his 
go^s  at  a  high  rate,  and  getting  his  pro* 
fits  even  if  they  are  lost,  with  new  orders 
to  supply  the  markets  to  which  they  never 
reached— -and  the  manufacturer  may  be«- 
nefit  by  the  eoosumptioli  of  the  goods  sent 
to  the  bottom  of  the  sea,  and  the  neeessity 
for  new  shipments  to  supply  their  place. 
But  as  all  these  compensations  are  obtained 
by  increased  charges  on  the  general  busi- 
iiess  transacted  by  them  all,  the  publie 
have  10  pay  the  eostt  indirectly  in  various 
ahapes  by  increased  prices,  on  the  com« 
modities,  as  well  as  new  taxes  or  duties 
on  the  articles  required  to  supply  the  place 
of  those  lost,  and  thus  the  nation  is  in- 
jured by  the  sacrifice  of  three  millions 
worth  of  property  eogulphed  in  the  waves, 
and  A  thousand  lives  swallowed  up  an- 
nually ip  the  ocean;  while  the  widows 
and  orphans  of  the  victims  who  have 
perished,  become  chargeable  on  the  public 
and  private  charities  of  the  country,  in  a 
thousand  diflf^ieat  ways*  I  come  now  to 
a  BCBond  oause,  which  is  this :  the  frequant 
incompetency  of  the  persons  placed  irt 
charge  of  such  vessels  as  officers  and  com- 
manders. And  bere^  too»  the  contrast 
between  the  navy  and  the  merchant  ser* 
vice  is  striking.  In  the  navy,  an  exami. 
nation  takes  place  of  every  midshipman 
who  is  to  pass  as  a  lieutenant,  and  of  every 
master,  on  whom  the  principal  responsibi- 
lity of  the  navigation  rests,  before  he  is 
appointed  to  a  ship.  In  the  East-India 
Company's  service  also,  the  sworn  officers, 
to  the  number  of  four  in  each  of  their 
vessels,  were  strictly  examined  in  naviga- 
tion aiid  seamanship,  without  a  thorough 
knowledge  of  both  of  which,  they  were 
never  intruated  with  a  charge.  With  the 
Fvencbi  the  Dutch,  the  Danes,  the  Swedes, 
and  even  with  the  Russians,  a  rigid  exami- 
natioB  takes  place  into  the  qualifications 
of  persons  about  to  be  appointed  to  the 
command  of  metchaot  vessels,  and  the 
result  ist  that  much  fewer  of  all  these  are 
lost  out  of  any  given  number,  in  oon- 
seqaenee  of  the  better  construction  and 
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But  in  the  general  merchant  service  of 
England,  no  provision  whatever  is  taken 
to  secure  competent  officers  or  competefti 
commanders ;  and  thus,  while  we  provide 
that  no  man  shall  prbetiee  medicine  er 
surgery  who  does  not  prove  himself  quails 
fied  by  a  {mblic  e^pamlnatioD,  lest  a  few  of 
his  Majesty's  subjects  should  suffinr  by  hts 
ignorance,  we  take  no  pains  to  seeiire  the 
possession  of  proper  qualifieatioi^s  in  tfaoea 
to  whose  charge,  millions  of  property  and 
thousands  of  lives  are  consigned,  aftd  a 
large  portion  of  each  only  to  perish.  Not 
to  weary  the  House  with  too  many  ta« 
stances,  let  me  mention  only  one.  In  the 
last  year  only,  there  was  a  vessel  of  279 
tons  lying  in  the  Thames  nahied  the 
Hedlays,  bound  from  Belfast  to  Qnebeo, 
commanded  by  a  Captain  Storey,  who 
was  actually  not  more  than  fouvleea  yean 
of  age;  Who  was  moreover,  the  very 
youngest  person  on  board  hia  own  ship, 
and  whose  apprentiees  were  even  ddet 
than  himself.  The  probability  is,  that  ka 
was  a  near  relative  of  the  owners,  and  it 
was  thought  the  captain's  pay  and  privi- 
leges might  be  as  well  retained  in  the 
family,  while  an  experienced  esaffee  nig^ 
be  put  into  the  ship  as  a  eort  c^  viceroy 
over  him;  but  it  must  be  evident  that 
circumstances  might  arise  t^  make  it  of  the 
utmost  imiportance  that  the  comanndef 
should  have  the  entire  eonfideace  of  all 
the  crew  ;  and  In  a  moasent  of  peHI,  when 
the  greatest  skill  and  eapwienae  might  be 
necessary  for  their  safety,  how  eould  aooli 
a  youth  as  this  inspire  hie  men  with  re** 
sp^ct  for  his  judgment  or  his  anthority  ? 
The  instances  of  disastrous  coneeqiiencea 
resulting  from  inoompeteney,  aometinea 
from  ignorance  of  seamanship,  sometimea 
from  ignorance  of  navigation,  sometmea 
from  extreme  youth  and  inexperioBee,  am 
very  often  from  intoxication  and  Aa  total 
absence  of  all  discipUne,  would  fiU  a  knig 
and  melancholy  catalogue,  but  on  this  I 
will  not  enlarge.  A  third  oause  deservee 
also  to  be  mentioaed,  which  is*  the  setota 
and  rigid  economy  to  whfeh  all  shipowneia 
and  shipmasters  are  obliged' to  resevt  froea 
the  sharp  com  petition  of  foveigtt  vessek 
These  vessels  procuring  cheaper  Baate«* 
rials  for  their  construction,  and  kavnig 
cheaper  provisions  and  stores,  oaa  sail  and 
make  a  profit  at  extremely  low  freighted 
The  English  shipowner,  on  the  contravy* 
pays  more  dearly  lor  nearly  all  the  aitklea 
used  in  building  and  equipment-^not  ba» 
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of  the  heavy  daties  on  them  all :  he  has 
taxed  timber  —  taxed  cordage.—  taxed 
caBva^"4axed  bread-— and  taxed  beef  to 
provide,,  and  therefore  he  has  nothing  to 
spare  for  any  rapplies  beyond  those  of  the 
merest  necessity :  while  to  talk  to  him  of 
providing  his  vessel  with,  all  the  various 
improvements  for  the  safety  of  the  ship 
and  crew'— as  accurate  charts,  good  chro- 
nometers, perfect  sextants,  excellent 
barometers,  patent  rudders,  solid  channels, 
life-buoys,  apparatus  for  saving  men  from 
drowning,  or,  in  short,  anything  else 
that  costs  money,  is  like  asking  him  to 
load  himself  with  heavy  weights  before 
he  sets  out  on  a  race  of  competition  with  a 
r^val  who  has  nothing  whatever  to 
incumber  him,  and  with  whom  he  has 
great  difficulty,  in  keeping  pace,  even 
when  he  has  nothing  to  carry.  The  Eng- 
lish ship-owner  will  never  do  this,  nor  can 
we  fairly  expect  him  to  do  so,  as  long  as 
his  only  object  in  sending  ships  to  sea  is 
to  make  them  the  instruments  of  increasing 
his  fortune.  A  fourth  cause  of  the  present 
defective  state  of  our  merchant  shipping 
is  the  inaccurate  system  or  rule  of  tonnage 
measurement.  The  old  mode  was  bad 
enough-- complicated,  difficult,  and  most 
inaccurate  in  its  results.  But  the  new 
mode,  enforced  by  an  Act  passed  only  a 
Session  or  two  since,  is  absolutelv  worse, 
because  its  results  are  farther  off  from  the 
truth.  In  consequence  of  this  utter  in- 
adequacy of  the  rule  of  measurement  last 
adopted  to  reach  the  case,  there  is  still 
the  same  temptation  as  ever  to  build 
vessels,  not  of  the  best  shapes  for  sailing 
and  stowage,  but  of  the  shapes  that  will 
best  evade  their  liability  to  heavy  tonnage 
duties.  The  law  is,  in  short,  a  complete 
premium  for  the  building  of  ships  with 
large  stowage  only,  without  reference  to 
the  good  qualities  required  in  a  safe  sea- 
boat:  and  thus,  while  the  American  mer- 
chant ships,  not  subject  to  such  a  law, 
are  built  of  the  most  graceful  and  beau- 
tifal  forms,  uniting  fast  sailing,  good 
•t9wap;e,  and  perfect  safety  in  all  weathers 
**wfaile  our  ships  of  war,  not  subject  to 
any  tonnage  auties,  are  of  the  finest 
models  for  strength,  speed,  and  capacity 
united;  our  merchant  ships  are  often  mere 
tubs,  and  if  seen  ashore  look  like  ware- 
houses intended  to  be  floated,  in  which 
bulk  of  space  was  the  chief  consideration 
in  their  construction,  and  safety  and  speed 
of  navigation  the  last. 
A  fifth  cause  may  be  enumerated,  and 


this  is  the  last  on  which  I  shall  venture  to 
touch — which  is,  the  entire  absence  of  all 
responsibility  or  accountability  to  any 
public  authorities  when  either  lives  or 
property  are  lost  at  sea  in  merchant  ships. 
In  the  navy— if  a  vessel  runs  ashore,  or 
founders,  or  runs  foul  of  another,  or 
receives  any  material  injury  in  any  way, 
a  court  of  inquiry  is  instantly  ordered  on 
the  captain  and  officers  in  charge,  and 
they  are  either  acquitted  or  sentenced  to 
some  appropriate  punishment  as  the  evi- 
dence may  warrant.  On  shore  —  if  a 
coachman,  however  unintentionally,  upsets 
a  coach,  and  any  lives  are  lost,  a  coroner's 
inquest  is  held  to  inquir6  into  the  case, 
and  the  verdict  condemns  or  acquits  the 
individual  accordingly ;  and  in  the  event 
of  an  injury  being  sustained  by  a  broken 
limb,  and  the  action  is  shown  to  be 
occasioned  by  want  of  skill,  an  action  lies 
against  the  unskilful  driver  or  his  em- 
ployers, and  compensation  is  recovered  by 
the  injured  party — for  the  loss  of  his 
labour  and  medical  expenses  till  he  is 
restored.  But  in  the  English  merchant 
service,  ships  may  be  wrecked  on  the 
coast,  or  sink  to  the  bottom  at  sea,  and  no 
public  inquiry  is  made  into  the  causes  of 
either  the  one  or  the  other.  The  under- 
writer pays  the  merchant,  out  of  the  large 
premiums  he  has  been  receiving,  and  the 
merchant  is  satisfied;  the  ship-owner  is 
reimbursed  bv  having  a'  new  ship  given 
him  to  the  full  value  of  the  old,  and  he  is 
satisfied ;  the  manufacturer  gets  a  new 
order  to  supply  the  place  of  the  goods  lost, 
for  which  he  has  been  guaranteed  pay- 
ment before  their  shipment,  and  he  is 
satisfied.  The  public  pay  the  whole  cost 
of  this,  as  well  as  the  tax  on  the  articles 
lost^  and  they,  too,  from  ignorance,  it  is 
believed,  of  their  interest  in  the  matter, 
appear  to  be  satisfied.  The  poor  sailors 
are  gone  to  the  bottom,  with  all  that  they 
possessed,  and  they  will  call  for  no  inquiry ; 
while  their  widows  and  orphans,  to  whom 
their  wages  would  be  so  acceptable, 
lose  them  all,  both  the  husband  and 
parent  who  toiled  for  them,  and  the  hard 
earnings  which  they  would  have  received 
if  he  had  arrived  in  safety,  for  "  freight 
is  the  mother  of  wages  "  in  the  jargon  of 
the  law,  and  the  poor  dependants  of  the 
drowned  men  go  without  their  just  due, 
and  they  must  be  satisfied.  The  House 
will  agree  with  me  then,  I  think,  in  saying, 
that  such  a  state  of  things  demands  a 
remedy ;  and  the  Bill  which  I  propose  to 
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introdace  is  intended  to  give  to  a  great 
extent  the  remedy  demanded.  I  should 
wish  roach  to  see  a  revision  of  the  system 
of  marine  insurance ;  but  as  I  think  that 
should  be  the  subject  of  a  special  Act,  I 
will  not  embody  it  in  the  present  Bill, 
and  therefore  will  only  advert  to  it  briefly. 
1  beliere  that  the  roost  effectual  way  of 
bringing  about  a  change  in  this  system, 
with  the  least  violence,  and  the  greatest 
benefit  to  all  existing  interests,  would  be 
for  the  Legislature  to  pass  an  Act  granting 
all  the  facilities  and  advantages  that  a 
legislative  provision  would  afford  to  a  class 
of  "  Shipowners'  Mutual  Insurance  So- 
cieties," of  which  there  might  be  one  at 
least  for  every  large  port  in  the  kingdom, 
of  which  the  smaller  ports  could  readily 
avail  themselves,  and  as  many  as  might 
be  thought  desirable  for  London.  On  the 
same  grounds  as  the  incorporated  friendly 
societies  for  the  mutual  benefit  of  its 
members,  without  profit  to  any  individual, 
have  been  favoured  by  the  Legislature 
with  exemption  from  stamp  duties  in 
their  various  transactions,  and  with  power 
to  employ  their  capital  in  particularly 
advantageous  modes,  all  ''  Mutual  Insu- 
rance Societies  of  Shipowners,"  the  cha- 
racteristic of  which  would  be  a  provision 
for  mutual  security  and  mutual  benefit 
without  profit  to  any  individuals,  might 
be  also  privileged  by  such  exemptions  and 
such  advantages.  The  result  of  this  would 
be,  that  the  shipowners  of  London,  and  of 
every  other  large  port,  would  become,  as 
the  nation  is  for  the  navy,  and  as  the  East 
India  Company  always  were  for  their 
ships,  their  own  insurers.  Every  one 
would  then  have  an  interest  in  the 
strength,  safety,  and  preservation  of  ships, 
instead  of  in  their  weakness,  danger,  and 
loss.  Ships  would  be  gradually  built  of 
the  strongest  and  best  description,  as 
Indiamen  and  ships  of  war,  of  which  there 
are  some  now  afloat  of  eighty  and  ninety 
years  old,  and  be  kept  also  m  the  same 
good  state  of  repair ;  because  the  fewer 
the  vessels  lost,  the  lower  would  be  the 
premiuros,  and  every  shipowner,  being  a 
member  of  such  a  mutual  insurance  society, 
would  be  himself  the  receiver  of  all  the 
benefits  that  now  go  entirely  to  enrich  a 
class  of  men  who  drain  a  large  annual 
income  from  the  premiums  paid  to  cover 
losses.  I  would  not,  of  course,  recom- 
mend the  prohibition  of  individual  in- 
surance ;  but  the  incorporation  of  such 
ioeieiiea  as  these  would,  by  the  fair  and 


legitimate  operation  of  their  own.  superior 
advantages,  progressively  induce  the  ship- 
owners of  England  to  disentangle  them* 
selves  from  the  net  by  which  they  are 
now  surrounded,  from  the  extent  and 
influence  of  a  society,  whose  ramifications 
extend  over  all  the  world,  and  which  is 
only  to  be  superseded  by  some  great 
change  like  that  which  I  suggest,  by  sub- 
stituting mutual  insurance  for  the  present 
system,  and  encouraging  the  transition  by 
legislative  enactments  and  exempting 
privileges,  as  well  as  by  prohibiting  the 
insurance  of  any  sea  risk  for  more  than 
three-fourths  of  its  actual  value.  The 
remedy  which  the  Bill  that  I  seek  to 
introduce  will  apply,  will  be  the  formation 
of  a  Marine  Board  in  the  port  of  London, 
to  be  charged  with  the  especial  duty  of 
superintending  the  general  state  and  con- 
dition of  the  whole  of  the  mercantile 
marine  of  the  kingdom  and  promoting  by 
every  means  in  its  power  whatever  can 
tend  to  improve  it.  But,  in  addition  to 
the  surveys  of  ships  and  examination  of 
officers  for  the  purposes  before  described, 
it  is  indispensable  that  some  code  of  mari- 
time law,  and  some  system  of  maritime 
discipline  should  be  composed  and  le« 
galised,  to  give  it  sanction  or  force.  The 
House  will  be  surprised,  no  doubt,  to  learn 
that  England,  undoubtedly  the  first  mari- 
time nation  in  the  world,  and  whose  boast 
has  hitherto  been  *'to  rule  the  subject 
wave,''  is  behind  every  other  maritime 
country  in  the  world  in  this  respect. 
During  the  last  year,  the  attention  of 
the  French  Government  having  been 
called  to  the  propriety  of  introducing  some 
improvement  in  their  laws  and  discipline, 
for  the  mercantile  marine  an  officer  was 
sent  to  London  to  ascertain  what  was  the 
law  and  discipline  of  the  merchant  ships 
of  England,  which  were  naturally  thought 
by  the  French  Ministers,  by  whom  this 
officer  was  sent,  to  be  models  of  perfec- 
tion worthy  of  being  imitated.  This  gen- 
tleman, having  seen  my  name  associated 
in  the  public  journals  with  the  progress 
of  the  great  questions  of  the  abolition 
of  impressment  for  the  navy,  and  the 
registration  of  seamen  in  the  merchant 
service,  addressed  himself  to  me  for  in- 
formation on  the  subject  of  his  enquiries. 
His  astonishment  was,  however,  extreme, 
when  he  learnt  that  though  we  had  so 
many  millions  of  property,  and  so  many 
thousand  lives  afloat  in  our  merchant 
ships,  we  had  no  code  of  laws  and  no 
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«y«tem  of  diacipltn€  embodied  in  any 
shape  Of  form  wh&iever.  In  Ffanoe,  on 
the  coqtraryi  while  they  have  a  perfect 
syftan)  of  registraUon  for  their  naval  sea- 
men,  by  whioh  the  necessity  of  impreM- 
roeai  is  entirely  avoided]  and  the  system 
of  the  drafts  from  which  is  so  eiBcient, 
that  according  to  the  testimony  of  one 
of  our  gallant  admirals^  Sir  George 
Cockburn,  in  his  evidence  before  a  Finance 
Commiitee  of  the  House  of  Commons»  they 
can  always  get  their  ships  of  war  manned 
and  at  sea  in  a  shorter  space  of  time 
tbao  we  could  ever  effect  by  our  odious  and 
detested  press-gangs; — they  have  had, 
for  moje  than  a  century  past,  an  excel- 
lent code  of  laws  for  the  regulation  and 
diseiplioe  of  the  merchant  service.  The 
French  Ordonnance  of  1681»  was  admit- 
ted by  Lord  Mansfield,  Lord  Tenterden, 
and  the  highest  legal  authorities,  to  be 
one  of  the  l^st  digested,  most  comf^eie, 
and  periisct  body  of  maritime  law  that  has 
ever  been  promulgated.  The  coneequence 
ifi,  that  comparatively  very  few  French 
vessels  are  leet,  in  proportion  to  the 
whole  number  employed.  In  England, 
bawever,  all  the  property  and  life  afloat 
upon  the  sea  is  wholly  unprotected 
b^  any  code  of  laws  or  code  of  dia* 
CHjJine:  and  hence  we  have  accordingly 
shipwrecks,  founderings,  mtttinies,  flog* 
giAg*^  putting  men  in  irons,  diuakenaesSi 
lasubordioatioi^  and  piracies^  to  such  a 
frightful  extent,  aa  to  astonish  all  who 
look  into  the  catalogue  in  detail.  The 
Marine  Board,  to  be  established  by  this 
Bill,  will  be  eharged  with  the  drawing 
up  of  such  a  code  of  laws  and  rules  of  dis*- 
cipline,  for  submission  to  the  Legislature 
for  its  sanction ;  and  there  are  two  func- 
tiens  which  it  may  advantageously  ex- 
ewtse  as  a  part  of  its  ordinary  duty.  It 
would  add  greatly  to  the  efficiency  of  the 
reasedies  here  proposed,  if  the  Govern* 
meat  would  at  the  same  time  give  every 
facility  to  the  formation  of  Marine  Hos- 
pitals for  the  old  and  infirm,  as  weU  as 
Marine  Asyluasa  for  the  retention,  in  a 
state  of  comfort  and  sobriety,  of  the  mer- 
chant seamen  in  every  port.  If  a  perma- 
nent retreat,  however,  be  desirable  for  the 
seaman  when  his  day  of  active  service  is 
at  an  end,  and  old  age  unfits  him  for  any 
thing  but  repose,  some  temporary  asylum 
to  save  turn  from  the  horrors  of  worse  than 
shipwreck,  by  which  he  k  surrounde4  the 
instant  he  puts   his  foot   on  shore,    is 
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ment  of  a  ^eamafi  landing,  either  in  an 
English  or  a  foreign  port,  to  the  moment 
of  his  siMling  again,  be  is  so  surround0d 
by  temptations  of  the  most  vicious  kindi 
and  so  excited  by  intoaifiation,  that  every 
day  he  remains  on  shore,  be  is  robbed  of 
healtbi  suengtb*  eomforti  clothes,  and 
money ;  and  kept  in  a  state  of  frantic  ex. 
cess  or  senseless  stupidity.  The  moment 
a  ship  arrives  in  port,  a  class  of  mc^n^n- 
trappers  of  the  most  depraved  description 
lie  in  wait  to  catch  the  unwary  seaman 
even  before  he  lands  i  his  chest  and  ham- 
mock are  taken  off  to  the  crimp's  lodging- 
house  ;  women,  and  music,  and  drink, 
are  all  put  in  operatiou  to  influence  bis 
passions>  destroy  his  reason,  and  make 
nim  an  easy  victim*  He  has  w  account 
run  up  of  ten  times  the  amount  be  ever 
coRsumedf  He  )s  pilfered  of  the  money 
he  received  for  the  voyage  be  has  just 
completed,  and  his  person  and  clothes 
are  held  in  pledge  till  be  is  sold  bv  these 
crimps  to  some  captain  wanting  bands ;  and 
then  the  score  is  paid  off  by  his  entrapper 
and  keeper,  taking  a  portion,  or  the 
whole,  of  the  two  months'  wages  that  the 
seaman  receives  for  the  voyage  on  which 
he  is  about  to  enter,  while  the  popr 
wretch  himself  is  kept  a  dos^  prisoner  on 
board  lest  be  should  desert ;  aad  is  hardly 
ever  sober  until  he  gets  to  sea.  When  it 
is  considered  that  there  are  nearly  50,000 
men  and  boys  every  (ky  in  this  state  of 
drunkenness  and  demoralisation — for  this 
is  the  state  of  nearly  all  those  engaged  in 
the  foreign  trade  of  the  country — the 
coasters  being  happily  free  from  this  de- 
testable system  of  crimping,  it  must,  I 
think,  strike  all  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
hear  me,  that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Qo- 
vernment  to  see  whether  by  the  establish- 
ment of  a  Marine  Asylum  in  each  of  the 
principal  sea-pott  towns^  and  the  present- 
ing strong  inducements  to  resort  to  them 
after  retiring  from  a  foreign  voyage,  sea- 
men might  be  rescued  from  the  misery,  and 
disease,  and  plunder,  to  which  they  are 
now  subject,  for  the  want  of  some  such 
home  as  this.  There  is  but  one  topic  more 
to  which  I  will  advert,  in  the  shape  of  a  re- 
medy, but  as  it  is  aa  important  one,  I 
trust  the  House  will  bear  with  me  for  a 
few  moments  longer,  while  I  mention  it.  I 
believe  that  the  snipping  interest  is  really 
depressed,  and  from  two  main  causes; 
the  first— that  owing  to  the  system  of 
building  ships  to  last  for  short  periode 
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more  ships  built  than  could  fiod  profitable 
eroplovment ;  for  the  old  system  of  das- 
siBoation  ga^e  sach  an  tmhealthy  stimu* 
lus  to  over-produotton  in  the  number  of 
ships,  as  to  lead  to  a  competition  that 
greatly  reduced  freights,  and  left  little  or 
no  profits.  This  too  led  again  to  the  most 
erroneous  conclusions  as  to  our  maritime 
prosperity,  which  was  inferred  from  the 
increasing  number  of  our  vessels,  while 
this  increased  number  was  the  great 
evil  to  be  deplored.  The  second  cause 
of  depression  is,  that  the  taxes  and  ex* 
penses  in  the  construction  and  navigation 
of  our  ships,  make  the  burthen  literally  too 
heavy  to  be  borne.  I  would  humbly  sug- 
gest, therefore,  the  propriety  of  beginning 
at  once,  and  proceeding  as  fast  as  may  be 
thought  safe  and  practicable,  to  abate 
these  burthens  one  by  one,  if  thev  cannot 
be  taken  off  altogether  and  entirely.  The 
duties  on  timber,  cordage,  canvas,  and 
ail  that  enters  into  the  building  and 
equipment  of  ships,  might  be  greatly 
lessened—- the  importation  of  foreign  pro- 
visions in  bread  and  flour,  mi^ht  be  per- 
mitted— the  tonnage  dues  for  light*houses 
might  be  altogether  abolished.  It  is  as 
much  a  national  object  to  have  light- 
houses, as  it  is  to  have  observatories  or 
telegraphs,  and  the  national  funds  should 
be  applied  to  the  support  of  the  whole. 
The  tonnage  dues  abolished,  the  whole 
s^tem  of  tonnage  measurement  should  be 
revised,  and  if  no  temptation  were  pre- 
sented to  build  ships  of  bad  shapes  to 
avoid  this  impost,  we  should  soon  see  the 
merchant  ships  of  England  as  graceful  and 
beautiful  in  their  forms  as  those  of  Ame- 
rica— uniting  speed,  stowage,  and  safety 
in  the  highest  attainable  degree;  and 
worthy,  which  certainly  they  now  are  not, 
of  the  maritime  dignity  and  reputation  of 
our  country.  By  the  system  I  have  en- 
deavoured to  expose,  we  are  silently 
looking  on  while  the  nation  is  literally 
despoiled  of  three  milliooe  sterling  per 
unnum,  consigned  to  destruction  in  the 
deep ;  and  while  a  thousand  of  our  brave 
and  enterprising  countrymen  are  offered 
up  a  sacrifice  to  the  shrine  of  Mammon. 
We  do  but  mock  and  blaspheme  the  name 
of  the  Ood  of  Mercy,  when  we  invoke 
him,  in  our  public  prayers,  "  for  the 
safety  of  those  who  go  down  to  the  sea  in 
ships,  and  are  exposed  to  the  perils  of  the 
deep,''  while  we  at  the  same  time  sanction 
a  system  so  destructive  of  human  life,  and 
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avarice  first  engendered,  and  our  own 
oegligenoe  still  prolongs*  I  hope  I  hav« 
said  enough  to  justify  my  asking  the 
House  to  accede  to  the  motion  which  I 
now  bec^  leave  to  plaoe  in  your  hands,*— 
"  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  for 
the  establishment  of  a  Marine  Board,  and 
for  the  better  regulation  of  the  Merchant 
Shipping  of  the  Kingdom." 

Mr.  Hume,  in  rising  to  second  the  mo- 
tion of  his  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for 
Sheffield,  begged  to  say  that  he  was  by  no 
means  friendly  to  the  interference  of  the 
Legislature  in  commercial  matters*  It 
appeared  to  him,  however,  that  a  case  had 
been  made  out  by  his  hon.  Friend  which 
called  loudly  for  Legisiationi  Whether 
the  evils  existed  to  the  extent  pointed  out 
by  his  hon.  Friend  he  was  unanle  to  say  ; 
but  of  this  fact  he  was  sure,  that,  for  the 
pains  and  trouble  which  his  hon.  Friend 
had  taken  on  this  subject,  the  least  that 
was  due  to  him  was  to  give  him  leave  to 
bring  in  his  Bill.  It  was  a  very  strange 
anomaly  that  for  every  person  who  met 
his  death  by  acckient  on  shore,  the  law 
provided  that  there  should  be  an  io^uiry 
before  the  coroner;  but  if  500  men  pe- 
rished at  sea,  unless  their  bodies  w^e 
driven  on  shore,  no  provision  whatever 
was  made  for  inquiry  as  to  how  these  lives 
bad  been  lost  He  thought  it  only  jnst 
that  his  hon.  Friend  should  have  an  op- 
portunity of  bringing  in  his  Bill,  and  they 
would  have  a  sufficient  opportunity  in  its 
future  stages  of  consklering  its  details. 

Mr.  Poulett  Thomson  did  not  rise,  oo 
the  part  of  the  Government,  to  offer  any 
oppositioa  to  the  bringing  in  of  this  BUI. 
He  felt  that  it  was  due  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sheffield,  and  to  the  report 
of  the  Committee,  to  allow  the  Bill  to  be 
brought  in.  He  confessed,  however,  that 
be  should  look  for  the  Bill  with  some 
curiosity,  because,  not  only  from  what  had 
fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield, 
but  from  the  report  of  the  Committee,  be 
riiottld  be  inclined  to  think,  that  this  BiB 
woukl  enter  into  a  great  variety  of  sub* 
jects,  and  would  attempt  to  legislate 
upon  details  which  be  aid  not  believe 
susceptible  of  legislation.  Tbehoo«MeiK^ 
her  for  SheffieM  had  stated*  that  whilst 
this  country  enjoyed  so  large  a  portioa  of 
the  commerce  of  the  world,  ana  so  li^ga 
a  proportion  of  commercial  marine,  in 
comparison  with  other  coontriee,  they  bad 
not  the  same  protection  afforded  by  the 
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i^ry  fact  was  rather  ain  argument  against 
too  much  meddling  with  the  subject  by 
Ae  Legislature ;  that  it  was  owing  to  the 
absence  of  interferenceon  the  partof  the  Le- 
gislature, that  this  country,  which,  accord- 
ing to  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Sheffield,  was  far  behind  all  other 
counlries  in  legislation  on  this  subject, 
was  advanced  far  beyond  them  in  the 
practical  results,  and  in  the  station  which 
she  held  comparatively  with  other  coun- 
tries, with  reference  to  our  commercial  ma* 
rine.  He  thought  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Sheffield  had  a  little  destroyed  his  own 
argument  on  this  point,  because  he  was 
only  able  to  quote  the  instance  of  France, 
in  which,  according  to  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  Member,  an  admirable  code  of 
laws  existed.  Now,  when  he  turned  to 
the  report  of  the  Committee,  he  found 
that  it  was  not  the  French  commercial 
marine  that  was  brought  forward  as  an 
example  to  show  their  superiority,  but  the 
commercial  marine  of  the  United  States, 
where,  if  he  (Mr.  Thomson)  were  not 
misinformed,  no  regulations  of  a  kind 
similar  to  those  the  hon.  Member  sought 
to  introduce  were  actually  in  force.  [Mr. 
Butkmgham  :  They  are  in  force,  but  not 
to  the  same  extent.3  To  what  extent, 
then,  were  they  in  force?  He  would  again 
venture  to  caution  the  hon.  Member 
against  admitting  too  many  details  into 
this  Bill.  There  might  be  some  points  in 
which  the  Legislature  might  advantage* 
ously  interfere,  but  he  cautioned  the  hon. 
Member  against  going  into  too  many 
details ;  and  he  did  so  the  more,  because, 
from  the  report  of  the  Committee,  as  he 
stated  before,  he  was  inclined  to  believe 
that  this  would  be  the  case.  He  should 
not  follow  the  hon.  Member  through  all 
his  arguments  in  favour  of  the  different 
propositions  laid  down  by  him,  but  when 
he  saw  the  Bill,  he  would  examine  it 
closely.    He  must  say,  at  once,  that  he 

Erotested  against  the  doctrine  laid  down 
y  the  hon.  Gentleman  with  reference  to 
insurances.  Did  the  hon.  Member  think 
that  marine  insurance  was  a  feature  in  our 
commercial  system,  of  which  we  ought  to 
endeavour  to  get  rid  ?  Were  any  one  to 
ask  him  such  a  question,  he  should  say  at 
once,  that  he  thought  it  one  of  the  greatest 
improvements  in  modem  times,  and  of 
the  very  highest  importance  in  commercial 
aflbirs.  In  his  opinion,  the  practice  of 
insuring  vessels,  so  far  from  making  ship- 
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a  contrary  effect,  and  for  this  reason*— 
that  if  it  could  be  proved  that  they  were 
not  Seaworthy,  or  insufficiently  found, 
the  owners  could  not  recover  from  the 
underwriters.  The  hon.  Member  for  Shef- 
field stated,  that  insurances  had  been 
effected  on  vessels,  of  which  mere  boys 
had  been  intrusted  with  the  command. 
Now  if  this  fact  came  to  the  knowledge  of 
the  underwriters,  no  one  would  suppose 
that  the  owners  of  ships  would  find  their 
advantage  in  employing  boys  for  the  sake 
of  saving  10/.  or  12/.  a-year,  when  upon 
insurances  effected  under  these  circum* 
stances,  they  must  pay  an  infinitely  higher 
sum,  or  run  the  risk  of  their  ship  going 
to  sea  without  any  insurance  at  all.  When 
he  said  this,  he  did  not  at  all  mean  to 
prejudge  the  question  of  a  Board,  as  far 
as  mere  examination  w^t.  He  was 
rather  disposed  to  think  that  some  such 
plan  would  be  attended  with  advantage, 
and  he  would  remark  that  there  was  one 
attribute  of  that  board  with  which  he  felt 
disposed  to  agree,  namely,  that  it  would 
be  advisable,  if  possible,  by  some  means, 
to  obtain  an  after  inquiry  into  the  causes  of 
shipwrecks,  in  the  same  way  that  they  in- 
stituted inquiries  respecting  deaths  caused 
by  any  accident  whatever.  He  believed 
that  such  inquiries,  if  properly  managed, 
would  be  attended  witn  considerable  ad- 
vantage. He  thought  that  they  ought  to 
afford  a  security  of  this  kind,  in  deference 
to  the  feelings  of  the  public  generally, 
which  were  naturally  excited  in  cases  of 
shipwreck.  With  regard  to  another  point 
adverted  to  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Shef- 
field, he  must  say,  that  as  far  as  related 
to  ships  engaged  in  the  conveyance  of 
passengers,  the  Legislature  had  already 
adopted  some  provision  on  this  subject.  A 
few  years  ago  he  had  himself  introduced 
provisions,  which  were  still  in  force,  by 
which  ships  taking  passengers  were  sub* 
jected  to  certain  regulations.  At  the  same 
time,  he  had  no  objection,  at  first  sight,  to 
express  his  wish,  that  there  should  be  an 
inquiry  into  the  causes  of  accident  occur* 
ing  in  all  ships  whatever.  To  the  propo- 
sition of  the  hon.  Member,  with  regard  to 
the  construction  of  ships,  and  the  ^sub- 
mitting the  construction  of  them  to  a 
Board,  he  must  at  once  say,  that  he  had 
the  most  serious  objections,  as  he  believed 
such  a  proposition  would  be  the  means  of 
stopping  all  improvements  in  the  construc- 
tion of  vessels.    It  would  prevent  that 

competition  by  which  sia  improved  coun 
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Btniction  was  discovered.  He  was  desirous ' 
that  the  great  mass  of  ships  that  went  to 
sea,  should  be  better  built,  and  better 
constructed  generally,  but  he  believed  that 
those  improvements  in  construction,  that 
now  took  place,  would  not  occur,  if  the 
proposition  of  the  hon.  Member  were 
adopted.  If  men  were  satisfied  the  moment 
they  got  their  certificates,  that  their  ships 
were  sufficiently  well  constructed,  one  of 
the  greatest  inducements  to  improve  the 
construction  of  ships,  and  by  which  a 
superior  construction  could  be  obtained, 
would  probably  be  done  away  with.  It 
would  be  the  means  of  putting  an  end  to 
invention  and  improvement.  He  believed 
that  one  great  cause  of  the  faulty  con- 
struction of  commercial  ships,  arose  from 
the  principle  adopted  of  determining  their 
measurement.  He  had  certainly  given  a 
great  deal  of  time  and  consideration  to  this 
subject ;  and  the  result  was,  that  he  had  in- 
troduced  a  Bill  to  Parliament,  two  years 
ago,  which  was  afterwards  passed  into  a  law, 
to  effect  a  different  mode  of  measurement. 
He  hoped  it  had  proved  successful  as  far 
as  it  went.  He  did  not  imagine  that  it 
was  perfect,  and  should  be  happy  to  sup- 
port any  measure  which  he  consiuered  an 
improvement,  or  by  which  any  fault  in 
the  construction  of  vessels  might  be  re- 
moved. He  would  not  then  enter  into 
any  further  details.  He  would  be  happy 
to  give  all  the  attention  in  his  power  to 
the  Bill,  when  it  came  before  the  House 
again,  and  he  certainly  would  not  pre- 
sent any  obstacle  to  its  being  introduced. 
Mr.  Qeorge  F.  Young  begged  to  offer  a 
few  words,  as  otherwise  some  misappre- 
hension might  arise  in  consequence  or  an 
expression  used  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sheffield.  He  understood  that  hon. 
Member  to  say,  that  the  Committee  upon 
whose  report  this  Bill  was  introduced 
were  unanimous  in  the  resolutions  they 
had  come  to.  As  a  Member  of  that 
Committee  he  begged  to  say,  that  they 
were  not  unanimous  in  their  opinion,  as 
he  himself  did  not  vote  for  many  of 
them.  Other  members  of  the  Committee 
entertained  similar  scruples,,  but  they 
did  not  think  it  necessary  to  divide  the 
Committee.  The  hon.  Member  for  Shef- 
field seemed,  by  his  Bill  to  endeavour  to 
carry  out  his  own  preconceived  opinions. 
He  seemed  throughout  his  observations 
to  deprecate  the  present  practice  of 
marine  insurances.  Now,  he  begeed  to 
assure  the  Housej  that  they  could  not 


usefully  interfere  with  the  praolice  of 
marine  insurances*  He  would  tell  the 
House,  that  it  was  impracticable*  Th^ 
might  drive  marine  insurances  away  from 
this  country,  and  compel  the  owners  of 
ships  to  insure  in  foreign  countries,  where 
they  were  not  subject  to  these  restrictions ; 
and  if  they  made  laws  so  stringent  as  to 
compel  British  vessels  to  insure  in  this 
country,  they  would  make  it  impossible 
for  the  shipowners  to  maintain  compe- 
tition in  the  carrying  trade  with  otner 
nations;  and  the  consequence  would 
be,  that  the  mercantile  marine  of  the 
country  would  be  destroyed.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Sheffield  had  greatly  over- 
stated his  case  when  he  said,  there,  were 
inducements  to  shipowners  to  send  their 
ships  to  sea  in  an  unfit  state*  Now,  the 
condition  of  every  policy  of  insumoce 
was,  that  the  ship  should  be  seaworthy,, 
and  sufficiently  equipped  and  manned,  and 
if  the  case  were  different  in  any  respect, 
the  underwriters  would  be  very  ready  to 
avail  themselves  of  this  plea,  and  would 
refuse  payment  to  the  amount  of  the 
policy..  With  respect  to  the  construction 
of  ships,  if  the  Legislature  attempted  to 
interfere  with  the  builders  of  vessels,  they 
would  prevent  competition  amongst  indi- 
viduals as  to  the  construction  of  the  ships 
they  wished  to  employ,  and  the  objects 
of  which  must  be  best  known  to  them-- 
selves.  By  leaving  this  matter  alone, 
he  believed,  that  they  would  be  sure  to 
obtain  in  the  aggregate  that  construction 
of  ships  which  was  best  adapted  for  the 
purposes  of  the  maritime  commerce  of- 
this  country.  It  would  be  injurious  and 
absurd  to  introduce  a  construction  of  one 
description,  or  any  other  impediment  upon 
free  individual  competition. .  He  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield,  that 
it  was  most  inconsistent  and  improper, 
that  men  who  were  intrusted  with  such 
important  interests  as  the  command  of 
merchant  ships  should  not  be  required 
to  give  some  proof  of  competency.  To 
this  extent  he  cordially  and  entirely  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member,  and  he  further 
agreed  with  him,  that  if,  through  any  cir- 
cumstances, a  ship  were  lost,  the  com« 
mander  of  such  ship  at  the  time  ought  not 
to  be  allowed  to  resume  his  station  until, 
by  an  iuquiry  before  a  competent  tribunal, 
he  should  have  been  exonerated  from  all 
blame.  He  would  make  no  objection  to 
the  introduction  of  the  Bill. 
Mr.  Sobirmn  could  not  consent  to  tbo 
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introdiietion  of  tiiis  Bill  without  making 
a  few  remarkB.  He  gave  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Sheffield  every  credit  for  his  hu* 
mane  intentions  and  his  benevolent 
motives  in  introducing  this  Bill.  It  was 
due  to  the  hon.  Member,  and  to  the 
Committee  to  allow  the  Bill  to  be  intro* 
dttced,  bat  he  must  say,  he  |Mrotested 
against  the  provisions  oif  the  Bill,  ex« 
cept  so  far  as  the  interests  of  humanity 
rendered  it  necessary.  If  the  House 
went  beyond  that,  they  would  incur  the 
risk  of  doing  a  great  deal  of  mischief. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield  had  made 
some  observations  from  which  it  was  to 
be  inferred,  that  the  underwriters  had  an 
interest  in  the  loss  of  ships,  inasmuch  as 
the  oceurrence  of  such  losses  had  a  ten- 
dency to  augment  premiums.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Sheffield  stated,  that  such 
was  the  ingenious  process  by  which  these 
transactions  were  carried  into  effect,  that 
neither  the  owners  of  the  ships,  the 
owners  of  the  cargo,  or  the  underwriters 
wave  m  a  degree  interested  in  the  anbse* 
qfuent  fetea  oi  the  vessels*  This  was  a 
most  extraordinary  proposition^  and  he 
never  expected  to  hear  such  a  statement 
from  any  one  possessing  the  hundredth 
part  of  the  good  sense  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sheffield.  So  far  from  the 
underwriters  being  indifferent  as  to  the 
seaworthiness  of  vessels,  and  the  com* 
petence  of  themselves,  that  they  required 
something  like  a  proof  of  all  these  things 
before  they  insured  vessels  at  the  cur* 
rent  rate  of  premium.  If  an  insurance 
were  offered  without  proving  the  quality 
of  the  vessel  and  the  competence  of  the 
master,  the  necessary  consequence  woald 
be,  that  the  party  insuring  must  pay  an 
eatra  premium.  As  to  boys  of  fourteen 
years  being  allowed  to  command  vessels,  he 
could  not  speak  to  the  fact ;  all  he  would 
say  was,  that  if  proved  it  would  vitiate 
the  policy  of  insurance.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Sheffield  said,  that  in  all 
other  nations  there  were  some  legislative 
enactments  with  respect  to  ships  and 
their  owners;  but  the  hon.  Member  had 
only  adverted  to  France.  He  must  say, 
that  France  was  the  last  country  he 
would  look  to  for  an  example  with  respect 
to  ita  commercial  marine.  If  any  thing 
were  obvious,  it  was  the  manifest  sujpe- 
riority  of  this  country  over  France.  But 
what  was  the  case  in  the  United  States  ?  It 
was  perfectly  well  known,  that  if  any 
coontry  were  entitled  to  claim  superiority 


in  point  of  commercial  mariney  it  was 
that  country ;  and  yet  there  was  no  such 
regulations  existed  aa  those  proposed  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield.  Having 
stated  this,  he  would  very  briefly  state 
how  far  he  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member. 
He  was  perfectly  willing  to  admit,  that 
the  concession  to  the  proposed  board  of 
a  power  to  inquire  into  all  cases  of  ship* 
wreck  and  loss  of  life  might  be  pro- 
ductive of  very  satisfoctory  results.  It* 
was  due  to  the  public,  that  a  striet  in- 
vestigation should  take  place  into  the 
causes  of  such  disasters.  To  that  extent 
he  would  go  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sheffield.  With  reference  to  the  remarks 
which  had  been  made  upon  the  subject 
of  the  incompetence  of  masters  of  vessels, 
he  would  Just  observe,  that  he  had  good 
grounds  for  believing,  that  in  the  cha- 
racter of  persons  appointed  to  the  com* 
mand  of  merchant  vessels  a  great  im« 
provement  bad  latterly  taken  place.  He 
would  certainly  not  at  the  pmeat  pariod 
offer  anv  objeetion  to  the  course  proposed : 
by  the  hon.  Qeotleman.  He  would  look 
into  the  details  of  his  Bill  with  a  view  to 
render  it  as  effisctive  as  possible.  If  in 
this  stage  of  the  proceeding  he  were  to 
o£Eer  any  opinion  it  should  be  with  re- 
ference to  tnose  parts  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's plan  which  related  to  the  con- 
struction of  vessels — a  matter  in  which 
the  Legislature  would,  in  his  estimation, 
do  more  harm  than  good  by  interfering 
with  it.  He  was .  perfectly  willing  to 
give  his  assent  to  the  proposition,  that 
no  vessel  should  be  suffered  to  go  to 
sea  without  bemg  subjected  to  some 
examination  in  the  first  instance,  for  the 
purpose  of  ascertaining  her  competence 
or  incompetence  to  proceed  on  the  pro* 
posed  voyage;  but  as  to  legislative 
interference,  with  a  view  to  prevent  diip- 
owners  from  insuring  bevond  the  value 
of  three-fourths  of  the  ship«*«-to  that  he 
never  could  consent. 

Mr.  Aaron  Chapman  concurred  in 
manv  portions  of  the  measure  proposed 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield.  He 
more  particularly  assented  to  that  portion 
of  it  which  related  to  the  overlading  of 
ships.  By  this  system  he  believed,  that 
vessels  were  not  unfrequently  rendered 
so  top-heavy  as  to  be  almost  unavoidably 
lost— -a  subject  than  which  none  could  be 
more  proper  for  Parliamentary  inquiry 
He  (Mr.  Chapman)  was  as  strongly  in- 
terested in    the  maritime   commerce  of 
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this  coantry  as  any  hon.  Member  could 
be;  bat  he  begged,  at  the  same  time,  to 
impress  upon  the  House  the  necessity  of 
legislating  with  care  and  caution  upon 
a  subject  of  this  description  and  of  not 
permitting  themselves  to  be  carried  into 
precipitate  legislation  by  the  personal 
attachment  of  hon.  Members  to  Quixotic 
views. 

Sir  Edward  Codrington  said,  that  with 
all  proper  deference  for  the  opinions  of 
those  hon.  Gentlemen  who  were  connected 
with  the  mercantile  marine  of  Great 
Biitain,  he  did  not  think  that  sufficient 
attention  was  paid  to  the  safety  of  the  lives 
of  the  seamen  and  others  who  made  the 
voyage  on  board  merchant  ships.  He  had 
seen  vessels  knowingly  lost.  He  repeated, 
that  he  had  seen  merchantovessels  pur- 
posely lost.  He  had  once  been  standing 
on  the  beach  at  Brighton,  and  had  been 
asked  by  some  people  near  him  why  he 
was  looking  so  attentively  seaward  ?  "  To 
see  that  vessel  lost,"  was  tiie  answer  which 
be  made.  He  awaited  the  result  accord* 
ingly;  and  the  vessel  was  undoubtedly 
lost,  as  he  had  anticipated,  for  no  other 
earthly  reason,  as  he  .believed,  but  that 
she  bad  been  largely  insured.  He  doubted 
very  much  whether  the  people  at  Lloyd's 
were  aware  of  the  extent  of  danger  to 
which  vessels  were  exposed  in  conse- 
quence, as  it  was  termed,  of  their  being 
**  well  insured." 

Colonel  Thompson  thought,  that  in  the 
case  of  a  vessel  being  known  to  be  de- 
cidedly not  seaworthy,  a  sufficient  security 
might  be  found  in  the  natural  reluctance 
which  seamen  would  feel  to  trust  tbetr  lives 
to  such  a  conveyance.  He  did  not,  how« 
ever,  object  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill, 
but  would  be  glad  to  see  it  referred  to  a 
Committee,  for  the  purpose  of  pruning 
down  the  redundancies  by  which  it  was 
encumbered. 

Mr.  Warburion  was  apprehensive  that 
the  constitution  of  a  board  for  licensing 
masters  of  merchant  vessels  might  be  tan* 
tamount  to  the  formation  of  a  sort  of  cor« 
poraiion  of  masters,  whose  exertions,  cor- 
responding with  theirown  interests,  would 
be  directed  to  the  limitation  of  the  list  of 
masters  to  the  smallest  possible  number. 
No  man  could  dispute  the  fact,  that  great 
advantages  bad  resulted  from  the  system 
of  insuring  vessels;  neither  could  it  be 
doubted  that  it  had  been  productive  of 
very  great  evils.  There  was  one  security, 
however,  against  abuse  to  be  found  in  the 


fact  that,  whatever  might  be  die  amount  of 
losses,  the  premiums  would  exactlv  in*, 
crease  in  proportion.  Nothing  could  be 
more  certain  than  that  ships  had  been  often 
fitted  up  for  the  express  purpose  of  being* 
lost.  He  would  not  say  that  so  disgrace- 
ful an  occurrence  had  taken  place  very 
often ;  but  he  certainly  would  say  not 
very  seldom.  It  was  well  known  Uiat  it 
sometimes  was  the  interest  of  shipowners, 
in  the  event  of  a  vessel  running  ashore,  to 
sustain  a  total  loss  of  the  venel  rather  than 
a  partial  loss,  and  thus  to  secure  the  pay- 
ment of  the  whole  amount  insured.  There 
were  undoubtedly  many  portions  of  the 
subject  introduced  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Sheffield  which  called  for  legislative  in- 
terference. He  hoped  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  make  his  Bill  comprehend  only  the 
broad  and  leading  pomts  of  the  question, 
and  leave  all  minor  pointa  to  the  good 
sense  of  the  individuals  engaged  in  mari-* 
time  commerce. 

Captain  Podmll  said,  it  waa  perfectly 
notonous  that  when  a  skip  was  fit  for  no- 
thing else  it  waa  sent  to  bring  timber  from 
Canada.  He  hoped  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sheffield  would  receive  that  credit  he  waa 
justly  entitled  to  for  his  very  great  perseve* 
ranee  in  this  matter. 

Sir  John  R.  Reed  only  rose  to  express 
his  astonishment  at  the  observations  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bridport,  alleging  that 
ships  were  lost  purposely.  He  believed 
that  0uch  occurrences  were  at  least  ex- 
tremely rare  as  he  had  never  met  with  one. 

Mr.  Peaee  was  not  opposed  to  the  prin^ 
ciple  of  insurances;  but,  at  the  same  tiase 
he  thought  the  subject  required  great  and 
vigilant  attention.  At  present  it  was  too 
of\[en  the  case  that  men  were  induced  to 
join  ships  at  two  hours*  notice>  without 
any  opportunity  -of  examining  into  their 
seaworthiness,  whose  lives  were  thua  reck- 
lessly exposed  to  danger.  He  thought 
that  the  nictates  of  humanity  required  that 
some  attention  should  be  devoted  to  thia 
suUect. 

Lord  Samtden  was  heartily  glad  that  the 
hon.  Member  had  persevered  so  far  as  to 
introduce  a  Bill  which  was  likely  to  remedy 
many  of  the  evils  which  had  been  proved 
before  the  Committee  to  exist  in  this  de» 
partment  of  business.  He  felt  himself 
bound  to  bear  testimony  to  the  seal  of  the 
hon.  Member  whose  Bill,  if  not  shackled 
with  too  many  regulations,  he  had  no 
doubt  would  do  much  good. 

Mr.  Buckmgham  wished  to  state  in  re* 
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flerence  to  the  objections  that  had  been 
made,  that  it  was  not  his  intention  to 
touch  the  question  of  marine  insurances. 
He  did  not  propose  to  interfere  with  the 
construction  of  ships,  for,  as  a  marine  com- 
mander, his  own  experience  taught  him 
that  every  ship  ought  to  hav^a  form  suited 
to  the  particular  business  in  which  she 
was  engaged.  The  Bill  contained  only 
twenty  clauses,  and  he  would  be  glad  to 
adopt  any  suggestion  that  might  be  offered 
for  Its  improvement. 

Leave  given  to  bring  in  the  Bill. 

Texas.]  Mr.  Barlow  Hoy^  in  rising 
to  move  for  copies  of  certain  corre- 
spondence connected  with  the  province  of 
Texas,  said,  that  the  recent  conduct  of  the 
United  States  with  reference  to  that  pro- 
vince was  a  subject  of  too  great  importance 
to  be  over-looked  by  the  British  House  of 
Commons.  He  believed  the  United  States 
of  America  to  be  actuated  by  a  desire  of 
encroaching  upon  the  dominions  of  ad- 
joining powers  in  a  southern  direction. 
The  interests  of  the  British  colonies  situ- 
ated in  the  Caribbean  Sea,  might  become 
seriously  affected  in  the  event  of  these  en- 
croachments being  made ;  and  he  for  one, 
never  could  consent  to  the  United  States 
extending  their  boundary  so  as  to  occupy 
Texas,  and  ultimately,  perhaps,  to  gain 
possession  of  Mexico.  Under  no  circum- 
stances could  he  give  his  sanction  to  this 
occupation.  The  Americans  had  said,  that 
Cuba  was  so  important  an  island  that  no 
European  nation,  except  Spain,  should  be 
permitted  to  take  possession  of  it.  He 
(on  the  authority  of  Mr.  Huskisson)  would 
say,  on  the  other  hand,  that  the  province 
of  Texas  was  a  province  so  important  by 
its  position  to  the  commerce  and  the  naval 
power  of  this  country,  as  well  as  to  the  in- 
dq^ndence  of  Mexico,  that  upon  no  con- 
dition whatever  should  he  allow  it  to  come 
into  the  possession  of  any  American 
power,  with  the  exception  of  Mexico. 
When  Mexico  declared  herself  an  inde- 
pendent state,  Mr.  Canning  had  entered 
into  a  treaty  with  that  country,  by  which 
the  Mexicans  consented  to  alwlish  slavery 
in  every  portion  of  their  dominions.  This 
stipulation  with  regard  to  the  abolition  of 
slavery  having  been  mutually  agreed  to  be- 
tween the  contracting  parties.  Great 
Britain  was  bound  to  co-operate  with 
Mexico,  for  the  purpose  of  securing  the 
desired  abolition.  It  was,  however,  quite 
notorioos  tiiat  an  importation  of  slaves  to 


an  enormous  extent  had  been  recently 
carried  on  from  the  United  States  into 
Texas,  If  a  procedure  of  this  nature  were 
suffered  to  continue,  there  was  nothing 
binding  in  treaties,  and  the  immediate  ab- 
rogation of  the  treaty  in  question  would  be 
the  most  proper  course  to  pursue.  Could 
America,  he  would  ask,  be  presumed  to 
be  unacquainted  with  the  provisions  of  a 
treaty  which  was  not  made  in  secret,  and 
of  which  she  thus  exhibited  her  utter  dis- 
regard ?  It  could  not  be  for  a  moment 
doubted  that  Texas  was  included  in  the 
arrangement ;  and  yet,  the  President  of 
the  United  States  did  not  think  it  neces- 
sary to  prevent  his  subjects  from  carrying 
on  the  slave-trade  within  the  limits  of 
Texas,  and  even  from  assisting  the  revolted 
slaves  in  every  mode  which  lay  within 
their  power.  With  regard  to  the  question 
of  boundaries,  which  had  been  very  much 
agitated,  why  did  not  the  parties  abide  by 
the  arbitration  of  the  King  of  Holland  ? 
The  President's  message  to  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States  spoke  of ''  peremptorily 
demanding  an  arrangement  .from  the 
Mexican  Government.  What  was  the 
nature  of  that  demand  ?  They  all  perfectly 
well  knew  that  it  was  to  get  Mexico  to  gw 
up  Texas,  in  order  that  the  latter  might  be- 
come incorporated  with  the  southern  states 
and  form  a  part  of  the  union.  Was  it  not 
notorious  that  the  Mexican  minister  had 
considered  himself  compelled  to  with- 
draw from  Washington,  in  consequence  of 
an  army  being  kept  up  by  the  United 
States  in  Mexico  ?  He  would  beg  of  hon. 
Members  to  put  this  case  to  themselves— 
how  would  they  brook  the  maintenance  of 
a  foreign  army  within  the  British  domi- 
nions? There  was  no  doubt,  whatever,  that 
this  army  was  so  kept  up  for  the  purpose 
of  influencing  the  Mexican  state.  He 
must  say  that  if  England  were  to  desert 
Mexico  in  the  present  crisis,  she  would  well 
deserve  that  this  latter  state  should  fall  a 
prey  to  the  rapacity  of  the  American 
Union ;  that  a  large  portion  of  the  com- 
merce of  England  should,  in  the  event  of 
a  naval  war,  fall  a  victim  to  America ;  and 
that  the  British  colonies  in  the  West  In- 
dies should  either  fall  together,  or  be 
materially  endangered.  The  standard 
which  had  been  raised  in  the  province  of 
Texas  was  not  the  standard  of  rational 
freedom,  but  was  unfurled  for  the  support 
of  slavery.  Notwithstanding  the  high  po- 
sition which  England  had  long  maintained 
with  reference  to  the  sl^ve  trade,  she  must 
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HOW'  withdraw^  and' take  up  an  hamble 
posture,  unless  she  were  determined  to 
uphold  this  treaty.  The  noble  Lord,  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
menty  had  said  id  that  House  some  years 
ago,  when  the  same  subject  was  debated, 
that  there  existed  a  yeryjast  ground  for  re- 
monstrance. Why,  he  would  ask,  should 
his  Majesty's  Ministers  decline  to  remon- 
atrate,  at  least  in  a  friendly  manner,  with 
the  government  of  the  United  States  ?  It 
was  of  little  consequence  whether  the  acts 
complained  of  were  the  acts  of  the  Ameri- 
can people,  whom  the  President  was  in- 
capable of  restraining,  or  had  received  the 
sanction  of  the  President  himself.  In 
either  case  the  interference  of  the  English 
government  was  called  for.  There  was 
another  consequence  which  was  likely  to 
follow,  and  it  was  this — if  the  northern 
states  were  to  be  outnumbered  by  the 
southern  states,  the  northern  states  would 
immediately  ask'for  a  counterbalance,  and 
demand,  that  part  of  East  Canada  should 
be  added  to  their  territory.  He  hoped  the 
noble  Lord  would  also  state  his  opinion 
upon  that  subject.  He  moved  for  those 
papers  the  more  particularly,  as  he  believed 
that  appeals  haa  been  made  by  the  Mexi- 
cans to  this  country,  to  use  our  influence 
with  the  United  States  for  the  mainte- 
nance of  their  integrity.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber concluded  by  {moving  an  humble  ad- 
dress "  for  copies  of  all  correspondence 
between  the  government  of  Mexico  and  his 
Majesty's  government  on  the  subject  of 
Texas,  from  the  1st  of  March,  1836,  to 
the  present  date  ;  also,  of  all  correspon- 
dence between  the  Government  of  the 
United  Statesof  America  and  his  Majesty's 
Government  on  the  same  subject  for  a  like 
period." 

Viscount  Palmersion  said,  he  was  not 
prepared  to  dispute  the  importance  of  the 
sulgect  to  which  the  hon.  Uentleman  had 
drawn  the  attention  of  the  House,  nor  to 
deny  that  it  was  a  matter  which  the  public 
and  the  Government  of  this  country  should 
view  with  attention  and  interest.  The 
hon.  Member  had  not,  however,  laid  such 
ground  for  the  production  of  those  papers 
as  to  induce  him  (Viscount  Palmerston)  to 
think  it  would  be  consistent  with  his 
duty  to  grant  them.  He  thought  the 
hon.  Member  had  not  correctly  viewed 
the  present  state  of  the  transactions  to 
whicn  his  motion  related ;  and  he  would 
beg  of  that  hon.  Member  to  ask  himself 
what  the  present  state  of  the  matter  really 
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was.  The  •inhabitants  of- Texas  had^re« 
volted  against  Mexico;  the  Mexican 
army  had  been  defeated  in  the  first  cam« 
paign,  and  the  President  had  been  taken 
prisoner;  but,  at  the  same  time,  the 
government  of  Mexico  had  not  abandoned 
their  right  of  dominion — ^they  still  looked 
for  the  re-establishment  of  their  authority 
in  Texas,  and  were  making  preparations 
for  re-commencing  their  operations  in  the 
ensuing  spring.  As  far,  then,  as  Texas 
and  Mexico  were  concerned,  there  was  on 
one  side  a  case  of  revolt;  and  on  the 
part  of  the  other,  a  determination  to  sup- 
press that  revolt.  He  apprehended  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  contend  that 
with  respect  to  that  dispute  the  Govern- 
ment  of  England  was  at  all  called  upon  to 
interfere.  The  hon.  Gentleman  surely  did 
not  mean  to  say,  that  England  ought  to 
send  a  naval  or  military  force  to  America 
for  the  purpose  of  establishing  the  autho- 
rity of  Mexico  in  the  province  of  Texas— i 
he  did  not  mean  that  we  should  thus 
-interfere  in  their  unsettled  dispute.  The 
hon.  Member  conceived  that  the  independ- 
ence of  Texas  would. follow  as  a  conse- 
quence of  its  revolt, — ^that  that  independ- 
ence would  lead  to  the  annexation  of 
Texas  to  the  North  American  Unionf 
and  it  was  to  prevent  that  annexation 
that  the  hon.  Member  wished  for  the 
interference  of  the  British  Government* 
Now  let  them  see  what  was  the  part  which 
the  United  States  of  America,  through  their 
government,  had  taken  *  in  reference  to 
the  dispute  between  Texas  and  Mexico. 
The  hon.  Member  conceived  that  the  go- 
vernment of  the  United  States  entertained 
the  intention  of  annexing  Texas  to  the 
Union.  But  every  government  he  (Vis- 
count Palmerston)  thought,  had  a  right 
to  be  judged  by  its  acts  and  declarations. 
What  had  been  the  declaration  of  the 
President  of  the  United  <  States  ?  It 
was,  no  doubt,  true,  that  some  of  the 
adjoining  states  had  interfered  in  fa- 
vour of  the  revolting  faction  in  Texas ; 
but  the  President  and  central  •  govern- 
ment had  ordered  the  laws  of  the  Union 
to  be  enforced  to  prevent  that  interference, 
as  inconsistent  with  the  relations  existing 
between  the  United  States  and  the  govern- 
ment of  Mexko.  What  had  been  the 
declaration  of  the  President  with  regard 
to  Mexico  ?  The  hon.  Member  roust  have 
read  the  special  message  of  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  addressed  to  the 
Congress  upon  this,  particular  subfect, 
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4iubiequeot  10  Ae  general  ttteiage  at  the 
opeDiDg  of  -the  Seteioa  of  Congress.    Of 
thai  OMiBage,  he  would  say^  that  it  was 
iroposaible  for  any  government  to  express 
itself  more  honourably,  or  more  consistent- 
ly with  good  faith  towards  other  powers 
than  did  the  President   of  the    United 
States  in    that    document.    The  Presi* 
dent  stated,  that  he  had  been  pressed  by 
many  to  take  steps  towards  acknowledging 
the  independence  of  Texas ;  he  reminded 
.the  Congress  of  the  principles  by  which  a 
government  ought  to  be  guided  in  acknow* 
Jedging.the  independence  of  a  revolted 
province ;  and  he  added,  that  before  such 
a  course  should  be  adopted,  the  province 
should  not  only  have  established  its  inde- 
pendence, but  have  done  so  in  such  a 
manner  that  other  powers  might  see,  that 
the    mother   country,    had    no   rational 
chance  of  re«establishing  its  authority. 
The   President  also  stated,  that  it  was 
inconsistent  with  Uie  principles  by  which 
.the  poUoy  of  the  United  States  was  guided 
to  acknowledge  the  independence  of  Texaa, 
•  in  the  then  present  state  of  things,  and 
nnlil  it  had  succeeded  in  proving  to  the 
world  that  it  had  the  means  of  maintaining 
.itself  as  an  independent  state.     He  went 
on  further  to  say,  that  great  precaution 
was  peculiarly  inoumbent  on  the  United 
States  upon  that  question,    because   a 
suspicion  had  prevailed,  that  the  United 
.States  had  an  interested  motive  for  in- 
terfering in  the  dispute  between  Mexico 
and  Texas,  and  because  they  had  been 
.  suspected  of  encouraging  the  revolt,  for 
the  purpose  of  annexing  that   province 
to  the  Union  ;    that  consequently  a  just 
regard    for   the  honour  of  the    United 
States  required  not  only  that  they  should 
suspend  their  recognition  of  the  independ- 
ence of  that  province,  until  it  should  be 
demonstratively    accomplished,  but  that 
they  should  wait  until  other  powers  against 
whom  no  such  suspicions  could  be  enter- 
tained had  previously  acknowledged  it. 
He  would  therefore  say,  that  there  had 
been    nothing    in    the    conduct  of   the 
government  of  the  United  States  respect- 
.  ing  this  matter,  which  was  not  consistent 
with  the  most  scrupulous  feelings  of  honour 
and  delicacy  towards  other  powers.    That 
being  the  case,  he  must  beg  leave  to  say, 
that  the  hon.  Member  had  not  grounded 
his  accusation  against  the  Government  of 
the  United  States,  upon  the  acts  or  de- 
claratione   of   that  Government.      With 
reference  to  the  position  of  Texas,  as 


regarded  the  United  Slates,  be  wonU 
admit*  that  if  the  former  were  to  nnite 
itself  to  the  latter,  such  union  migbt  in- 
durectly  lead  to  the  introduction  of  slaves 
into  that  province,  not  only  from  the  slave 
states  in  North  America,  but  by  tmporta* 
tion  by  sea,  for  which  great  temptation 
would  then,  no  doubt,  exist.    The  very 
facility  which  the  incorporation  of  Texas 
would    give  to  tlie    great  extension  of 
slavery,  formed  one  of  the  strongest  objec- 
tions against  that  incorporation,  and  at 
which    he    looked  with  quite  as  roocb 
jealousy  as  the  hon.  Member.    But  tliere 
was  good  reason  to  think,  that  such  an 
addition  to  the  southern  states  would  not 
be  looked  upon  by  the  northern  states 
as   a  matter  indifferent  to  them*    The 
northern  states  would  probably  entertain 
objections  to  the  incorporation  of  Texas 
with  the  union,  quite  as  strong  as  those 
which   were   felt   by  the    hon.   Gentle* 
man.    The  hon.  Member  bad  stated,  that 
he  did  not  think  slaves  had  been  imported 
into  Texas  direct  from  Africa,  but  fancied 
the  importation  had  taken  plaee  from  the 
island  of  Cuba.    That,  to  a  certain  degree, 
was  possible,  at  the  same  time  there  was 
such  a  demand  for  slaves  in  Cuba  itself, 
that  it  was  not  likely  their  exportation 
from  that  island  would  be  carried  on  to 
any  considerable  extent,  unless  the  same 
quantity  of  slaves  was  replaced  by  import- 
ation   into  Cuba.    He  could,  however, 
assure  the  hon.  Member,  that  the  treaty 
with  Spain,  which  had  only  come  into 
full  operation  within  the  last  year,  had 
produced  a  very  considerable  effect.     A 
large  number  of  ships  had  been  condemned 
upon  the  ground  of  their  being  equipped 
as  slave-traders,  although  not  having  any 
slaves  on  board  :  he  was  inclined  to  think 
that  this  would  be  a  severe  blow  to  the 
importation  of  slaves  into  the  island  of 
Cuba.    That  treaty   had,  however,  been 
evaded  to  a  great  degree  by  Spanish  ships, 
not  only  by  the  assumption  of  the  Portu- 
guese flag,  but  by  fraudulent  papers,  which 
they  obtained  from  Portuguese  colonies. 
Upon  that  point  it  was  satisfactory  to  know 
that  the  Government  of  Portupl  was  ani- 
mated by  a  desire,  in  conjunction  with  the 
Government  of  England,  to  put  an  end  to 
such  a  disgraceful  traffic.  The  present  Go- 
vernment of  Portugal  had  done  that  which 
the  British  Government  had  been  unable 
to  persuade  any  former  Portuguese  Go- 
vernment to  do,  although  bound  bv  treaty 
to  do  it-*namely>  it  had  published  a  very 
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•erere  And  comprehenBtve  kt7  prohibiifog 
ftnd  rendering  penal  the  importation  of 
slaves  into  the  Portuguese  dominions; 
and  although  they  had  not  yet  signed  that 
treaty,  which  he  had  hoped  they  would 
have  signed  many  months  ago,  yet  the 
law  enacted  contained  almost  all  the 
stipulations  which  our  treaty  with  Spain 
contained.  Therefore,  if  the  Portuguese 
authorities,  both  at  home,  and  in  the 
colonies,  were  honest  and  sealous  in  the 
execution  of  the  law,  the  object  would 
be  already  accomplished.  But  he  was 
afbaid,  from  experience  of  the  conduct 
of  the  Sttbordmate  authorities  of  the 
Portuguese  Government,  that  the  ob- 
ject of  the  British  Qovemment  would 
not  be  obtained  until  permission  was 
given  to  British  cruisers  to  carry  that 
law  into  execution.  He  apprehended  that 
the  object  which  the  hon.  Member  had  in 
view  would  be  met,  not  in  the  corre- 
spondence for  which  he  had  moved, 
but  in  the  communications  they  were 
carrying  on  with  the  Spanish  and  Porta* 
piese  Governments  regarding  the  slave 
trade  itself.  He  conceived  that  the  hon. 
Member  had  not  laid  any  special  ground 
for  calling  for  those  papers ;  at  the  same 
time,  it  was  only  natural  that  he,  enter- 
taining the  sentiments  he  did,  should  have 
taken  this  opportunity  of  placing  those 
sentiments  upon  record.  So  far  from 
inconvenience  arising  from  such  a  course, 
he  thought  that  the  open  expression  of 
opinion  was  always  the  safest  and  most 
convenient  plan  to  adopt.  He  trusted  the 
hon.  Member  wonid  acquiesce  in  his 
objection  to  produce  the  papers  moved 
for.  He  could  assure  the  hon.  Member 
that  the  Government  was  by  no  means 
inattentive  to  the  subject,  but  in  the 
present  state  of  the  question,  between 
Texas  and  the  United  States,  and  between 
Mexico  and  Texas,  be  conceived  there 
was  no  ground  to  justify  the  Government 
in  laying  the  correspondence  moved  for 
before  the  House. 

Mr.  Ward  would  not  trespass  on  the 
attention  of  the  House  did  he  not  feel  that 
he  had  an  imperative  duty  to  perform 
towards  a  distinguished  individual-^Mr. 
Porsvth — a  member  of  the  government  of 
the  Unhed  States  against  whom  he  had  last 
year  brought  a  charge,  which  he  had  since 
ascertained  to  have  been  totally  unfounded. 
The  charge  which  he  had  made  was  this 
— that  a  certain  hifltiential  memlier  of  the 
Aqsetican  governmrnt  had  an  interest  not 


only  in  ptiUic  but  in  private  speenlatioiw 
in  Texas  lands.  That  charge  had  excited 
very  considerable  attention^  and  had  na- 
turally given  great  paia  to  the  gentleman 
whose  name  was  coupled  with  it.  Mr» 
Forsyth  had  put  himself  in  communication 
with  him  through  the  medium  of  a  friend 
of  Mr.  Forsyth's  now  in  this  country ;  and 
he  had  now  no  hesitation  in  8aying.-»oii 
the  contrary,  he  said  with  the  greatest  con* 
fidence — that  there  bad  never  existed  the 
slightest  foundation  for  that  charge  against 
Mr.  Forsyth.  He  never  was  connected 
with  the  purchasing  of  lands  in  Texas,  and 
had  always  held  it  to  be  incompatible  with 
his  Ministerial  duties  to  be  so  conneeted. 
He  should  also  observe,' that  such  a  rumour 
had  never  been  current  in  the  United 
States  until  it  had  unfortunately  become 
the  subject  of  debate  in  that  House.  He 
had  now  only  to  express  his  deep  regret  at 
having  put  forward  such  a  statement,  and, 
in  his  own  excuse,  should  say,  that  he  had 
done  so  upon  the  authority  of  a  friend  of 
his,  who  ne  thought  had  the  means  of 
ascertaining  tha  fkots,  and  who  had 
pledged  himself  for  their  accuracy.  With 
regard  to  the  question  before  the  House, 
he  would  observe,  that  for  upwards  of  ten 
vears  be  believed  a  fixed  design  had  exiated 
in  the  United  States  to  annex  Texas  to 
that  country«—a  design  which  he  deeply 
regretted,  as  its  accomplisfament  would 
close  up  our  sources  of  communication 
with  that  province,  aiui  disturb  the  good 
understanding  with  the  government  of  the 
United  States,  which  every  one  desured  to 
see  perpetuated. 

Mr.  ffCcnfM  thoueht,  that  humanity 
was  indebted  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
bringing  this  question  before  the  House, 
as  it  was  only  by  the  expression  of  public 
feeling  they  could  hope  to  check  the  pro*^ 
gress  of  one  of  the  greatest  evils  the  human 
mind  could  contemplate — namely,  the 
addition  of  eight  or  nine  slavery  atates. 
The  revolt  of  Texas  was  founded  upon 
nothing  else  than  the  abolition  of  slavery 
by  the  Mexican  Government.  The  Mexican 
Government  of  1824,  pronounced  that 
no  one  born  in  the  territory  of  Mexico 
after  that  year  should  be  born  in  slavery, 
and  in  1829  they  went  further,  and 
abolished  slavery  altogether,  upon  which 
immediately  followed  the  revolt  in  the 
province  of  Texas.  That  revolt  was 
actually  the  consequence  of  abolishing 
slavery  in  Mexico.  The  United  States 
could  not  think  of  peopling  that  countrv 
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with  white  men.  Wbat^  then,  were  they 
to  think  of  thoie  who  flettled  there  npon 
the  speculation  of  increasing  the  number 
of  slaves  by  that  most  horrible  of  all 
traffics  ?  He  would  say,  they  ought  to 
be  degraded  in  the  eyes  of  every  man  of 
feeling.  It  was  revolting  to  think  of 
breeding  up  human  beings  for  the  purpose 
of  making  them  slaves  and  selling  them — 
of  stocking  farms,  as  it  were,  and  estimating 
the  probable  number  of  women  necessary 
to  be  kept  for  a  certain  number  of  men— 
of  breeding  up* children  as  a  matter  of 
■pecolation,  just  as  they  would  sheep, 
and  calculating  how  soon  they  would  be 
ready  and  ripe  for  the  market.  It  was  a 
blot  which  no  country  but  America  would 
suffer  to  stain  her  history.  No  nation  was 
ever  degraded  by  such  a  crime  except 
the  high-spirited  North  American  republic 
They  talked  of  the  progress  of  democratic 
principles.  No  man  admired  those  salutary 
principles  more  than  he  did  ;  but  what 
became  of  their  boasted  efficacy  if  they 
could  not  induce  those'  who  enjoyed  them 
to  abstain  from  such  a  horrid  speculation  ? 
He  admitted  that  the  North  American 
government  had  *  behaved  ^^  with  r  common 
decency  in  reference  to  Texas,  but  at  the 
same  time  the  press  was  calling  out  for 
volunteers  to  go  to  Mexico,  and  many 
men  of  influence  from  Louisiana  and  all 
the  western  states  were  sending  out  regular 
purchasers  under  a  Spanish  name,  and 
calculating  to  what  extent  they  would  be 
able  to  establish  a  market  there.  Could 
Texas  hope  to  remain  independent  without 
the  assistance  of  North  America?  He 
thought  toot.  He  believed  that  but  for  the 
interference  of  North  America  Santa 
Anna  would  have  overcome  that  province, 
and  by  this  time  have  established  in  it  an 
organized  and  powerful  authority  ?  There 
was  an  end  to  Texas  unless  North  America 
assisted  her,  and  who  would  say  that  was 
not  speculated  upon  ?  He  wished  the 
noble  Lord  had  felt  it  consistent  with  his 
duty  to  grant  those  papers.  He  did  not 
believe  the  noble  Lord  had  stated  that 
any  inconvenience  would  result  from 
giving  them,  but  had  put  his  refusal  upon 
the  plea,  that  they  would  not  serve  the 
purpose  of  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
moved  for  them.  He  (Mr.  O'Conneil) 
thought  that  the  conceding  of  those  papers 
would  show  a  disposition  upon  the  part  of 
the  Qovemment  to  discountenance  the 
revolt  in  Texas.  He  felt  that  it  was  not 
the  duty  of  this  CQuntry  to  go  to  war  with 


America,  or  to  do  any  thing  likely  to  ereate 
disunion  between  the  two  countries,  but  he 
thought  it  was  the  business  of  that  country 
to  follow  the  glorious  example  which 
England  had  set,  of  her  determination  not 
to  have  a  slave  within  the  reach  of  those 
who  were  under  the  protection  of  the 
British  Crown,  in  having  given 
20,000,000/.,  to  purchase  liberty  for  her 
own  slaves,  in  order  to  raise  them  to  that 
station  for  which  nature  and  nature's  God 
intended  them,  as  human  beings  having 
the  same  faculties,  and  being  heirs  of  the 
same  redemption  with  ourselves.  No  one 
in  this  country  had  ever  complained  of  our 
having  .shown  that  example ;  on  the 
contrary,  it  was  the  pride  and  the  boast  of 
England  that  that  sum  of  money  had  been 
conceded,  and  was  looked  upon  as 
miserable  dust  in  the  balance  compared  to 
the  liberty  of  so  many  thousand  human 
beings.  Oh  what  a  contrast  did  that  form 
between  the  Government  of  Great  Britain 
and  that  of  the  American  republic  1  Could 
aay  thing  be  more  striking,  could  any- 
thing be  more  glorious  to  this  country,  or 
more  degrading  to  North  America  ?  He 
wished,  therefore,  that  thesmall  concession 
of  these  papers  had  been  made  by  the 
noble  Lord  as  the  first  step  towards 
discountenancing  the  revolt  of  Texas,  and 
the  conduct  of  America  regarding  that 
province,  for{certain  it  was,  that  they  hoped 
to  add  it  to  their  territory.  He  had  two 
hopes  on  the  subject,  —  first,  that  ^e 
United  States  would  not  succeed  in  any 
such  project,  and  secondly,  that  if  they 
did,  the  crime  would  bring  its  own 
punishment.  They  had  in  North  America 
not  only  made  laws  to  prevent  the  black 
man  from  learning  to  read,  but  had 
actually  made  it  a  capital  offence  to  teach 
men  of  colour,  nay,  to  teach  even  free 
men  of  colour  to  read.  He  could  scarcely 
refrain  from  thinking  that  if  this  vile 
system  of  inhumanity  were  continued,  there 
would  arise  such  a  mass  of  physical 
strength  in  thecountry  as  would  eventually 
put  an  end  to  it  in  the  blood  of  their 
oppressors.  If  the  present  motion  were  not 
conceded,  and  it  ought  to  be  conceded, 
he  hoped  the  hon.  Member  who  had  done 
himself  so  much  credit  in  bringing  it  for- 
ward  would  persevere  and  again  bring  it 
forward  in  another  shape  before  the  end  of 
the  session,  and  in  a  fuller  House,  that  the 
voice  of  humanity  might  reach  across  the 
Atlantic  and  terrify  those  speculators  from 
their  abominable  traffic  in  human  beings^ 
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Colonel  Thompson  said,  what  the  noble 
Lord  called  revolt,  other  persons  termed 
rebellion.  If  the  British  subjects  who 
had  settled  in  Portugal  chose  to  .  seize 
a  province  or  some  of  the  strong  places, 
then  would  the  noble  Lord  have  called 
such  a  proceeding  a  revolt  ?  Or  would  he 
have  expected  the  Portuguese  nation  to 
give  it  such  a  designation  ?  Why  should 
the  noble  Lord  apply  such  a  term  to  the 
rebellious  Texians  ?  Was  it  not  beyond 
question  that  all  the  inhabitants  of  Texas 
were  Americans,  wherever  the  Americans 
went  they  carried  their  bad  habits. 

«  Ubi  Camillus  ibi  Roma.'^ 

The  Americans  could  not  congregate  any 
wh^roy  without  carrying  their  habits  with 
them.  Wherever  Americans  conquered, 
there  they  carried  slavery.  They  lived, 
moved,  and  had  their  being  in  that  crime. 
Were  the  British  nation  to  make  them- 
selves parties  to  such  transactions  ?  It  had 
been  said,  that  we  ought  not  to  go  to  war. 
But  for  what  were  we  strong — why  did 
we  keep  up  a  large  army,  and  why  such  a 
noble  navy,  if  not  for  the  purpose  of  up« 
holding  our  own  rights,  and  causing  the 
rights  of  others  to  be  respected  ?  But  it 
was  not  war  the  nation  wanted,  it  was 
three  inches  of  state  paper.  Let  it  be 
drawn  up  with  energy,  so  that  other 
countries  should  not  possess  the  power  of 
charging  us  with  having  deserted  our  posts 
and  neglected  the  interests  of  humanity. 

Mr.  Foweil  Buxton  said,  the  noble 
Lord  had  told  the  House  that  they 
should  look  rather  to  the  effect  of  the 
treaty  than  to  any  interference  on 
the  part  of  the  British  Government ;  but 
of  all  the  treaties  he  had  ever  met  with, 
he  bad  never  seen  one  which  had 
been  so  totally  disregarded  as  the  treaty 
alluded  to  by  the  noble  Lord.  If  the 
noble  Lord  depended  on  it,  he  might  be 
assured  that  the  slave  trade  would  ere  long 
be  introduced  into  the  country  of  the 
Texians.  He  wished  the  American  govern- 
ment to  know  that  the  people  of  England 
were  deeply  interested  upon  this  subject. 
Perhaps  there  was  no  subject  which  so 
strongly  animated  the  feelings  of  the  peo- 
ple of  England  as  that  of  a  country  in 
which  slavery  and  the  slave  trade  were 
being  abolished.  It  was  a  matter  of  un- 
doubted certainty  that  if  measures  were 
not  taken  to  check  the  carrying  on  of  this 
trade  and  the  interference  of  America,  the 
eSsct  wonld  be  it9  establishment  in  the 


neighbouring  provinces,  an  evil  which  he 
would  tell  the  noble  Lord  would  be  but 
trifling  in  comparison  with  the  slave  trade 
of  Cuba.  He  thought  they  ought  to  let 
the  world  see  what  was  the  feeling  of  Oo<* 
vemment  upon  this  subjecL  He  could 
conceive  no  responsibility  greater  than  that 
of  a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  who,  without 
the  least  remonstrance  quietly  permitted 
those  noble  dominions  to  be  taken  pos- 
session of,  and  slavery  and  the  slave  trade 
established  in  them. 

Mr.  Barlow  Ho^  in  reply  said,  that  being 
convinced  that  the  expression  of  opinion 
which  had  this  evening  been  given  upon 
the  subject  would  not  alone  be  producttvt 
of  any  effect  in  the  quarter  to  which  it  was 
directed,  he  felt  bound  to  press  his  mo- 
tion. 

The  House  divided :  Ayes  S8 ;  Noes 
41 ;  Majority  13. 
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Reform  Act— -Rates  and  Taxbs.] 
Mr,  TJioimau  Duncwnhe  thought  that  it 
would  best  conduce  to  the  convenience  of 
the  House  if  he  were  merely  to  aqk  leave 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  respecting  which  he  bad 
given  notice,  and  to  postpone  the  discus-* 
sion  of  it  until  the  second  reading.  The 
hon.  Gentleman,  accordingly,  moved  for 
leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  repeal  that  por- 
tion of  the  Rieform  Act  which  requires  the 
eyment  of  rates  and  taxes  in  cities  and 
roughs  as  the  condition  of  registration. 

The  Okoncellor  of  the  Exchequet^  ob- 
servedy  that  the  motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Finsbury  was  a  very  grave  one ;  it 
was  no  less  than  to  repeal  a  portion  of  the 
Reform  Act.  He  thought  that  it  would  be 
much  better,  with  reference  to  so  serious  a 
matter,  that  the  argument  should  precede 
rather  than  follow  the  introduction  of  the 
Bill.  In  measures  of  a  comparatively 
trifling  nature  leave  was  frequently  granted 
to  bring  in  a  Bill,  postponing  the  discus- 
sion of  it  to  a  future  stage ;  but  it  was  very 
unusual  indeed  to  allow  a  Bill  of  so  im- 
portant a  character  as  that  moved  for  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  to  be 
brought  in  without  any  reasons  having 
been  assigned  fbr  its  introduction.  He 
had  hoped  that,  instead  of  taking  this 
course,  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  have 
postponed  moving  for  leave  to  bring  in  the 
Bill  until  his  noble  Friend  was  present. 
He  opposed  the  motion  on  the  ground  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  presented  no  ar- 
guments in  favour  of  it.  [Mr.  Duncomhe 
was  prepared  to  support  his  motion  with 
arguments.]  He  was  quite  open  to 
conviction,  but  when  it  was  proposed 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  repeal  any  Act, 
apd  especially  such  an  Act  as  the  Reform 
Act,  he  for  one  could  not  consent  to  its 
admission  until  he  found  good  reasons  for 
doing  so. 

Mr.  ThomoM  Dymetmbe  said,  he  would 
state  shortly  the  reasons  upon  which  he 
founded  the  proposition  that  he  had  sub- 
mitted to  the  House.  When  the  Registra- 
tion Act  of  last  Session  was  in  progress, 
he  had  moved  that  it  be  an  initruction  to 
the  Committee  to  provide  for  the  repeal  of 
that  portion  of  the  Reform  Act  which  re* 
quired  the  payment  of  rates  and  taxes  in 
cities  and  boroughs  as  the  condition  of  re- 
gistration, on  the  ground  that  it  was  un- 
constitutional in  prmciple,  and  vexatious 
in  practice.  The  Attorney-General,  how- 
ever, told  him  that  the  matter  did  not 
come  within  the  soope  of  th^  Registration 

Sill ;  but  tbM  if  be  would  make  it  the  sub^ 


jcct  of  a  distinct  Bill,  the  Attorney-General 
would  give  that  Bill  his  serious  ooosidera* 
tion.  He  had  now  adopted  that  recommen- 
dation ;  he  had  asked  for  leave  to  bring  in 
the  Bill ;  and  it  was  rather  hard,  filter 
having  thus  adopted  the  recommendation 
of  the  Attorney-General,  to  be  told' by 
the  right  hon.  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer that  he  was  pursuing  an  unusual 
course.  His  great  reason  for  the  measure 
was  his  belief  and  conviction,  a  belief 
and  conviction  which  universally  prevailed, 
that  the  Clause  in  the  Reform  Act,  to  the 
repeal  of  which  this  Bill  applied  itself^ 
operated  materially  to  diminisn  the  num- 
ber of  voters  throughout  the  country.  The 
noble  Lord  by  whom  the  Reform  Act  was 
introduced,  and  to  whom  he  should  ever 
feel  grateful  for  the  benefit,  had  antiei- 
pated  that  its  effects  would  be  to  add  half 
a  million  of  voters  to  those  previously  ex** 
isting.  The  fact  was,  however,  that  it 
had  not  increased  the  previously  existing 
number  by  more  than  three  hundred 
thousand.  The  noble  Lord  had  antici** 
pated  an  increase  of  niuety-five  thousand 
voters  in  the  metropolis ;  the  actual  in* 
crease  had  not  exceeded  forty-eight  thou«> 
sand.  At  the  present  moment,  of  the 
hundred  and  sixty  thousand  ten  pound 
householders  in  the  new  boroughs  which 
had  been  created  in  the  metropolis, 
onlv  forty-eight  thousand  had  been  ac- 
tually disfranchised.  The  great  joason 
of  this  was  their  want  of  punctuality  in 
the  payment  of  their  rates  and  taxes 
and  the  partiality  evinced  by  the  col- 
lectors in  collecting  those  rates  and  taxes. 
The  latter  were  frequently  in  the  habit  of 
calling  on  Tories,  but  leaving  their  poli- 
tical opponents  until  the  pniod  at  which 
they  ought  to  pay  their  rates  and  taxes 
had  elapsed.  When  he  had  last  broached 
this  suDJect  in  the  House  he  had  bean 
told  that  be  was  introducing  Universal 
Suffrage,  and  a  provision  that  no  pefaon 
should  pay  his  rates  and  taxes*  Whoever 
stated  tnis  was  ignorant  of  the  real  objeet 
which  he  had  m  view.  All  that  ho 
wanted  was,  to  place  the  borough  electors 
of  England  on  the  same  footmg  as  the 
oountv  electors*  Why  a  borough  elector, 
who  lived  in  a  house  of  the  rent  of  300/. 
or  300/.  a-year,  should  be  compelled, 
before  he  could  be  registered,  to  pay  not 
only  the  King's  taxes,  but  the  poor  and 
other  taxes,  and  why  in  a  ooonty  a  te* 
nant-at-will  of  50/.  a-»year  should  not  be 
sntject  to  such  a  compokion,  he  iuid  yet 
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ob)e€tioii»  to  wblch  bis  measdre  might  be 
d«6iiicd  advisable ;  but  to  him  it  appeared 
anythtQg  but  an  vareeaonabSe  proposition. 

The  Ckatu^Uar  ofih9  Exchequer  would 
tftspaas  on  the  House  (or  only  a  few  mo- 
ments. He  had  due  respect  for  the  motives 
and  opittioM  of  the  hoo.  Qentleman,  but 
when  that  hooT  Gentleman  said,  that  the 
clause  in  the  Reform  Act  which  he  desired 
to  repeal,  was  uoconstitutional  in  principle, 
and  vexatious  in  practice,  he  (the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer)  must  deny  the 
fiset.  The  principle  on  which  the  clause 
was  founded  was  one  of  the  earliest  and 
best«established  principles  of  the  constitu- 
tion,  namely,  that  no  men  should  enjoy 
his  civil  rights  who  did  not  discbarge 
his  civil  obiigatioos.  With  respect  to  the 
practice,  if  there  were  anything  partial  or 
veiatiooB  in  the  manner  in  which  the  col« 
lectors  performed  their  doty,  that  ought  to 
be  made  the  subject  of  inaoiry.  The  col* 
lectors  were  not  appoiotea  by  the  Crown ; 
and,  therefore,  the  Ministers  of  the 
Crown  were  not  responsible  for  the  con- 
duct of  the  collectors.  They  were  ap- 
pointed by  authorities  wholly  independent 
of  the  Crown.  When  the  boo.  Gentleman 
admitted  that  a  great  number  of  the  bo« 
rough  voters  were  disqualified  in  conse- 
quence of  their  own  want  of  punctuality, 
bow  could  he  proceed  to  make  the  care*- 
leasoess  of  such  persons  a  ground  for  pro- 
posing an  alteration  in  the  Reform  Act  ? 
The  Reform  Act  stated,  that  no  household* 
er  should  be  admitted  to  register  who 
had  not  paid  his  rates  and  taxes.  Accord- 
ing lo  the  hon.  Gentleman,  a  gpreat  num* 
her  of  the  householders  neglected  to  pay 
their  rates  and  taxes.  Now,  surely,  the 
neglect  of  those  to  whom  a  law  applied 
was  a  strange  reason  for  proposing  a  change 
in  an  Act  of  Parliament,  and  that  Act  the 
Reform  Act.  He  did  not  think  that  the 
argunsents  of  the  hon.  Gentkman  were 
sufficient  to  warrant  the  House  in  con- 
senting to  the  motion.  The  hop.  Gentle- 
man was  perfectly  justified  in  introducing 
his  Bill  to  tbe  attention  of  the  House,  bat 
it  by  no  meana  followed  that  the  House 
should  agree  to  receive  it. 

Mr.  Wakkf  observed,  that  this  was  a 
great  and  important  question,  which  he 
and  many  others  were  exceeding  anxious 
should  be  carried  in  the  affirmative*  The 
principle  of  the  Reform  Act  was  this,  that 
persons  occupying  houses  of  ten  pounds 
a«year  shonld  be  entitled  to  vote  at  the 
9leeii«n  ^  Mesnbeta  of  PinliasieAt*  Wese 


they  actually  so  entitled?  No.  If  the 
House,  therefore,  denied  the  hon.  Mem« 
ber  leave  to  bring  in  his  Bill,  they  would 
trench  upon  the  principle  of  (he  Reform 
Act.  For  the  Reform  Act  said,  that  house* 
holders  of  ten  ponnds  in  a  borough; 
should  be  entitled  to  vote  at  elections  of 
Members  of  Parliament,  Now,  they  were* 
not  so  entitled;  and  thus  the  Reform  Act^ 
instead  of  being  an  enfranchisiilg,  was  con- 
verted into  a  disfranchising  measure.  It 
was  disgraceful  to  legislate  in  this  manner. 
The  right  hon*  Gentleman  had  forgotten 
to  answer  the  inquiry  of  the  hon.  Gentle* 
man  why  there  should  be  a  distmotion  be** 
tween  county  and  borough  electors  in  this 
point ;  why  the  former  should  be  allowed 
to  register  without  having  paid  any  rates 
and  taxes  at  all,  and  the  latter  should  be 
prevented  from  registering  until  they  had 
paid  the  whole  of  their  rates  and  taxes  ? 
He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
see  the  propriety  of  withdrawing  his  oppo« 
sition  to  the  introduction  of  the  Bill. 

Lord  Wonley  would  vote  for  the  intro- 
duction of  the  Bill ;  but  begged  not  to  be 
understood  as  pledging  himself  to  its  sup* 
port. 

Lord  Dudley  Stewart  could  not  say,  that 
he  had  made  up  his  mind  on  the  subject ; 
but  he  should  like  to  see  the  Bill  brought 
in.  He  should  certainly  support  the  mo* 
tion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  fqr  the  reason 
which  he  had  given. 

Mr.  Peaee  expressed  his  convlotbo  that 
this  Bill,  if  introduced,  would  never  be 
carried  into  a  law.  Until  the  vote  by 
Ballot  should  be  obtained,  he,  for  one, 
would  never  consent  to  takeaway  from  the 
voters  of  this  country  the  power  to  dis* 
franchise  themselves  without  giving 
offence.  He  repeated,  he  did  not  l^Iieve 
this  measure  would  ever  become  the  law 
of  the  land.  As  to  the  comparison  which 
bad  been  made  in  respect  to  county  and 
borough  voters,  he  could  see  no  analogy 
between  the  two  cases. 
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Lowther,  J.  H. 
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Palmer,  G. 
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Parker,  J. 
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Polhill,  F. 
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Rickford,  W. 
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Scott,  Sir  £.  D. 
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HOUSE  OF  LORDS, 
Friday,  March  10, 1837. 

]llfinAvs»l  kPititioiit  tucNDted.  By  Lofds  Bbclct, 
SLwDMMMJJt,  WoDSBOUBi,  the  Earb  of  SaAwtmBmjtLY, 
Vbbulam,  HADBiicGToir,  ViBoount  Stranoiord,  the 
AicbUihop  of  CAHTBBBimT,  and  the  Bi«hop  of  Ezktcii, 
ftm  vaikntt  plagr>,>griMt  the  AholltioB  of  Cbtsch-cBtei. 
*— By  X^oidB  Bbouoham  and  Hollawb*  ftom  Edinbaigh, 
snd  vazioui  other  plaon,  for  the  Abolition  of  Churdi-rBtef. 
M-Sy  the  Aithbiifaqp  of  CAjmBSUMY*  ftom  Aimagh,  ftr 
m  Inquiry  into  the  irorldng  of  the  pnaent  ayitan  of  Sdu- 
caftion  (beaand)^— By  Earl  Fitiwzluam,  fiom  St  Mark, 
fit  Andrew^  St  Peter,  and  St  Anne,  Dublini  for  Munici- 
pal Oorpontianf  (Und)  BiU. 

Church-bates.]  Lord  AshboTton 
presented  Petitions  from  Cro^on,  Ealiog, 
and  several  other  places^  against  the  abo- 
lition of  Church-rates. 

Lord  Bnntghttm  wished  to  know  from 
the  noble  Lord,  whether  he  was  not  aware 
that  the  great  balk  of  the  petitions  which 
he  had  presented,  proceeded  upon  the 
notion  that  there  was  to  be  some  plan  for 
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ther  ?  The  language  of  many  of  theon  he 
knew  was  to  that  effect.  He  himself 
deprecated  any  system  that  would  prevent 
the  Churches  being  kept  in  proper  r^Mur, 
and  none  of  the  petitions  which  he  had 
presentedi  of  so  many  hundxedsi  had  the 
least  idea  that  the  Legislature  meant  to 
bring  forward  or  sanction  a  measure  that 
would  have  this  effect,  nor  would  tbey^ 
for  a  moment,  countenance  such  a  thing. 
Lord  Ashburton  said,  that  the  petition- 
ers, in  this  case,  certainly  had  presented 
their  petitions  without  knowing  the  precise 
object  of  the  Bill  which  bad  been  brought 
into  the  other  House.  Nor  did  he  think 
it  at. all  likely  that  they  understood  .the 
plan  of  his  Majesty's  Government;  he 
must  consider  them  great  conjurors  if  they 
did  understand  it-— he,  for  one,  did  not. 
The  petitioners,  however,  were  moved,  by 
this  consideration,  that  they  saw  a  large 
body  of  persons  in  different  parts  of  the 
country  with  feelings  avowedly  hostile  to 
the  Established  Church,  and  they  cer- 
tainly did  present  their  petitions  under  an 
apprehension  that  it  was  wished  to  do 
something  to  the  injury  of  that  institution, 
and  that  a  system  of  spoliation  of  •  the 
Church  property  was  to  be  adopted. 

Lord  Brougham  said,  the  statement  of 
his  noble  Friend  only  showed  that  though 
the  petitioner^  if  they  had  been  called  on 
to  express  an  opinion  on  the  one  question 
now  before  their  Lordships,  might  have 
given  the  opinion  which  his  noble  Friend 
supposed  they  would,  yet,  in  point  of  fact, 
th^  had  given  their  opinion  on  a  perfectly 
di&rent  question.  His  belief  was,  that 
if  they  had  been  asked,  "  Have  yoii  any 
objection  to  a  measure  for  the  abolition  of 
Church-rates,  which  does  not*contemplate 
allowing  the  Churches  to  go  into  disre- 
pair?" their  answer  would  have  been,  that 
they  had  no  objection  to  such  a  measure, 
but,  on  the  contrary,  would  be  willing  to 
support  the  numerous  petitioners  who  had 
come  forward  in  support  of  the  present 
plan. 

•  Lord  Holland  must  really  say,  that  he 
had  presented  a  large  numfaier.of  petitions 
to  the  House  against  Church-rates,  but 
not  one  of  those  by  whom  they  had  been 
signed  had  avowed  any  hostility  to  the 
Church ;  so  far  from  it,  many  of  them 
prayed  that  a  better  provision  might  be 
made  for  the  repair  of  Churches ;  and  he 
was  persuaded  when  the  Bill  for  this  pur- 
pose was  considered  by  the  country  and 
the  House,  it  would  be  found  to  be  a 
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measure  which  would  give  relief  not  to 
DiMeatera  OQly»  but  to  all .  parishioners^ 
and  to  the  Church  itself  from  its  present 
precarious  dependence. 
.  The  Bishop  of  Exeter  had  presented 
100  petitions  to  their  Lordships  House, 
and  he  could  state,  that  the  purport  of  the 
whole  of  them  was  to  implore  their  Lord- 
ships to  refuse  their  consent  to  the  aboli- 
tion of  Church-rates.  The  people  were  in 
a  state  of  the  greatest  alarm  on  account 
of  the  proposed  remoyal  of  that  charge, 
which  was  more  ancient  than  the  right  to 
any  species  of  property  in  the  country.  He 
held  in  his  hand  a  petition  in  favour  of 
Church-rates,  which  he  begged  should  be 
read  at  lengUi — it  was  from  the  inhabitants 
of  Clifton  Morrisson,  in  Devonshire* 
•  The  Clerk  having  read  the  petition, 

The  Earl  of  Radnor  said,  he  had  a  sus- 
picion .that  the  petition  which  had  been 
just  read,  had  not  been  composed  by  any 
one  of  the  individuals  who  had  put  their 
names  to  it.  He  had  yesterday  a  printed 
form  in  his  hand  of  a  petition  which  he 
underatood  was  sent  from  London  by  the 
archdeacon  of  the  diocese,  with  an  earnest 
request  that  names  might  be  subscribed  to 
it.  He  had  not  the  form  to  which  he  had 
alluded  now,  but,  from  his  recollection  of 
it,  he  could  say,  tiiat  the  petition  just  read 
was  woid  for  word  the  same  as  that  form. 
'  Lord  Whamcliffe  asked  the  noble  £arl 
if  he  had  never  known  any  previous  in- 
stance of  petitions  having  been  got  up  in 
the  way  he  had  just  described. 

The,  Earl  oi  Radnor  said,  he  had  never 
been  himself,  nor  had  he  ever  known  any 
other  person,  engaged  in  such  a  transac- 
tion. 

The  Bishop  of  Exeter  said,  that  whether 
the  petition  was  a  copy  of  a  printed  form 
was  entirely  out  of  his  knowledge.  He 
had,  •  however,  the  strongest  assurances 
that  the  feeling  of  the  district  from  which 
the  petition  came  was  almost  unexampled 
in  favour  of  the  ancient  rights  which  they 
possessed.  Supposing  ^e  facts  which 
the<noble  Earl  had  furnished,  rather  than 
a&med,  to  be  as  he  stated,  what  did  it 
amount  to  ?«»why,  that  such  was  the  con- 
fidence and  feeling  of  the  people  on  this 
great  question,  that  they  were  invited  to 
look  to  a  form  of  a  petition,  and  see  whe- 
ther it  did  not  embody  their  views  and 
the  espcession  of  their  feelings.  He  could 
hardly.conceive  anything  more  fair  than 

Etting  before  parties  petitions  of  that 
Kl  and*  leafing  them  to  decide  for  them^ 


selves.  He  had  been  informed,  and- he 
did  not  complain  of  it,  that  thousands  of 
blank  forms  of  petitions  were  sent  fiom 
London  by  one  of  the  Post-office  receiving 
houses  in  a  single  night.  With  regard  to 
the  present  petition,  it  appeared  that  the 
people — whether  in  a  printed  form  of 
petition  or  not,  he  would  not  take  on  him- 
self to  say — came  before  their  Lordahip& 
and  asked  them  not  to  sacrifice  their 
dearest  interests. 

Lord  Holland  agreed  that  it  could  not 
be  considered  a  ground  of  objection  to,  or 
of  complaint  against,  a  petition,  that  it 
was  signed  by  persons  none  of  whom  had 
written  it,  though  such  a  circumstance 
might  form  a  fair  subject  for  consideration 
when  the  petition  was  presented  to  their 
Lordships  ;  but  he  would  sav,  with  great 
respect  and  deference  to  the  right  rev. 
Prelate,  that  he  did  not  think  the  author- 
ship of  this  petition  was  much  worth  con- 
tention; because,  if  he  was  not  greatly 
mistaken,  the  petition  contained  as  much 
unsound  law  and  perverted  history  of 
facts,  as  it  was  possible  to  put  into  any 
piece  of  paper  of  equal  dimensions.  The 
right  rev.  Prelate  had  talked  of  the  ancient 
impost  on  the  people  of  this  country  to 
pay  Church-rates.  When  the  proper  time 
came  for  the  discussion  of  this  matter,  it 
would  be  for  the  right  rev.  Prelate  to  make 
out  how  the  original  intention  of  the 
donors  or  the  founders  of  Churches  was 
perverted,  and  both  the  support  of  the 
Church  and  the  support  of  paupers  were 
taken  from  the  shoulders  of  the  clergy, 
and  put. upon  the  people  of  the  country. 
It  might  have  been  right  so  to  do ;  bat 
the  right  rev.  Prelate  would  find  it  difficult 
to  prove  what  was  asserted  in  that  petition, 
because  the  intention  of  the  donors  was 
directly  the  reverse.  In  conclusion,  he 
must  say,  it  was  irregular,  inc  nvenient, 
and  impertinent,  to  discuss  the  merits  of 
a  question  which  was  not  fairly  before  the 
House,  and  which  the  public  and  the 
House  could  be  led  only  to  misunder- 
stand by  having  it  submitted  to  them 
piecemeal. 

The  Earl  of  Falmouth  said,  that  to  pre- 
sent a  printed  petition  for  the  purpose  for 
which  the  right  rev.  Prelate  had  so  well 
explained,  was  not  onlv  a  perfectly  legiti- 
mate mode  of  proceeding,  but  one  most 
conformable  to  the  practice  of  the  present 
times.  But  to  accompany  it  with  an 
earnest  entreaty  to  sign  it  was  another 

thiug;  and  he  begged,  thereforei  to  ask 
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the  DoUe  Earl»  if  he  himaelf  knew  whether 
the  archdeacon  accotn^Died  the  printed 
form  of  petkion  lo  individuals  wiih  an 
earnest  eiilreaiy  that  they  would  sign  it  ? 

The  Earl  of  Radnor  really  did  not 
know. 

The  Bishop  of  Exeter :  Not  one  of  my 
petitions  was  printed. 

The  Earl  of  Radnor  did  not  mean  to 
say  the  petitions  were  printed;  but  his 
informant  had  told  him  there  was  a  printed 
form  of  a  petition  sent  rounds  and  the 
petitioners  were  requested  to  sign  it* 

Petition  laid  on  the  table. 

Rkobivkno  paiNTED  Petitiohb.] 
Lord  JVhamcliffe  said,  he  had  a  petition 
to  present  against  Church-rates. 

Lord  Holland :  Is  it  printed? 

Lord  Wharncliffe ;  Yes. 

Lord  Holland  understood  it  was  contrary 
to  the  order  of  the  House  to  receive 
printed  petitions.  He  had  frequently 
had  petitions  which  he  was  most  anxious 
to  present,  but  his  desire  to  do  so  was 
overruled  on  the  ground  that  they  were 
printed.  If  a  Committee  were  appointed, 
their  Lordships  would  find  that  it  had 
been  repeatedly  ruled  that  printed  petitions 
should  not  be  received  in  that  House. 

Lord  Wharncliffe  bad  been  informed, 
that  numbers  of  printed  petitions  had  been 
presented  to  and  received  by  their  Lord- 
ibips. 

The  Earl  of  Devon  said,  that  the  rule 
not  to  receive  such  petitions  had  existed 
up  to  three  or  four  years  ago ;  but  on  the 
occasion  of  the  abolition  of  slavery,  or 
some  other  important  question,  pnnted 

tetitions  were  received  after  the  subject 
ad  been  discussed. 
Lord  Holland  said,  he  would  beg  to 
observe,  that  unless  some  decision  was 
come  to  which  would  permit  such  petitions 
to  be  received,  he  would  take  exceptions 
to  any  that  might  come  before  their  Lord- 
abtps.  It  was  the  rule  of  that  House  not 
to  print  any  petitions  presented  to  it,  and 
it-  would  be  monstrous  if  they  did  not 
print  petitions  presented  to  them,  that 
they  should  receive  petittont  which  were 
printed.  This  question  was,  therefore,  a 
rnoie  important  question  than  at  first  sight 
it  appeared,  and  was  one  on  which  a 
decision  ahouhl  be  come  to  in  one  way  or 
the  other,  for  he  could  not  understand 
how  the  i«le  of  the  House  could  be  got 
rid  of  by  an  understanding,  or  a  mere  con- 
wmtMm  tvar  iha  taUe* 


Lord  Lyndhur$i  said,  that  there  was  no 
order  against  the  receptbn  of  printed 
petitions.  Hundreds  and  thousands  of 
them  had  been  presented  on  the  subject 
of  the  abolition  of  slavery,  and  the  under- 
standing under  which  this  occurred  was 
just  as  much  an  order  as  that  alhided  to 
by  the  noble  Baron,  as  there  was  no 
written  order  on  the  subject. 

Petition  laid  on  the  table. 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Friday,  March  10,  1837. 

MnnjTEs.]  Dilb.  Read  a  leoond  time :— Pott-oflloe  Acta 
Repeal,  Poit-oflBoe  OflbMea;  Poit-«fltoa  Maoasenent  and 
trankinc.--Read  a  flnt  times^Rirfbnn  €g  P«taMi( 
Act  Amendment. 

Fetitkna  preiented.  By  Mr.  Wilkb*  the  Lobd  Adtocats, 
Mr.  E.  J.  BtMMiMir,  Mr.  Aravev,  Mi;  Bmutal.  aolcmal 
AMaox,  Mr.  B^nraSf  Mi.  Haktiji,  Mr,  9w9WJMr,  Mr. 
Lambtoni  and  other  Hon.  MaiiBBBib  ft^  various  plaaea. 
t»  the  ^boUtloii  of  Charch-ratec^By  Mr.  Maonssll, 
ColoiMl  RvaoBBcuu,  and  ochat  Hon.  Muassa*  horn' 
various  places,  against  the  AboUtion  of  Cburch-XBtes.— By 
Sir  William  Drabazon,  Mr.  D.  Browvs,  Mr.  Stan- 
maa  Baiiby,  Ihom  various  places,  fbr  Vote  by  Ballot—By 
Mr,  Hurr,  Aom  KinertoD-upoB-HuB  and  ModdanScid. 
for  Repeal  of  Duty  on  Tobacco.— By  Mr.  Wzlkb,  the 
Lord  Advocatb,  and  Mr.  Locb,  ttom  Bradford  (Wilts),' 
Lalth,  and  Melksham,  for  Rapaalof  Duty  on  Fli»  Inaur- 
aiioea.-^y  the  Loao  Advooath,  flron  MUimavi^  agi^nat 
the  Creation  of  Fictitious  Votes  (ScoUand)  i  and  from 
Bondalk,  fbr  Small  Debts  (Scotland)  Bm.~By  Sir  Gaoiioa 
SnioxLAiro,  and  other  Hon.M»Mama,  fkoaa  Trowtaridgc, 
Bradford,  and  Idia,  Ibr  Repeal  of  Duty  on  Foveiia  Woolr 
Olive  Oil,  and  Indigo.— By  Mi^r  Cumuino  Brucs,  Uota 
Torves  and  Perth,  fbr  Reviskm  of  the  mode  of  constittttiiig 
CcnuBlttNi  on  FAnU  Bllls^«--By  LoeA  Vteount  SAnov* 
ftom  Uverpool*  onmnlainlng  oflh*  CspoKtatta  oflbreign 
made  Biscuit  in  Bona ,  therwy  deAraudhig  the  Revenue,-^ 
By  Sir  Wiu.iA«  BiuBAaoif,  and  other  Hon.  Miaasita« 
ftooa  BattyhoQlBn  and  vvioiit  other  plaosa*  for  Mimiilpnl 
Corpoaations  (Irebnd)  BUI.— By  Sir  WitUAn  Baaaasoh* 
and  other  Hon.  Mkmbbrs,  fhmi  HIQeagb,  and  varioui 
oOmt  pbMsa,  fbithfl  AboltttaiorTMMa  (Isaland). 

Chubcb  Rates.]  Mr.  Harvey  seeing 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Home  Secretafy^ 
wished  to  ask  a  question  in  reference 
to  the  resolution  which  had  been  placed 
on  the  table  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer,  and  which  stands  for  further  con* 
sideration  next  Monday.  That  resolution 
affirmed  two  propositions:  Firsti  tliat 
Chnrch^rates  ought  forthwith  to  eeaae, 
and  be  abolished  by  law ;  the  second  was 
the  mode  of  provtdtng  for  the  deficieooy 
occasioned  by  the  affirmance  of  the  first. 
He  desired  to  know  whether  the  GoTem* 
ment  would  consent  to  divide  the  resoln* 
tbn.  To  the  first  he  couM  gire  his  hearty 
assent ;  to  the  second,  as  therein  proposed 
he  entertained  serious  doubts. 

Lord  John  Rustell  could  at  once  answer 
the  questu>n  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  that 
he  should  object  to  this  division  of  the  ie« 
sohitioii.    It  might  be  coofomablo  to  die 
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Yi«w»  of  ioiae  hon*  Membeit  to  carry 
the  plan  for  abolUbiog  Church-rates,  with- 
out providing  any  measure  for  the  support 
of  the  edifices  i  but  to  that  course  he  was 
by  no  nisans  disposed  to  agree,  and,  there* 
fort  be  could  not  consent  to  the  bon, 
Oentleman's  propositions. 

RoTAL Marxvss.]  liOrd  George  Xe»« 
nox  brought  forward  the  motion  of  which 
be  had  given  notice,  for  the  appointment 
of  a  Select  CommiUee  to  inquire  into  the 
promotion  of  the  officers  of  the  Royal 
Marines*  with  a  view  of  giving  those 
officers  more  rapid  promotion,  and  thereby 
rendering  them  more  effective.  He  wished, 
be  said,  to  observe  to.the  House  that  there 
were  but  three  corps  in  bis  Msjesty'i  ser- 
vice in  which  promotion  did  not  proceed 
by  purobase-^tbesQ  were  the  artillery,  the 
engineers,  and  the  marines ;  and  it  was 
surpriBing,  comparing  the  promotion  in 
the  last  with  the  two  former,  how  slow  it 
proceeded  with  the  Marines,  and  how 
justly  tbe  officers  in  that  service  might 
complain  of  the  mode  in  which  they  were 
treated.  Tbe  officers  of  the  Marines  could 
not  look  forward  to  the  command  of  a 
regiment.  The  most  sanguine  amongst 
them  might  hope  for  tbe  command  of  a 
divislooi  but  even  so,  it  would  take  him 
forty-four  years  to  attain  it ;  and  under 
tbe  present  system  no  man  could  expect 
to  attain  it  until  he  was  at  least  seventy 
years  of  age.  Officers  scarcely  ever  could 
attain  to  any  such  command  until  they  be- 
came non-effective.  In  the  other  grades 
they  found  the  lieutenant-colonel  com- 
mandant seventy-seven  years  of  age.  The 
period  of  service  of  one  senior  colonel  was 
fifty-five  years,  of  another  fifty-nine,  and 
of  many  fifty-eight  years.  A  colonel«com- 
mandant  bad,  from  his  advanced  age,  re- 
peatedly stated,  that  it  was  impossible  for 
him  to  discharge  the  duties  of  his  situation 
with  satisfaction  to  himself  or  advantage 
tootbers;  yet  this  officer  was  oompelled 
to  continue  in  command.  There  were 
four  second  colonel-oommandants  who 
bad  all  been  forty-four  years  in  the  service : 
there  were  other  lieutenant-colonels  and 
m^ors  who  were  from  forty  to  forty-four 

{ears  in  the  service.  Tbe  senior  captains 
ad  been  forty  years  in  the  service ;  the 
junior  captains  twenty-nine  yearn;  ten 
senior  lieutenants  twenty-nine  years  in  the 
service,  and  fifteen  junior  lieutenants 
twonty*eight  years  in  ^e  service.  From 
^^uq^riaoo  belvteii  the  promotions  io 


the  Marine  and  in  the  artillery,  it  appeared 
that  the  officer  who  was  now  but  a  lieu- 
tenant and  captain  in  the  Marines,  would 
be  a  Ueutenant^colonel  ip  the  engineers*; 
and  that  a  person  who  was  a  senior  cap- 
tain in  tbe  Itfarines,  would  be  in  the  en- 
gineers a  mfgor-general.  There  was  an 
officer  in  the  artillery  who  bad  entered 
the  service  at  the  same  time  as  Lieutenant 
Mastock  went  into  the  Marines;  that 
officer  was  a  brevet-major  for  ten  yearsy 
and  Lieutenant  Mastock  was  for  twenty- 
eight  years  a  lieutenant  in  the  Marines^ 
In  the  engagement  between  the  Shannon 
and  the  Chesapeake,  an  officer  of  the  Ma- 
rines boarded  the  enemy's  vessel ;  honorable 
mention  was  made  of  bis  name  io  tbe  dis* 
patch  of  Captain  Broke ;  that  officert  how* 
ever,  was  still  a  lieutenant.  AH  he  asked, 
of  the  Government  was  a  Committee,  in 
order  that  an  inquiry  might  be  made  into 
this  subject.  He  bad  no  doubt  that  the* 
result  of  tbe  inquiry  would  be  to  render 
that  justice  to  officers  which  their  gallantry 
and  long  services  entitled  them  to* 

Captain  Boldero  seconded  the  motion 
of  the  noble  Lord.  He  read  to  the  House 
the  eulogium  pronounced  by  his  Majesty 
(when  Duke  of  Clarence)  on  tbe  eminent 
services  rendered  to  the  country  by  the 
Marines*  This  eulogium  was  pronounced 
on  the  occasion  of  presenting  them  with  a 
stand  of  colours.  To  show  with  what  in- 
justice the  Marines  were  treated,  he  ob- 
served, that  of  all  the  officers  of  MarineSi 
employed  in  tbe  great  battle  of  Trafalgar 
only  one  of  them  bad  received  promotion. 
It  was  his  opinion  that  it  ought  to  be  re- 
commended to  the  Admiralty  to  afford 
some  outlet  for  the  old  officers  of  Marines, 
many  of  whom  were  unfit  for  duty.  In 
the  conflict  between  the  Shannon  and  tbe 
Chesapeake,  the  officers  of  Marines  who  bad 
boarded  the  American  vessel*  and  of  whom 
bon.  mention  had  been  made  in  th^ 
dtspatobi  received  no  promotion.  Such 
a  circumstance  would  not  have  occurred  in 
the  navy,  officers  so  distinguished  would 
be  immediately  promoted*  as  officers  in  the 
navy  had  been  j^romoted,  who  took  part  in 
the  trifling  affair  the  other  day  at  nilbao. 
Even  latterly  the  officers  of  engineers  were 
promoted,  while  a  mqor  of  Marines, 
having  six  hundred  men  under  himt  was 
neglected.  He  trusted  that,  as  the  Ma- 
rines were  always  plaoed  in  tbe  van  in  tbe 
time  of  war>  thev  were  not  always  to  be 
left  in  tbe  rear  when  promotion  was  to  take 
flace.    For  lys  own  pvt|  bo  could  not  sea 
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any  good  reason  why  the  Marines  should 
not  be  placed  on  the  same  footing  with  the 
other  regiments  in  his  Majesty's  service. 
He  did  not  lay  the  fault  of  the  system 
upon  his  Majesty's  present  Government, 
but  at  least  they  ought  to  consent  to  the 
Committee  that  was  now  called  for. 

Sir  Edward  Codrth^/on  sincerely  hoped 
the  Government  would  not  oppose  the 
present  motion«^inquiry  was  at  least  due 
to  that  body.  He  having  witnessed  their 
efficiency  in  action  upon  more  than  one 
occasion,  would  say  that  they  had  done 
their  duty  nobly.  With  respect  to 
the  statement  made  by  the  hon*  Member 
who  had  last  spoken  of  colonelcies 
having  been  given  away,  he  would 
state  8,000^.  had  been  added  to  the  esti- 
mates for  that  purpose,  and  the  commis- 
sions given  to  meritorious  naval  officers. 
The  great  misfortune  of  the  present  system 
of  promotion  in  the  Marine  corps  was,  that 
no  matter  how  a  man  might  distinguish 
himself  he  could  not  .be  rewarded  in  the 
way  he  merited.  It  was  not  quite  fair  to 
refer  to  mdividual  cases,  but  he  would 
state  that  he  knew  one  captain  who  was  an 
exception.  No  man  had  more  distin- 
guished himself  at  the  battle  of  Trafalgar, 
and  Admiral  Collingwood  had  declared  he 
considered  him  more  than  equal  to  the  best 
lieutenant  in  his  ship.  That  officer  had 
never  received  the  smallest  reward  until 
lately,  when  his  Majesty  had  conferred 
upon  him  the  Order  of  the  Guelph.  He 
sincerely  hoped  that  the  present  motion, 
to  which  he  gave  his  cordial  assent,  would 
be  acceded  to. 

Mr.  Charles  Wood  said,  though  he 
could  not  agree  to  the  appointment  of  the 
Committee,  yet  he  entirely  concurred  in  the 
greater  part  of  what  had  fallen  from  the 
hon.  Gentleman.  He  was  most  happy  to 
add  his  approbation  to  that  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  of  the  conduct  of  the  Marine 
corps  in  all  parts  of  the  world.  All  that 
had  been  said  did  not  at  all  exceed  their 
merits;  by  land  and 'by  sea  they  had 
proved  themselves  worthy  of  all  that  could 
be  said  of  them.  Admittmg  the  statements 
of  the  hon;  Gentlemen  with  respect 
to  the  extreme  age  of  the  officers,  and  the 
slowness  of  promotion  in  that  corps,  yet  it 
was  to  be  remembered  that  the  proniotion 
there  was  carried  on  entirely  by  seniority, 
which  was  a  plan  that  had  been  often 
urged  upon  the  Ministry  in  that  House. 
It  was  not  true  that  the  Admiralty  had 
done  nothing  on  the  (ulject ;  it  bad  en« 


gaged  much  of  their  attention,  and  altera- 
tions  had  been  made  by  them.  The  noble 
Lord  (Lord  George  Lennox)  had  asked  for 
a  Committee  which  he  was  obliged  to 
refuse.  He  could  see  no  good  which 
could  be  derived  from  it,  because  the  facts 
were  admitted  on  all  sides.  The  noble 
Lord  said,  **  Give  me  a  Committee ;"  but 
he  said,  **  Give  me  money."  Money 
was  all  that  was  wanted  in  order  to  allow 
the  aged  officers  to  retire.  The  Order  in 
Council  of  1824  was  still  in  force,  and  un- 
less it  were  changed  the  retirement  of  the 
present  aged  officers  would  increase  the 
retiring  sllowances  by  a  quarter  of  a 
million.  The  gallant  Captain  had  depre- 
cated any  comparison  between  the  Marines 
and  any  other  corps.  He  mentioned  it 
not  for  the  purpose  of  diminishing  the  re- 
spect for  the  Marines ;  but  the  fact  was, 
the  retirement  of  invalid  officers  from  the 
Marines  was  as  one  in  three,  while  those 
from  the  artillery  was  as  one  in  four  (we 
believe).  The  question  had  occupied  as 
much  of  the  attention  of  the  present  board 
of  Admiralty  as  of  any  former  one.  The 
subject  was' now  under  the  consideration 
of  the  board,  who  were  attempting  to  find 
out  some  plan  of  allowing  them  to  retire 
without  increasing  the  public  burdens; 
and  in  his  opinion  the  whole  subject 
might  be  safely  left  to  the  board  of  Ad- 
miralty, who  had  great  anxiety  to  affiird 
relief  if  possible.  With  respect  to  Major 
Owen,  he  would  only  state,  that  he  be- 
lieved it  was  the  intention  to  include  his 
name  in  the  late  brevet,  but  through  some 
informality  it  was  omitted.  He  thought 
a  Committee  could  not  elicit  more  than  the 
country  was  already  in  possession  of. 

Lord  Hotkam  most  willingly  bore 
testimony  to  the  eminent  services  of  the 
Marines  ;  but  still  he  thought  it  better  to 
leave  the  matter  in  the  hands  of  Govern- 
ment. 

Captain  Berkeley  said,  that  when  he 
came  to  the  House,  it  was  his  intention  to 
vote  for  the  motion  of  his  noble  Friend  ; 
but,  after  the  statement  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Admiralty — after  hearing  from  that 
hon.  Gentleman  that  the  just  claims  of 
the  Marines  were  under  the  consideration 
of  the  Admiralty,  he  hoped  that  his  noble 
Friend  would  leave  the  subject  in  the 
hands  of  his  Majesty's  Government.  He 
was  convinced  that  full  justice  would  be 
done  to  the  Marine  corps.  Before  he  left 
the  Board  of  Admiralty,  the  noble  Lord 
who  was  then  «t  the  bead  of  the  Ada)ixalty 
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(Lord  Auckland)  wished  tbat  the  case  of 
the  Marines  should  be  taken  into  con* 
sideradon.  He  hoped  that  his  noble  Friend 
would  not  press  this  matter  to  a  divi. 
Sir  Henry  Hardinge  thought  it 
necessary  for  him  to  say  a  few  words  on 
this  subject.  He  had  no  wish  to  trespass 
on  the  time  of  the  House,  as  he  considered 
the  answer  that  had  been  given  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Admiralty  perfectly 
satisfactory.  He  considered  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Wood)  to  have  stated 
that  the  services  of  the  Marines  would  be 
taken  into  consideration,  and,  therefore, 
be  conceived  that  everything  essential  and 
substantial  was  acquired  by  the  answer 
given  by  the  hon.  Gentleman.  He  must 
however,  say,  that  one  most  essential  part 
had  been  omitted  in  the  argument  on  the 
matter,  namely,  the  impropriety  of 
appointing  a  Committee  of  that  House, 
by  which  promotions  in  the  army  should 
be  taken  into  consideration. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
that  in  the  answer  given  by  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Wood),  the  reason  suggested  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  among8tothers,presented 
itself  to  his  mind.  He.  objected  with  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  to  the  introduction  of 
the  question  of  promotion  in  the  army 
before  a  Committee  of  the  House. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  he  on  the  other 
hand  felt  imperatively  called  upon  to 
contradict  the  assertion  of  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Officer.  He  hoped  that  the 
day  would  never  come  when  any  appli* 
cation  to  the  House  of  Commons  respecting 
the  promotion  of  officers  should  be  re-- 
fused  on  the  ground  of  privilege.  The 
fact  of  the  motion  being  made  in  Com- 
mittee was  the  same  thing.  He  (Mr.  Hume) 
thought  it  was  the  duty  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  when  injustice  had  been  done 
to  any  branch  of  the  service,  to  interfere. 
If  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown  was 
improperly  exercised,  it  was  the  duty  of 
that  House  to  take  up  the  question.  He 
cordially  supported  the  motion  of  the 
noble  Lord,  and  if  he  went  out  alone, 
he  (Mr.  Hume)  would  accompany  him.  Was 
promotion  to  take  place  with  great  rapidity 
in  other  corps  because  they  were  officered 
by  branches  of  the  aristocracy,  while  the 
Marines  were  passed  by  ?  Was  it  to  be 
supposed  that  human  nature  could  bear 
that  ?  In  1827,  he  brought  the  case  of  the 
Marines  before  the  House,  and  showed 
tlie  injustice   that   had   been   practised 


towards  them,  but  without  the  least 
effect,  for  nothing  had  been  done.  If 
the  House  of  Commons  allowed  this  to  go 
on  they  were  depriving  themselves  of  the 
controlling  power  which  they  possessed. 
In  his  opinion  a  Committee  ought  to  be 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  subject.  No 
servicedeserved  better  or  was  less  rewarded, 
and  the  course  pursued  towards  them  was 
the  height  of  injustice.  In  the  six  years 
ending  in  July  1820,  the  House  would 
scarcely  believe  that  the  promotion  had 
been  in  the  ranks  of  captains  and  first 
and  second  lieutenants,  as  followed  —  In 
the  engineers,  the  promotions  were  fifty- 
six,  in  the  artillery,  125,  in  the  navy,  304, 
whilst  in  the  Marines  there  was  but  one 
promotion.  Would  the  House  of  Com- 
mons tolerate  the  continuance  of  such 
injustice  ?  It  became  that  House  to 
ascertain  whether  full  justice  was  done  or 
not,  and  if  the  Returns  proved  that  justice 
was  not  done,  then  a  Committee  should 
be  appointed.  The  hon.  Secretary  of  the 
Admiralty  said,  that  money  was  wanting. 
He  would  venture  to  say,  Uiat  if  a  case  of 
justice  was  made  out,  that  House  would 
never  refuse  money,  though  it  was 
careful  as  regarded  those  who  were  mere 
pensioners  on  the  public.  Those  who 
never  did  any  public  service  were  the  class 
of  men  whom  the  House  of  Commons 
ought  to  refuse  to  support ;  not  those  who 
served  the  country  well  and  faithfully. 

Admiral  Adam  thought  that  that  House 
ought  to  furnish  adequate  means  to  the 
Crown  to  provide  for  the  retirement  of  the 
full  number  of  this  distinguished  corps. 
He  agreed,  however,  with  the  right  hon, 
Baronet  (Sir  H.  Hardinge)  that  this  was 
not  a  matter  which  could  |>roperly  come 
before  a  Committee. 

Colonel  Thompson  was  anxious  to  know 
why  the  Marine  forces,  when  they  distin- 
guished themselves  in  action,  should  not 
be  rewarded^  by  means  of  the  brevet,  as 
well  as  other  officers  in  the  King's  service  ? 
He  thought  that  the  most  legitimate  em- 
ployment of  the  brevet  was  in  bestowing 
rank  on  officers  under  such  circumstances. 
He  would  certainly  support  the  motion. 

Mr.  O,  F.  Young  thought  that  the  noble 
Lord  (Lennox)  might  be  satisfied  with  the 
answer  given  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Admiralty.  If  the  noble  Lord  pressed 
this  matter  to  a  division,  he  would  place 
many  Members  in  a  false  position;  and 
many  of  those  who  would  vote  against 
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the  motion  on  eomfitutfoiial  groHnds,  were 
M  zealotts  as  the  noble  Lord  to  do  full 
Justice  to  the  Marine  forces. 

Mr.  C.  Wood  begged  to  say,  that  it  was 
impossible  for  him  to  answer  for  the  Board 
of  Admiralty  as  to  what  they  would  do. 
He  thought,  however,  when  he  told  the 
House,  that  the  subject  was  already  under 
consideration  of  the  Board  of  Admiralty, 
with  the  view  of  doing  justice,  that  this 
would  be  sufficient.  He  would  only  add, 
that  he  was  sure  that  the  Board  of  Ad* 
miralty  would  take  the  earliest  means  in 
their  power  to  apply  to  his  Majesty  for  an 
Order  in  Council  to  make  such  regulations 
as  should  be  necessary. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

The  House  in  Committee  of  Supply. 

Navt  Estimates.]  Mr.  C  Wood 
said,  that  when  he  moved  these  estimates 
last  year,  he  abstained  fVom  going  into 
any  detailed  statements  on  the  subject, 
and  he  should  pursue  a  similar  course, 
considering  that  he  shonld  best  consult 
the  conf  enience  of  the  House,  by  making 
his  remarks  as  brief  as  ponible.  He  shonld 
confine  himself  simply  to  the  difference 
which  would  be  found  in  the  various  votes 
of  this  and  last  year.  With  regard  to  the 
first  item,  '*  wages  to  seamen  and  ma« 
rines,"  there  was  a  difference  of  about 
12,000/.  between  the  amounts  of  the  esti- 
mates for  the  two  years,  the  sum  required 
to  be  voted  for  the  service  of  the  present 
year  being  1,051,916/.,  and  the  vote  for 
the  previous  year  having  amounted  to 
1 .063, 1 60/.  This  difference  arose  in  con- 
sequence of  there  having  been  a  greater 
number  of  marines  afloat  in  one  year  than 
in  the  other.  A  considerable  difference  in 
the  outlay  of  the  two  financial  years  existed 
under  the  head  of  "  Ofi)cefor  the  Registry 
of  Merchant  Seamen.*'  This  arose  from 
the  Navy  Pay-office  having  been  abolished 
as  a  separate  establishment ;  and  the  ex* 
ceeding  labour  of  carrying  on  this  registry 
-nnder  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, made  it  necessary  for  him  to  pro- 
pose an  immediate  increase  in  the  number 
of  clerks,  which  would  involve  a  propor- 
tionate increase  of  about  800/.  in  the  esti- 
mate of  the  current  year.  The  business  of 
this  department  was  now  very  much  in 
arrear;  and  the  actual  number  of  merchant 
seamon  reported  as  fit  for  service  eon  Id 
net  be  made  out  for  some  months  to  come. 
Those,  however,  who  took  an  interest  in 


the  naval  affairs  of  this  kingdom,  W6lild 
be  glad  to  hear  that  a  great  increase  had 
taken  place  in  the  number  of  competent 
m^chant  seamen  registered.  In  conse* 
quence  of  a  regulation  latterly  made,  their 
number  had  been  increased  from  5,000  to 
1 5,000.  With  reference  to  the  scientific 
branch  of  the  naval  service,  that  the  esti- 
mate for  the  current  year  presented  a 
great  increase,  owing  partly  to  expenses 
incurred  for  fencing  the  ground,  and  erect- 
ing a  building  for  magnetic  observations, 
in  connexion  with  the  Observatory  at 
Greenwich,  and  under  the  superintendence 
of  the  Royal  Astronomer^  and  principally 
attributable  to  the  addition  of  nearly 
2,000/.,  which  it  was  found  necessary  to 
introduce  into  the  hydrographical  depart- 
ment, and  of  5,925/.  for  outlay  in  the 
purchase  of  paper,  and  for  printing,  in 
Order  to  enable  the  superintendent  to 
publish,  in  the  course  of  the  year,  the 
Nautical  AlmanacB  for  1839,  1840,  and 
1841.  This  almanac  was  intended  for 
the  use  of  the  marine  service  generally. 
The  publication  for  three  years  In  advance 
would  be  exceedingly  beneficial  to  persons 

g)ing  out  on  a  two  or  three  years'  voyage, 
efore  incurring  the  expense  connected 
with  the  publication  of  the  Nautical 
Almanac  for  a  few  years  in  advance^  it 
was  judged  right  to  submit  the  matter  to 
the  consideration  of  Parliament,  and  state 
the  exact  amount  which  would  be  required, 
in  addition  to  the  estimate  of  former  years. 
In  the  amount  which  was  required  for 
His  Majesty's  establishments  at  home,  the 
increase  was  very  inconsiderable.  In 
the  establishments  of  his  Majesty  abroad, 
there  was  a  decrease  of  about  2,000/.^  in 
consequence  of  the  reduction  of  the  com- 
missariat department  at  Sierra  Leone. 
By  this  reduction  the  interests  of  hu«- 
mantty  would  be  served,  in  consequence 
of  the  necessity  being  superseded  of 
maintaining  a  numerous  establishment  of 
British  subjects  in  that  dangerous  climate. 
In  the  next  item,  that  of  wages  to 
artificers  employed  in  his  Majesty's 
service  at  home,  there  was  an  increase 
of  about  50,000/.  beyond  the  amount  con- 
tained under  this  head  in  the  estimates  of 
the  past  year.  This  arose  from  the  cir* 
cumstance  of  its  being  found  necessary,  for 
a  variety  of  reasons,  to  employ  a  much 
greater  number  of  shipwrights,  rope- ma- 
kers, sail-makers  and  other  artificers  and 
labourers,  in  the  various  naval  yards  of 


«! 


Nawf  SHimatet;  {Uaacr  10}  Navff  MMmaiei* 


England,  than  bad  been  employed  for 
some  years  previous*    It  would  be  recol* 
lected  (hat  some  years  back,  in  bringing 
forward  these  estimates^  it  was  stated, 
that  owing  to  the  stores  in  the  various 
dock-yards  having  been  greatly  over-rated, 
their  contents  were  rotting  and  spoiling, 
and  that,    conaeqnentiy,  the  Admiralty 
ordered  that  the  materials  they  contained 
should  be  immediately  used  up.  This  was  a 
8ystem,however,  which,  whilst  itdiminished 
the  outlay  for  the  time  being,  must  come 
to  an  end  in  time ;  and  it  now  became 
necessary  to  provide  for   an    additional 
outlay  in  order  to  bring  the  supply  up  to 
the    probabie    consumption.       Another 
cause  of  expenditure  existed  in  the  erec- 
tion of  a  new  rope-walk   at    Chatham, 
and  to  a  slower  process  of  rope^making, 
which  had  been  introduced,  by  which, 
however,  better  rope  was  produced,  which 
in  the  end,  by  its  increased  wear,  would 
prove  an  economical  arrangement.   It  was 
thought,  that  the  Admiralty  might  perhaps 
be  justified  in  putting  up  similar  rope*es« 
tablishments  in  other  yards;  but  upon 
consideration  it  was  deemed  most  advisable 
to  postpone  so  doing  until  they  had  had 
a  year's  experience  (of  what  had  already 
been  done*    In  regard  to  timlier,  having 
already  a  very  large  stock  on  hand,  it  was 
deemed  advisable  not  to  incur  the  expense 
of  a  very  great  additional  supply,  merely 
keeping  up  the  stock  to  such  an  amount 
as  not  to  compel  them  to  go  to  market, 
when  they  required  to  do  so,  under  dis> 
advantages.     He  was  aware  that  many 
persons  objected  to  the    mode  of  con* 
tracting  for  timber  for  the  pnblu:  service* 
He  begged  to  state,  that  the  existing  con« 
tract  would  end  in  the  ensuing  autumn, 
and  that  the  practice  was  invariably  to 
put  it  up  to  competition,  and  that  any 
one  was  entitled  to  send  in  a  tender  for  it. 
The  last  cause  of  increased  expense  under 
this  vote  was  owing  to  the  practice  which 
had  been  adopted  of  employing  the  men  in 
the  dock-yards  for  five*and-a-half  days 
in  the  week  instead  of  five  days.    The 
experience  of  the  last  three  or  four  years 
had  proved    that  they   had    not  hands 
enough  to  do  all  the  business  which  came 
upon  them  in  fitting  out  ships.  There  had 
been  a  great  increase  in  the  building  of 
smaller  vessels  arid  steamers  in  the  dock- 
yards, in  consequence  of  the  transfer  of 
the  Post-ofiice  packet  department  to  the 
Admiralty.    This  bad  thrown  additional 
work  upon  the  dock-yards,  and  it  was 


thought  that  the  most  eeonomioal  mode 
of  procuring  it  to  be  done  was  by  the 
system  he  had  mentioned.  He  must  say, 
that  ever  since  he  had  belonged  to  the 
Admiralty  he  bad  seen  reasons  to  dis- 
approve of  the  practice  of  employing  the 
men  for  five  days  in  the  week  only,  the 
stoppage  of  the  works  on  the  sixth  day 
being  a  verv  great  di  advantage,  and  th€ 
men  requirmg  a  higher  rate  of  wages  to 
make  up  their  loss  for  the  time  they  were 
not  employed.  There  was  another  oirciim- 
stance  in  the  case,  also,  which  rendered  the 
new  system  decidedly  an  improvement  in 
economv;  namely,  that  whilst  the  men 
were  paid  by  the  day  the  superintendents 
were  paid  by  the  year ;  and  thus  the  increase, 
in  expense  was  only  in  the  former,  the  latter 
being  more  fully  employed  for  the  same 
money.  In  vote  No.  11,  for  new  works, 
there  was  a  slight  increase  of  expense, 
which  was  chiefly  owing  to  one  heavy  item, 
namely,  the  erection  of  a  boildtog  at 
Woolwich,  for  the  manufacture  and  repair 
of  steam»engines,  which  he  thought  it 
would  be  found  extremely  advantageous 
to  have  on  the  premises  of  the  dock^yaid. 
In  the  miscellaneous  service  the  votes  had 
been  considerably  reduced.  The  estimates 
for  the  half-pay,  notwithstanding  the  late 
brevet  promotion,  had  also  been  reduced 
3,000^ ;  and  the  naval  and  civil  pensions 
had  been  reduced  9,000/.  Hon.  Members 
would  recollect,  that  in  consequence  of  the 
increasing  extent  of  our  commerce,  and 
the  large  naval  force  kept  up  by  other 
nations,  together  with  tne  necessity  of 
keeping  up  tlie  knowledge  of  our  seamen, 
a  vote  had  been  taken  last  year  for  an 
additional  number  of  seamen.  The  same 
reasons  still  existed,  and  he  trusted  the 
House  would  pass  a  vote  for  the  same 
number  of  seamen  this  year,  for  the  pur« 
pose  of  protecting  our  commerce  and 
maintaining  the  efiiciency  of  the  fleet.  Du« 
ring  the  summer  months  the  Government 
had  considered  it  their  duty  to  make  a 
reduction  of  the  number  of  men,  for  which 
a  vote  had  been  taken  last  year,  but  it 
was  afterwards  increased.  On  the  whole, 
he  trusted  that  the  House  would  con- 
sider the  Government  had  not  abused 
the  confidence  reposed  in  them,  but 
would  agree  to  vote  the  same  number 
of  seamen  that  had  been  voted  last 
year.  The  hon.  Gentleman  in  conclu- 
sion moved,  that  a  number  not  exceed •• 
ing  17,957  seamen  be  voted  for  the>ser- 
vice  of  his  Majesty  for  the  year  1837. 
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Vncount  Mahon  rose  and  spoke  as 
follows  :*  I  now  rise  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  Committee  to  the  momentous 
subject  of  which  I  have  given  notice. 
Never,  in  my  opinion  was  there  a  period 
when  the  foreign  relations  of  this  country 
called  for  a  more  watchful  or  more  search- 
ing inquiry.  Too  long  has  this  House 
remained  indifferent  to  them — too  long 
have  they  reposed  in  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs,  a  confidence 
which  has  not  been  altogether  justified  by 
the  prudence  of  his  plans,  or  the  success 
of  his  exertions.  Even  on  the  very  first 
aspect  of  the  question,  I  would  ask,  was 
there  ever  a  position  more  lanomalous, 
more  unsatisfactory,  or  more  destitute  of 
all  reasonable  principles,  than  the  present 
position  of  this  country  with  regard  to 
Spain  ?  Do  we  even  so  much  as  know 
whether  we  are  at  peace  or  at  war  ?  That 
is  a  question  I  ventured  to  put  to  the  noble 
Lord  last  year,  and  which  has  been  also 
put  by  other  hon.  Members,  but  to  that 
question  we  never  could  obtain  any  reply. 
I  then  said,  and  I  say  now,  that  I  conceive 
it  must  be  a  very  tortuous  policy,  which 
cannot  give  a  plain  answer  to  so  plain  a 
question.  I  conceive,  that  at  no  former 
period  of  our  history  could  it  have  been  a 
matter  of  doubt  whether  we  were  at  peace 
or  at  war.  But,  Sir,  the  noble  Lord  was 
right  in  refusing  to  answer  my  question ; 
for  the  truth  is,  that  the  policy  in  which 
he  has  plunged  us  is  neither  peace  nor 
war.  It  is  peace  without  tranquillity,  it  is 
war  without  honour ! 

In  all  discussions  which  have  taken 
place  on  this  subject,  I  have  always  most 
readily  admitted  that  the  Quadruple 
Treaty*  and  the  additional  articles,  bemg 
once  concluded,  we  are  bound  most  hon- 
ourably to  fulfil  them.  Heaven  forbid 
that  any  change  of  Government  should 
make  us  unfaithful  to  any  obligations 
Bolemnlj^  contracted !  But  I  do  say,  that 
succeeding  events  show  more  and  more 
the  impolicy  of  those  additional  articles. 
Those  additional  articles  stand  upon  an 
entirely  different  ground  from  the  Quadru- 
ple Treaty.  I  admit  that  there  are  several 
strong  reasons  to  be  urged  in  the  defence 
of  the  Quadruple  Alliance.  It  was  a 
Portuguese  rather  than  a  Spanish  treaty ; 
the  object  being  to  appease  the  civil  war 

*  From  a  corrected  report. 


that  was  raging  in  Portugal,  and  not  to 
sanction  any  intervention  in  the  affairs  of 
Spain.  But  when  Lord  Grey's  Govern-* 
ment  was  dissolved,  the  noble  Lord  oppo- 
site, feeling  the  curb  removed,  went  se- 
veral steps  further,  and  in  August^  1834, 
signed  the  additional  articles,  stipulating 
an  interference  in  the  affairs  of  Spain. 
While  I  admit  that  we  are  bound  to  fulfil 
this  treaty,  and  I  have  never  wavered  on 
this  point,  I  lament  the  policy  that  con- 
ducted us  to  that  obligation.  I  ask,  why 
were  we  bound  to  interfere  thus  actively, 
and  thus  lavishly,  in  the  affairs  of  Spain  ? 
Why  could  we  not  leave  the  affairs  of  the 
Spanish  succession,  if  there  was  to  be  a 
civil  war  for  it — ^why  could  we  not  leave 
it  to  be  settled  by  that  nation  by  which 
alone  it  ought  to  be  settled — I  mean  the 
Spanish  nation  itself — and  not  force  upon 
it  the  active  interference  of  four  foreign 
Governments?  I  could  have  readily 
understoodt  if  Spain  had  been  the  powerful 
state  she  was  150  years  ago-— if  the  sun 
had-  never  ceased  to  shine  upon  her  con* 
quests — if  her  dominions  still  extended 
over  Italy  and  Flanders— then,  indeied,  I 
could  have  conceived  that  the  question  of 
Spanish  succession  would  be  an  European 
question,  deeply  involving  the  balance  of 
power.  This  was  the  ground  upon  which 
alone  was  defended  the  war  of  the  succes* 
sion  I30yearsago.  But,  now  that  Spain  has 
sunk  so  low  in  the  scale  of  European 
nations,  from  a  long  series  of  arbitrary 
and  despotic  governments,  the  question  of 
the  succession  is  no  longer  a  question  of 
importance  in  the  balance  of  European 
power*  I  [ask,  then,  whv,  after  acknow- 
ledging the  Queen,  it  is  deemed  necessary 
that  we  should  afford  assistance  in  arms 
and  in  money,  to  her  Majesty's  cause? 
I  feel  bound  to  say,  I  see  no  good  reason 
for  the  policy  of  those  articles,  and  I  think 
there  exist  no  grounds  for  these  acts  of 
"  non-intervention ; ''  for,  according  to 
the  vocabulary  of  the  noble  Lord,  'non- 
intervention is  the  word  we  should,  in 
future,  make  use  of  to  express  an  active 
meddling  in  whatever  does  not*  concern 
us ;  there  are  no  grounds,  I  think,  for  the 
non-intervention  of  the  noble  Lord  in  the 
affairs  of  Spain. 

Well,  then.  Sir,  in  a  few  months  after 
those  articles  had  been  signed,  the  Go- 
vernment to  which  the  noble  Lord  be- 
longed was  dissolved,  and  it  was  succeeded 
by  that  of  the  Duke  of  Wellington  at  the . 
Foreign  Office.  The  Duke  of  Wellington, 
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aithongli  disapproving  of  the  pdicy  of  the 
noble  Lord  in  the  additional  articles,  yet» 
finding  the  faith  of  the  country  pledged  to 
them,  determined,  with  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  who  was  then  Prime  Minister, 
to  adhere  most  punctually  and  honourably 
not  only  to  the  letter  but  to  the  spirit  of 
these  additional  articles.  That  was  the 
course  of  the  late  Administration  —  a 
course  which  has  been,  in  a  highly  hon- 
ourable and  candid  manner,  admitted 
more  than  once  by  the  noble  Lord  himself, 
and  by  Lord  Melbourne  in  another  place. 
Thus,  then,  the  conduct  of  the  late  Go- 
vernment, in  maintaining  existing  treaties, 
stands  even  clearer,  from  the  admission  of 
the  noble  Lord,  than  it  could  from  any 
declaration  of  mine.  Bat  that  Adminis- 
tration having  come  to  an  end,  and  the 
noble  Lord  having  returned  to  his  former 
office,  not  satisfied  with  the  additional 
articles— not  satisfied  with  the  strict  ful- 
filment of  those  articles  under  a  previous 
Government — the  noble  Lord,  then,  on 
the  10th  of  June,  went  several  steps 
farther,  by  suspending  the  Foreign  En- 
listment Act,  and  allowing  a  body  of 
12,000  Englishmen  to  enlist  under  the 
banners  of  the  Queen  of  Spain.  To  that 
course  1  have  always  felt  the  most  deter- 
mined opposition.  I  ask  any  hon.  Mem. 
ber  who  hears  me,  and  who  looks  at  this 
question  on  its  real  merits,  and  divested 
of  all  party  feeling,  whether  succeeding 
events  have  not  fully  justified,  and  more 
than  justified,  the  predictions  which  were 
made  at  the  time,  of  the  privations  and 
sufferings  to  which  the  British  Legion 
would  be  subjected,  and  of  the  probable 
final  failure  of  that  most  ill-omened  ex- 
pedition ?  I  may  be  told  of  the  courage 
and  gallantry  which  that  body  has  dis- 
played on  several  occasions.  I  willingly 
and  cheerfully  admit  it.  I  have  never 
doubted — 1  never  could  have  doubted — 
that  British  soldiers,  under  any  circum- 
stances, and  under  any  command,  would 
be  found  to  display  most  determined 
courage ;  nor  have  I  any  fault  to  find  with 
them  with  reference  to  their  conduct  in 
Spain.  But  I  do  find  fault  with  his  Ma- 
jesty's Government  for  placing  them*  in 
such  a  position,  in  which  English  ol- 
diers  ougnt  never  to  stand — a  position  in 
which  their  courage  must  necessarily  be 
unavailing,  in  which  privations  and  famine 
are  to  do  the  work  of  the  enemy,  and 
which  affords  no  security  either  for  their 
good  treatment  or  their  efficient  command. 

VOL,  xxxviL  {as;} 


It  is  difficult  for  a  year-and-a-half  to  elapse 
in  this  sort  of  warfare,  without  considenng 
how  very  different  was  the  conduct  of 
Government  in  the  great  struggle  in  which 
the  noble  Lord  had  the  honour — for  such 
it  was*— of  rendering  services  to  his 
country— -I  mean  in  the  Peninsular  war. 
If  I  mistake  not,  the  noble  Lord  was  the 
Secretary  at  War  during  that  whole  con- 
test, and  attended  very  carefully  to  the 
details  of  his  duty.  How  very  different 
was  our  position  at  that  period !  We  theu 
stepped  in  not  to  assist  one  party 
of  Spaniards  against  another  party  of 
Spaniard^^not  for  the  purpose  of  settling 
a  question  for  Spain,  which  Spain  is  en- 
titled to  settle  for  herself,  but  to  assist — 
what  Mr.  Canning  emphatically  called — 
"  the  universal  Spanish  people."  We 
stepped  in  not  by  suspending  an  Order  in 
Council — not  by  letting  loose  a  party  of 
marines-— not  by  selling  stores  for  which 
we  have  got  no  thanks,  and  shall  get  no 
money^-no,  we  interfered  as  became  the 
cause,  manfully  and  openly ;  we  assisted 
a  noble  cause  by  noble  means ;  a  cause 
worthy  of  Spaniards,  by  means  worthy  of 
Englishmen.  How  different  from  the  late 
scenes  we  have  unfortunately  witnessed  in 
the  north  of  Spain !  Was  it  really  worth 
while,  for  such  an  object,  to  endanger  the 
peace  of  Europe  ?  Was  there  not  danger, 
at  the  time  the  noble  Lord  projected  that 
expedition,  that  other  states  might  have' 
interfered  on  behalf  of  Don  Carlos,  with  a 
similar  amount  of  money  and  a  similar 
body  of  troops  ?  Was  it  worth  while,  I 
will  say,  to  send  out  such  an  expedition, 
for  such  an  object;  to  run  the  risk  of 
disturbing  the  tranquillity  that  happily 
prevailed  in  Europe  ? 


Pax  missa  per  orbem 


Ferrea  belligeri  compescat  limina  Jani. 

But  if  the  Noble  Lord  was  determined 
to  unclose  the  temple  of  war  for  peace, 
he  should  have  thrown  open  the  main 
portal,  through  which  English  soldiers 
could  have  walked  upright ;  and  not  have 
sent  them  through  a  side  door,  by  which 
they  had  to  creep  upon  their  hands  and 
knees  through  the  slimy  and  intricate  in- 
trigues of  the  court  of  Madrid.  Such  is 
the  position  in  which  the  English  soldiers 
stand  at  present — a  position  in  which  I 
maintain  that  his  Majesty's  Government 
had  no  right  to  place  them.  And  what 
have  we  now  to  cheer  us  in  the  stead  of 
those  victories  which  used  to  make  the 
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heart  ofererv  Englishman  leap  within  him, 
And  which  have  raised  the  name  of  his 
country  to  the  highest  pitch  of  renown  ? 
What  have  we  ohtained  in  return  for  half 
a  million  of  money  ?  I  really  know  not 
what  satisfaction  we  have  enjoyed  from 
it,  unless  it  consists  in  having  been  able  to 
read  twice  a  week  in  the  Madrid  Gazette 
•*  that  the  Carlists  are  utterly  annihilated ;" 
— that  according  to  the  last  accounts  the 
Carlists  have  yielded  to  the  valorous  Alaix, 
or  the  ever-pursuing  Espartero !  One  per- 
son has  taken  the  trouble  of  summing  up 
the  number  of  dead,  from  the  official  buU 
ktins  of  the  Spanish  army,  which  have 
been  brought  down,  I  believe,  to  the  8th 
of  November  last ;  and  I  have  found  the 
total  number  of  Carlists  killed  in  battle, 
ficcordinff  to  this  Madrid  Gazette — most 
liccurateiy  given ! — to  be  313,129.  Now, 
if  the  Carlist  army  be  estimated,  as  I  have 
heard  it,  at  30,00O  men,  it  will  follow  not 
<mly  that  the  British  and  Spanish  soldiers 
have  killed  every  Carlist  soldier,  but  that 
they  have  kill^hfm  ten  times  over !  We 
have  all  heard  of  the  military  powers  of 
Alexander  the  great,  «nd  ^*  thrice  he  slew 
fhe  stain,"  but  he  has  been  most  certainly 
outdone  by  the  Queen's  generals ;  for  they 
not  only  have  killed  all  the  Carlists  sol- 
diers ten  times  over,  but  actually  contriv- 
ed to  leave  behind  an  army  not  much  in- 
ferior to  what  it  was  at  first!  The  hon. 
Member  for  St.  Albania  (Mr.  Ward)  re- 
minds me  that  there  has  been  a  similar  ex* 
aggeration  on  the  other  side.  But  am  I 
defending  the  other  side?     Am  I  pro- 

gosing  to  assist  the  other  side  ?  No ; 
at  I  am  pointing  out  the  errors  and 
lliulta  of  that  cause  which  the  noble 
Lord  has  undertaken  to  defend,  and  upon 
which  he  hat  lavished  his  half  million 
of  money.  I  am  no  partisan  of  the  other 
aide,  and  not  bound  to  vindicate  any  of 
its  conduct.  Following  the  order  of  time 
in  the  proceedings  of  the  noble  Lord,  1 
Hhtnk  we  are  fairly  entitled  to  consider,  not 
oiily  what  the  noble  Lord  has  done,  but 
;ilso  what  he  has  attempted  to  do.  On 
this  point  I  find  a  very  curious  statement 
of  what  fhe  noble  Lord  did,  or  attempted 
to  do,  exactly  a  year  ago,  in  March,  1836. 
I  beg  to  call  the  attention  of  the  noble 
Lord  to  a  speech  lately  delivered  by  Count 
Moii,  the  prime  minister  of  France. 
Count  Mol£  said,  in  March  1836,  '« that 
Lord  Palmerston  considered  that  circum- 
stances justified  his  co-operation/*  I  be- 
lieve the  new  woid  '*  (raniliiiiitation  "  was 


introduced  on  that  occasion ;  a  new  word 
to  express  an  old  idea,  and  to  cover  the 
disgrace  that  was  attached  to  tt  in  the 
minds  of  the  Spanish  people— a  new  word 
which  the  noble  Lord  may,  1  believe,  claim 
the  honour  to  have  invented.  •*  In  March, 
1836,''  says  M.  Mole,  "  Lord  Palmerston 
announced  to  General  Sebastiani  that  it 
was  his  intention  to  land  a  certain  num- 
ber of  marines  on  the  coast  of  Spain,  and 
invited  France  to  share  in  that  co-opera- 
tion. The  English  Cabinet  offered  France 
the  occupation  of  the  port  of  Passages, 
and  even  allowed  her  to  limit  herself  the 
extent,  and  fix  the  mode  of  her  co-opera- 
tion. M.  Thiers  immediately  returned  a 
negative  reply ;  and  it  was  only  when  a 
handful  of  soldiers  had  revolted  at  La 
Granja,  and  compelled  the  Queen  by 
brutal  force,  to  accept  the  Constitution 
of  1812,  that  the  policy  of  the  Cabinet  of 
the  22nd  of  February  changed  with  regard 
to  the  Peninsula.*'  Now,  here  we  have, 
on  the  undoubted  authority  of  the  prime 
minister  of  Prance,  the  nature  of  the  pro- 
posal of  the  noble  Lord,  upon  which,  I 
must  say,  I  look  with  no  feeling  but  that 
of  unmitigated  condemnation.  For  the 
last  160  years  it  has  been  the  policy  of  all 
our  statesmen,  to  whatever  party  they 
might  belong,  to  keep  the  French  out  of 
Spain  and  Italy.  It  was  the  policy  alike 
or  the  Walpoles  and  theChathams,  of  Mr. 
Pitt  and  Mr,  Fox.  [Mr.  Roehuck.-^lioi  of 
Mr.  Canning.]  Yes,  I  will  accept  the  con- 
tradiction of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath, 
and  say,  it  was  also  the  policy  of  Mr.  Can- 
ning; for  no  man  expressed  greater  con- 
cern, when,  in  1823,  the  French  passed  the 
Btdassoa.  I  assert,  therefore,  that  this 
has  been  the  uniform  policy  of  every 
British  Minister,  until  the  noble  Lord,  for 
the  first  time,  departed  from  it.  Thanks 
to  the  noble  Lord,  we  have  a  French  gar- 
rison in  Ancona,  and  are  threatened  with 
another  in  the  port  of  Passages.  1  con- 
sider this  one  of  the  very  strongest  facts 
of  the  present  case.  It  is  very  true,  that 
the  prudence  and  forbearance  of  the 
French  government,  the  statesmanlike 
policy  of  the  French  ministry,  deciding  the 
question  in  their  own  right,  have  rejected 
the  proposals  of  the  noble  Lord.  But 
does  that  excuse  the  noble  Lord?  Is 
he  not  as  responsible  for  the  advice  which 
he  has  given,  as  he  would  have  been  if  the 
French  government  had  been  misled  by  a 
culpable  ambition  ;  and  may  we  not,  with- 
out any  injustice,  ascribe  to  him  the  un- 
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doubted  eTils  which  would  hftve  resulted 
had  hts  proposal  been  adopted  ? 

In  the  order  of  lime,  the  next  import- 
ant event  is  the  military  revolution  of  La 
Granja.     A  drunken  serjeant,  with  a  few 
mutinous  soldiers  of  the  body  guard,  burst 
in  the  evening,  into*  her  Majesty's  apart- 
ment,  and  compelled    her    Majesty,   by 
threats  and  brutal  force,  to  sign  a  decree, 
establishing  an  entirely  new  constitution 
in  Spain.    After  the  noble  Lord's  praises 
of  the  ''Estatuto  Real,"  we  might  not 
unnaturally  have  looked  for  some  degree 
of  hostility,  on  the  part  of  the  noble  Lord, 
to  this  constitution,  which  had  risen  on  the 
ruins  of  one  he  so  much  approved.     We 
might  also  have  expected  that  the  noble 
Lord,  who  presided  so  long  over  the  War 
Department,  would  have  been  keenly  alive 
to  the  evils  of  a  revolution,  springing  from 
a  military  mutiny.     As  to  the  merits  or 
demerits  of  a  political  revolution,  I  am 
not  now  going  to  speak ;   but  I  will  say, 
that  I   never  yet  saw  a  statesman  who 
ehtertained   anything    but  a  feeling    of 
horror    at   military   revolution.     When 
troops  like  the  Pfeetortan  bandi  of  Rome^ 
takfe  upon  themselves  to  decide  for  the 
country,  and  to  dispose  of  the  crown,  a 
feeling  of  abhorrence  ought  I  think,  to  be 
strongly  evinced  in  all,  but  strongest  of  all 
in  one  who  has  closely  studied  the  laws  of 
military   subordination,   and  whose  duty 
it  was,  for  many  years,  to  enforce  them. 
But  what  has   been  the  conduct  of  the 
noble  Lord  ?   Why,  he  has  waited  for  that 
very  moment  to  lavish  new  favours  upon 
the  government  of  Spain, — to  show  his 
increased  partiality  for,  and  to  redouble 
his  acts  of  kindness  towards,  that  govern- 
ment.   Tt  was  soon  after  this,  that  an  in- 
creased force  of  marines  were  put  on  shore 
to  co-operate  in  the  defence  of  Bilboa.    It 
was  then  that  every  imaginable  exertion 
was  made  to   assist  the  Government  of 
revolutionary  Spain  ;   in  short,  it  might 
have  been   supposed — were  we  only  to 
jud^  by  the  conduct  of  the  noble  Lord — 
it  might  have  been  supposed  that,  up  to 
the  period  of  that  revolution,  the  noble 
Lord  had  been  less  zealous  in  his  endea- 
vours, but  that  this  admirable  change  was 
acted  as  a  strong  additional  reason,  with 
the  noble  Lord,  for  lending  that  assistance. 
I  am  quite  sure  that  such  was  not,  and 
could  not  be,  the  feeling  of  the  noble  Lord ; 
but  were  we  to  judge  from  his  conduct, 
and  not  from  the  fpelfng  which  we  know 
he  must  entcrtaitrtawards  military  crimes, 


we  should  undoubtedly  come  to  that  eon* 
elusion.    It  was  at  this  period  that  an  ex- 
tension was  given,  in  the  greatest  possible 
degree^  to  the  additional  articles.     I  d\s* 
approve  of  those  articles,  but  I  am  pre* 
pared  to  stand  by  them  so  long  as  they 
are  obligatory  on  this  country.     If  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Tam- 
worth,  or  the  Duke  of  Wellington,  hud 
fallen  short  of  the  performance  of  those 
articles,  the  noble  Lord  would  have,  no 
doubt,  complained,  and  would  have  had  a 
right  to  eomplain,  of  their  having  done  so ; 
and  are  we,  then,  to  be  satisfied,  when  we 
find  the  noble  Lord  going  so  far  beyond 
those  articles,  and  violating  them,  to  the 
injury  both  of  the  country  that  gives  and 
of  the  country  that  receives  this  additional 
succour, — for  I  assure  him  il  will  be  in- 
jurious to  Spain,— are  we  to  be  satisfied 
with  this  conduct  of  the  noble  Lord  ?  The 
noble  Lord  has,  as  far  as  in  him  lies, 
attempted  to  extend  the  provisions  of  the 
additional  articles,  in  converting  the  naval 
force  into  a  land  army.  Not  only  has  more' 
than  half  a  million  of  money  540,0001.  - 
been  expended  by  th6  polksy  of  the  noble 
Lord,  but  I  have  sotne  tehnon  to  doubt 
whether  the  Returns,  fttrt  which  I  have 
taken  that  amount,  comprised  the  whole 
of  the  expenses.    I  do  not  mean  to  say 
that  there  has  been  the  slightest  unfair* 
ness  in  making  up  this  account.    I  will 
explain  my  meaning.    The  Return  of  the 
provisions  issued  horn  the  British  ships, 
and  other  assistance  furnished,  large  ia 
amount  as  it  is,  is  still  incomplete,  from 
the  purser's  books  not  being  made  up  till 
this  period.    Now,  I  may  be  asked  what 
number  of  marines  have  been  employed, 
and  what  stores  have  been  issued.  The  sub* 
ject  is  one  of  so  much  importance,  that  I 
feel  it  to  be  my  duty  to  press  even  these 
details  on  the  attention  of  the  House*    i 
am  unable  to  state  how  large  a  force  of 
marines  have  served,  or  what  amount  of 
stores  have  been  furnished ;  and  why  am 
I  unable  to  state  it  ?    Because  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  refuses  to  give  the  House 
and  country  any  information  on  the  sub« 
ject.     At    the    commencement-  of    the 
present  Session  an  hon.  Friend  of  mine, 
whose  unavoidable  absence  I  regret — the 
hon.   and   learned    Member  for    Oxford 
(Mr.  Maclean) — moved  for  a  Return  on 
this  subject ;  but  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
said,  that  such  a  Return  would  be  Incon* 
vcnient,    and     induced    the     hon.    and^ 
learned   Member  to  discharge  the  order 
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for  the  return.  I  wish  to  know  whether  I 
have  been  rightly  informed^  that,  besides 
this  half  million^  at  intervals  stores  and 
provisions  have  been  furnished  from  the 
King's  ships  to  the  troops  in  her  Catholic 
majesty's  service  ?  But  I  would  also  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  large- 
ness of  the  sums  which  we  know  to  be 
thus  expended.  I  cannot  believe  that  the 
additional  articles  justify  this  expenditure ; 
there  must  have  been  provided  some  limi- 
tation as  to  the  time  over  which  these 
supplies  were  to  be  extended.  I  repeat 
that  as  long  as  these  articles  are  obligatory, 
I  will  support  them  by  my  vote  to  the 
fullest  extent :  but  I  should  be  glad  to 
know  whether  those  supplies  are  to  extend 
over  any  number  pf  years,  or  to  any 
amount  of  stores  that  are  asked;  and 
whether,  if  another  military  mutiny  arise 
again,  or  if  this  unhappy  war  should  con- 
tinue (which  Ood  forbid)  many  years 
longer,  there  would  be  no  limitation  of 
these  unrequited  sacrifices  ?  If  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  has  really  entered  into  this 
large  and  indefinite  agreement,  it  is  high 
time  the  House  should  know  the  extent  of 
the  charge  which  has  been  thrown  by  it 
on  this  country ;  and  I  must  say,  that  I 
expected  more  sympathy  on  this  subject 
from  those  hon.  Gentlemen,  such  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  Middlesex^  who  express 
so  much  zeal  for  economy,  but  who  have 
allowed  at  least  half  a  million  to  be 
lavished,  and  still  remain  perfectly  quiet 
and  unmoved. 

There  is  another  point  of  great  im« 
portance,  to  which  I  have  not  hitherto 
adverted;  I  mean  the  question  whether, 
for  these  great  sacrifices,  the  country  has 
obtained  any  advantage  or  influence  with 
the  court  of  Spain  ?  I  should  be  glad  to 
know  if,  after  mcurring  these  expenses  to 
the  amount  of  half  a  million  (and  I  would 
willingly  go  before  the  country  with  this 
return  in  my  hand,  as  a  proof  of  the 
economy  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite), this  country  has  obtained  any 
weight  or  additional  power  with  the 
court  of  Spain  ?  So  far  from  it,  that  at 
no  period,  whatever,  has  the  British  in- 
fluence been  less  regarded  by  the  Court  of 
Spain  than  at  the  present  inoment.  I 
make  no  complaint  of  the  British  Minister 
at  that  court.  Of  course,  if  the  policy 
pursued  by  the  Government  at  home  has 
the  effect  of  diminishing  British  interests, 
no  fatilt  can  be  found  with  the  Gentleman 
who  conducts  that  interest  abroad.    I, 


therefore^  make  no  complaint  against 
Mr.  Villiers;  but,  at  the  same  time,  I 
cannot  but  lament  that  every  effort  that 
has  been  made  to  obtain  redress  from  the 
Spanish  court  for  the  grievances  affecting 
British  subjects  resident  in  that  country 
have  failed  of  success.  I  have  in  my 
possession  a  copy  of  a  memorial  sent  up 
to  the  noble  Lord  opposite  by  the  prin- 
cipal merchants  (with  scarcely  one  ex- 
ception), residents  in  Alicant,  and  dated 
March  16th,  1836.  It  complains  of  the 
great  grievances  under  which  they  labour. 
The  statement  begins  thus  : — "  It  is  no- 
torious that  British  interests  and  British 
security  have  been,  for  many  years  past, 
totally  neglected  by  our  Representative  at 
the  court  of  Madrid,  notwithstanding  the 
representations  repeatedly  made  by  British 
residents  in  Spain.  England  carries  off 
at  least  three  fourths  of  the  produce  of 
Spain,  and  Spain  takes  very  little  from 
England  in  return.  All  our  applications 
to  the  Ambassador  at  Madrid  have  been 
of  no  avail ;  on  the  contrary,  seeing  the 
little  zeal  displayed  by  our  natural  pro- 
tectors, the  local  authorities  conceive  that 
we  can  be  treated  with  the  greatest  im* 
punity.*'  Let  the  House  note,  that 
English  subjects  resident  in  Spain  here 
represent  to  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
that  they  are  insulted  with  the  greatest 
impunity.  They  then  say,  "  We  have  the 
intolerable  mortification  to  see,  that  es- 
pecially the  Ministers  of  France  and 
America,  when  under  the  necessity  of 
having  to  make  complaints,  obtain  almost 
immediate  satisfaction.''  So  that  it  ap- 
pears that  France,  which  has  done  little 
in  the  contest,  and  America,  which  has 
done  nothing  at  all,  can  obtain  immediate 
satisfaction,  while  British  merchants  have 
to  appeal  to  the  Government  at  home  for 
the  restoration  of  that  influence  which  the 
mere  name  of  England  could  ^  formerly 
command  in  Spain.  Now,  this  is  a  docu- 
ment not  proceeding  from  one  or  two 
obscure  individuals,  but  from  almost  every 
British  merchant  and  subject  resident  in 
Alicant.  I  believe  this  is  not  a  solitary 
instance ;  but  that  similar  complaints  have 
been  made  from  other  towns,  and  will  be 
urged  in  this  and  in  another  House  of 
Parliament.  For  that  reason,  I  now  only 
refer  to  the  extract  I  have  just  read,  and 
will  avoid  further  discussion  upon  it ;  but 
I  cannot  refrain  from  mentioning  to  the 
House  a  fact  which  I  feel  they  will  think 
incredible,  and  which  I  could  scarcely 
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myself  have  believed,  except  on  the 
authority  from  which  I  have  received  it. 
The  fact  is^  that  one  of  the  impositions 
and  forced  contributions  of  which  the 
British  subjects  complain,  is  a  tax  which 
they  paid  so  lately  as  last  year,  and  is 
called  a  tax  "  por  Liberacion  del  Rey/' — 
for  the  deliverance  of  the  King.  When 
I  first  heard  of  it,  I  was  at  a  loss  to  con- 
ceive who  was  called  King  in  the  reign  of 
Isabella,  or  how  this  King  was  to  be  de- 
livered. But  I  found  that  this  tax  was 
originally  imposed  during  the  captivity  of 
king  Ferdinand;  and  that,  being  very 
lucrative,  it  was  kept  up  and  demanded, 
not  only  after  his  deliverance,  but  after 
his  death!  I  think  that  the  English 
residents,  who  are  now  called  upon  to  pay 
it,  have  just  grounds  of  complaint. 
Without  going  more  into  detail  upon 
these  commercial  grievances,  I  will  only 
say,  that  from  the  last  accounts  I  have 
received,  it  appears  that  several  of  these 
grievances  are  still  matter  of  great  com- 
plaint ;  and  only  one  tax,  or  forced  tax 
for  military  quarters  (Paja  y  Utensilios), 
has  been  ceded  to  the  British  residents  in 
Spain.  If,  then,  all  the  large  expenditure 
which  this  country  has  made  has  produced 
nothing  to  her  commercial  advantage,  the 
next  question  is,  has  it  done  anything  in 
aid  of  the  objects  for  which  it  was  urged 
and  undertaken  ?  In  a  word,  has  it  ac- 
complished anything  for  the  cause  of 
liberty  ?  Surely,  it  will  not  be  pretended 
that  the  cause  of  liberty  has  been  pro- 
moted by  these  sacrifices  and  lavish  ex- 
ertions. Look  to  the  government  of 
Mendizabel,  which  murders  its  prisoners 
and  defrauds  its  creditors;  which,  with 
peace  in  lits  mouth  in  Madrid,  grasps 
nothing  in  its  hands  but  gags  and 
bayonets;  which  has  such  butchers  for 
generals  as  Miua  or  Noguera ; — and  then 
say  whether,  in  supporting  such  an  ad- 
mmistration,  the  cause  of  liberty  can  be 
assisted.  It  is  not  for  such  an  object 
that  the  treasures  of  England  should  be 
lavished,  or  that  brave  Englishmen  should 
be  sent  to  the  shores  of  Spain  to  en- 
counter, not  the  hazards  of  the  field,  but, 
as  was  said  on  a  former  expedition  against 
Spaniards,*— 

Sent  in  this  foul  dime  to  languish, 
Think  what  thousands  fell  in  vain  I 
Wasting  with  disease  and  aoguisb,-» 
Not  in  glorious  battle  slain. 

There  remains  another  subject  to  which  I 

liavo  not  yet  aUoded,  bat  to  which  I  must 


call  the  attention  of  the  noble  Loid  op- 
posite ;  1  mean  the  rights  and  liberties  of 
Biscay  and  Navarre.  Can  it  be  possible 
that  this  House  it  not  yet  aware  that 
those  two  provinces  are  possessed  of 
privileges  as  dear  to  them  as  the  constitu- 
tional rights  of  England  can  be  to  Britons ; 
privileges  won  by  as  glorious  struggles 
and  secured  by  as  solemn  compacts  ?  If 
the  House  really  is  aware  of  these  privi- 
leges, hon*  Members  will  surely  join  with 
me  in  imploring  the  noble  Lord  to  take 
the  earliest  opportunity  of  asking  for  the 
restoration  and  maintenance  of  rights 
which  have  existed  for  centuries,  and  are 
endeared  to  the  Biscayans  and  the  Navar« 
rese  by  every  tie  that  can  bind  the  heart 
of  man.  I  will  not  go  into  many  details 
of  them ;  I  feel  it  the  less  necessary  after 
the  very  full  statement  of  them  contained 
in  the  work  published  by  my  noble  Friend 
the  Earl  of  Carnarvon,— a  work  tiot  less 
distinguished  by  its  high  talent  than  by 
its  excellent  feeling, — a  work  entitled  to 
an  enduring  place  in  the  literature  of  this 
country.  I  have  seen  a  pamphlet,  pub- 
lished in  reply  to  that  work,  with  respect 
to  the  authorship  of  which  I  do  not  think  it 
right  to  repeat  any  mere  vague  rumours. 
I  will  say  only  this,  that  many  supporters 
of  his  Majesty's  Government  are  accus- 
tomed to  refer  to  this  pamphlet  as  con- 
taining their  justification,  and  as  expressing 
the  views  of  their  leaders.  I  think,  there- 
fore,  I  may  fairly  assume  that  the  opinions, 
of  this  pamphlet  are  not  uncongenial  to 
the  sentiments  of  the  noble  Lord  opposite. 
The  pamphlet,  I  admit,  is  written  with 
ability,  and  pays  a  just  tribute  of  respect 
to  the  work  and  to  the  character  of  Lord 
Carnarvon ;  but  it  attempts  to  refute  his 
arguments  with  respect  to  the  privileges  of 
Biscay  and  Nararre.  Now,  if  the  House 
will  bear  with  me,  I  will  show  that  this  refu* 
tation  is  unsupported  by  any  solid  grounds. 
The  pamphlet  first  states,  that  the  Bis«* 
cayans  are  not  entitled  to  those  privileges, 
—that  they  are  antiquated  and  obsolete, 
and  have  never  been  of  any  great  value. 
It  adds,  that  the  Biscayans  are,  in  truths 
indifferent  to  these  rights.  And  what 
proof  does  it  allege  of  this  indifference  ? 
Why,  that  many  of  the  insurgent  com- 
manders, such  as  Villareal  and  Moreno, 
are  not  natives  of  these  provinces,  but 
come  from  other  parts  of  Spain,  so  that 
they  cannot  be  supposed  to  have  any  zeal 
for  these  peculiar  privileges.    Why,  Sir, 
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before?  Does  it  follow  that  the  sentiaients 
of  an  armv  should  alwavs  be  identical  with 
those  of  their  commanaer  ?  On  the  very 
same  ground,  it  might  be  shown  that,  in 
the  struggles  against  Napoleon,  the  Span- 
iards were  notj  in  truth,  animated  by  zeal 
for  their  independence.  Were  not  Blake 
and  O'Donnell  of  Irish  parentage  ?  Was 
not  Reding  a  Swiss  ?  And  yet,  was  it 
ever  pretended,  because  Reding  headed 
the  Spaniards  at  Baylen,  and  Blake  and 
O'Donnell  on  other  occasions,  that  the 
Spaniards  had  no  more  zeal  for  their  na- 
tional existence,  than  foreigners  to  tbeir 
country  may  be  supposed  to  have  pos- 
sessed r  Why,  Sir,  I  venture  to  thmk, 
with  all  deference  to  the  noble  Lord  op- 
posite, that  when  peasants  are  roused  to 
arms  by  any  wrong,  and  look  round  for  a 
leader,  their  object  is,  not  so  much  to  find 
a  general  who  shares  their  enthusiasm,  as 
one  who  can  direct  it  with  the  highest 
military  skill.  I  maintain,  therefore,  that 
the  choice  of  able  commanders  from  other 
parts  of  Spain  does  not,  in  any  degree, 
prove  indifference  on  the  part  of  the  Bis- 
cay ans,  who  entertain  the  keenest  feelings 
on  the  subject  of  their  freedom.  This 
pamphlet  does  not  deny  the  main  facts  of 
the  case  against  the  present  government 
of  Spain ; — that,  soon  after  the  outset  of 
the  troubles,  the  liberties  of  Biscay  were 
abrogated  by  a  decree  of  General  Casta- 
non,  and  that,  though  his  conduct  was 
blamed,  his  decree  was  never  cancelled 
by  the  court  of  Madrid.  I  ask,  is  not  this 
a  case  to  justify  popular  resistance  ?  Nor 
does  the  writer  of  this  pamphlet  seem  to  be 
aware  of  the  treaties  in  which  the  existence 
of  these  privileges  is  formally  acknow- 
ledged. I  believe  that,  in  the  fifteenth 
article  of  the  Treaty  of  Commerce  at 
Utrecht,  will  be  found  a  clause  to  secure 
to  the  Biscayana  their  peculiar  privileges 
with  respect  to  the  fisheries  in  Newfound- 
land. And  of  such  importance  was  this 
privilege  considered,  that  I  have  seen  de> 
spatches,  eight  or  nine  years  after  that 
treaty,  saying  that,  if  this  privilege  conld 
by  any  means  be  relinquished  to  England, 
it  would  form  one  of  the  main  equivalents 
for  tlie  desired  restoration  of  Gibraltar. 
But  if  I  wanted  proof  that  the  privileges 
exist  at  the  present  time,  I  could  find  it  in 
the  very  pamphlet,  the  object  of  which  is  to 
deoy  their  existence.  In  page  19,  of  that 
pamphlet  is  contained  a  fact  which  not 
onlj  proves  this,  but  also  shows  the  value 
gf  those  priTikges,  It  sUtes,  tbatia  1819| 


enrolments  were  made  throughout  Spain 
for  the  purpose  of  reconquering  the  South 
American  colonies*  The  Biscayans  claimed 
their  privilege  of  being  allowed  to  commute 
this  duty  for  a  payment  in  money.  Now, 
after  their  recent  conduct,  nobody  can 
ascribe  this  to  cowardice  on  their  part ; 
for  the  fact  is,  that  they  were  opposed  to 
joining  in  an  attack  upon  the  independ- 
ence of  their  fellow  countrymen  beyond 
the  Atlantic.  They,  however,  claimed 
exemption  from  furnishing  troops;  and 
the  amount  of  money  paid  by  them  instead, 
was  stated,  in  this  pamphlet  itself,  to  be 
10,000,000  of  reals,  and  was  in  fact,  ad- 
justed  between  the  government  and  the 
local  authorities.  But,  even  supposing 
that  those  privileges  are  of  no  value,  the 
question  still  remains, — are  they  or  are 
they  not  endeared  to  the  people  by  long 
habit,  by  ancient  custom,  by  the  antiquity 
in  which  they  are  enshrined  and  conse* 
crated?  Surely  Englishmen,  who  are 
themselves  possessed  of  ancient  institu- 
tions, cannot  doubt  that  other  nations 
mav  have,  like  themselves,  a  regard  for 
legislative  antiquity,  as  well  as  for  legisla- 
tive wisdom.  Surely,  we  should  not  expect 
that  the  Biscayans  should  sunender  their 
old  national  coin-^worn  and  defaced,  per- 
haps, but  found  to  be  of  sterling  gold — 
for  the  same  of  the  new  money — ^very 
sharp  and  fresh,  no  doubt ;  but  how  long 
will  it  pass  current? — from  the  con- 
stitutional mint  at  Madrid.  I  will  not 
weary  the  House  with  long  extracts  from 
ancient  writers  ;  but  there  is  one  passage, 
which  is  mentioned  neither  by  Lord  Car- 
narvon nor  by  this  pamphlet,  but  which 
expresses  so  noble  a  sentiment  that  I  hope 
the  House  will  allow  me  to  read  it.  It  is 
a  quotation  from  Blancas,  a  Spanish  writer 
from  the  acts  of  the  Cortes  of  Arra^n  in 
1 451 ,  nearly  400  years  ago.  The  passage 
is  as  follows : — '*  We  have  always  heard 
of  old  time ;  and  it  is  found  by  experience, 
that,  seeing  the  great  barreoness  of  this 
land,  and  the  poverty  of  the  realm,  the  folk 
would  go  hence  to  live  and  abide  in  other 
realms  and  lands,  if  it  were  not  for  the 
liberties  thereof,**  Look,  in  fact,  to  what 
libertv  has  done  for  Biscay !  By  nature 
it  is  tne  most  barren  of  all  the  Spanish 
provinces ;  by  its  rights  and  consequent 
mdustry  it  has  become  the  most  fntmbl  in 
cultivation,  and  the  most  teeming  of  in- 
habitants. It  is  Ubcrty  which  has  culti- 
vated their  Ueak  mo«otaiiis  and  barren 
Taileys ;  it  is  liberty  whkh  bat  drif  «Q  tto* 
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vilitj  before  U.to  d^  very  highesl  hilU.  I 
luife  witnessed  mi  o«n  speak  to  thecoai* 
fort^  and  happineasy  and  content,  which 
prevail  io  tltose  distriots ;  and  1  only  wish 
thai  I  bad  the  powi»r  to  impress  upon  the 
House  the  same  ardent  persuasion. which 
fills  my  own  mind  that  thiseoiintry  will  do 
great  injustice  if  she  fall  to  intercede  in 
behalfofthose  free  and  brave  mountaineers. 

My  argumenti  then,  resolves  itself  to 
ibis  :^  I  dislike  and  object  to  any  inter- 
ference at  all  in  matters  which  properly 
belong  to  Spain  ;  but  if  this  country  must 
interfere,  1  can  see  no  object  more  worthy 
of  engaging  her  attention,  or  that  has  a 
better  claim  upon  her  sympathies,  than  the 
rights  and  privileges  of  these  Basque  pro* 
vinces.  I  believe  that,  if  those  privileges 
wer^  duly  restored  and  secured,  one  great 
cause  of  the  war  would  be  ended ;  and 
those  districts  might,  not  improbably,  be 
restored  to  that  tranquillity  which  they 
once  enjoyed,  and  which  they  now  so 
greatly  need* 

In  conclusion,  Sir,  it  will  be  perceived, 
that  I  hsLve  carried  on  my  argument  quite 
independently  of  the  claims  of  Don 
Carlos.  That  is  the  very  strength  of  my 
case;  for  even  if  I  should  admit  that  Don 
Carlos  is  a  monster,  a  tyrant,  a  partisan 
of  the  Inquisition,  it  will  not|  so  far  as  I 
can  see,  affect  4  single  one  of  the  argu- 
ments I  have  put  forward.  Admitting 
Don  Carlos  to  be  every  thing  bon.  Gentle- 
men may  choose  to  oall  him,  it  will  not  in* 
va  idatfl  a  single  consideration  which  I 
have  endeavoured  to  urge,  I  am  no  par- 
tisan of  Don  Carlos*  In  offioe  I  have 
taken  my  share,  in  a  subordinate  capacity, 
in  the  recognition  of  the  rights  of  Queen 
Isabella ;  and  I  should  not  think  it  con- 
sistent with  my  character,  as  a  man  of 
honour,  were  I  to  cabal  in  private  against 
those  whom  I  have*  assisted  and  acknow- 
ledged in  public.  I  shall  not  consider  it 
a  sufficient  answer  to  the  case  I  think  I 
have  made  out,  to  be  told  of  the  decree 
of  Ourango,  or  to  hear  a  recapitulation  of 
faults  of  those  on  the  other  side— -faults 
which  I  have  not  attempted  to  defend. 
The  case  which  I  put  affects  both  the  re- 
putation of  this  country,  and  the  tran- 
quillity ofSpain.  The  onl^  chance  for  the 
restoration  of  that  tranquillity  is  to  avoid 
exasperating  the  civil  war,  by  the  intro- 
duction of  a  foreign  force, — to  interfere 
only  to  mitigate  the  horrors  of  the  warfare, 
•r  to  protect  the  liberties  of  a  brave  people 
tUagfUof  (ot  tMx  right*  and  priril^es; 


at  least,  as  much  as  for  the  claims  of  Doa 
Carlos.  I  have  now  laid  my  case  before 
tlie  House,  and,  in  my  opinion  a  stronger 
case — not  resting  on  the  inadequate 
manner  in  which  it  has  been  put  forward| 
but  upon  facts  and  substantial  charges*-^ 
was  never  before  brought  forward  against 
a  foreign  Minister  of  England*  I  \now 
that  the  feeling  throughout  this  country 
scarcely  presents  any  variety  of  opinion  on 
the  subject  of  the  foreign  policy  pursued 
by  the  noble  Lord  opposite.  His  own 
Friends  designate  the  noble  ^Lord's  policy 
as  the  bad  part  of  a  system,  the  maia 

f principles  of  which  they  approve.  Others* 
ike  myself,  think  that  the  present  Go-» 
vernment  is  generally  bad,  and,  therefore^ 
are  still  less  willing  to  bear  with  the  faults 
of  the  Foreign  Department.  In  a  word, 
the  policy  of  the  noble  Lord  is  rather 
tolerated  than  approved  even  by  his  own 
party ;  and  such,  I  believe,  are  the  feelings 
of  the  country.  I  have  felt  it  my  duty  to 
bring  this  matter  forward — I  hope  I  have 
not  done  so  in  any  acrimonious  termsx-n 
and  I  now  call  upon  the  House  to  lend  its 
serious  attention  to  a  subject  which  in* 
volves,  in  no  small  degree,  the  honour  of 
England  and  the  welfare  of  Spain. 

Mr.  R,  Cutlar  Ferguson  said,  he  thought 
it  impossible  not  to  thank  the  noble  Lord 
for  the  manner  in  which  be  had  brought 
forward  his  subject.  The  noble  Lord  had 
done  this  in  a  manner  whioh  was  freA 
from  all  objection  ^ia  a  manner  which 
was  never  surpassed  for  the  moderate  and 
gentlemanly  language  which  had  pervaded 
the  speech  from  beginning  to  end.  At 
the  same  time,  as  he  differed,  almost  ia 
everything,  from  what  the  noble  Lord  had 
said,  he  must  interrupt  the  proceedings  of 
the  evening  for  a  short  period,  in  order  to 
state  his  own  opinions  on  one  or  two 
points.  The  noble  Lord,  as  he  understood* 
m  the  beginning  of  his  speech,  did  not 
mean  to  say  that  the  Quadripartite  Treaty 
ought  not  to  be  observed ;  for,  on  the  coa^ 
Irary,  he  stated  that  be  joined  the  Ad<« 
ministration  which  came  in  when  the  Go- 
vernment  which  now  again  held  office 
went  out,  and  that  that  Ministry  deter- 
mined to  carry  out  the  provisbns  and 
stipulations  of  that  treaty.  The  only 
thing  for  the  House  to  consider  was,  who*' 
ther  his  Majesty's  Government,  in  the  fuU 
filment  of  the  engagements  by  which  they 
were  bound  by  the  treaty,  merited  the 
reproaches  which  had  been  cast  upon 
them  l^  the  noble  Lord,    With  respecl 
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to  the  treaty  itself,  it  appeared  to  him  that 
it  was  justified  on  every  principle  of 
justice,  aud  policy,  and  national  honour. 
He  had  never  yet  heard  that  the  Queen's 
gotemment  was  disapproved  of,  or  that 
the  change  made  by  Ferdinand  in  restoring 
the  ancient  law  of  Spain,  which  was  only 
departed  from  'for  French  purposes— for 
the  purposes  of  the  Bourbon  party — was 
hailed  otherwise  than  by  the  general  ac- 
clamation of  the  Spanish  people,  and  with 
the  unanimous  approval  of  the  Cortes.  The 
lion.  Gentleman  opposite  shook  his  head  ; 
but  he  wished  him  to  listen  to  one  or  two 
arguments  before  he  came  to  a  conclusion 
on  the  question.  The  Queen's  govern- 
ment, as  he  had  already  stated,  was  ap- 
Soved  of  by  the  Cortes.  The  claim  of 
on  Carlos  was  never  taken  into  considera- 
tion by  the  Cortes  at  all ;  he  was  regarded 
merely  as]  a  pretender;  and  in  point  of 
fact,  accoiding  to  the  restored  and  acknow- 
ledged law  of  Spain,  he  had  no  more  pre- 
tension to  the  throne  of  that  kingdom  tnan 
any  Gentleman  whom  he  had  then  the 
honour  to  address.  Under  these  circum- 
fitances,  Great  Britain  having  offered  her 
aid  and  assistance  to  the  Queen  of  Spain, 
the  question  arose,  whether  it  was  not 
necessary  that  the  Government  should 
enter  into  an  alliance  with  some  of  the 
other  powers  of  Europe,  in  order  to  enable 
it  to  carry  its  intentions  into  effect.  First 
of  all  there  was  a  treaty  with  respect  to 
Portugal  only,  in  which  Don  Carlos 
xniM  regarded  simply  as  pretender  to 
the  Spanish  throne,  and  the  object 
of  which  was  to  exclude  him  from  the 
possession  of  the  crown  of  that  country. 
No  sooner  had  the  powers  of  Europe 
declared  that  they  would  not  permit 
Don  Carlos,  as  a  pretender  to  the 
throne  of  Spain,  to  remain  in  Portugal  for 
the  purpose  of  opposing  the  government 
of  the  Queen,  than  Don  Carlos,  and  Don 
Miguel  put  themselves  under  the  protec- 
tion of  this  country.  Shortly  afterwards, 
however,  Don  Carlos  thought  proper  to 
abandon  the  asylum  he  had  found  here ; 
and  entering  again  into  the  field  of  con- 
tention in  Spain,  he  published  the  infamous 
edict  at  Durango,  under  which  many  of  the 
subjects  of  the  King,  and  many  of  his 
own  fellow  countrymen  were  murdered  in 
cold  blood.  The  case  then  stood  thus : — 
the  British  Ministry,  acknowledging  the 
government  of  the  Queen  of  Spain,  en- 
teredy  as  they  had  a  perfect  right  to  do, 
into  an  alliance  with  her  aud  other  Eu- 


ropean powers,  to  expel  Don  Carlos  from 
the  territory  of  Portugal ;  and  having 
expelled  him  thence,  an  additional  article, 
undoubtedly,  a  very  important  one,  was 
appended  to  the  treaty.  It  was  in  these 
terms : — '^  His  Majesty^  the  King  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  engages  to  furnish 
to  the  Queen  of  Spain  such  supplies  of 
arms  and  warlike  stores  as  the  maintenance 
of  her  cause  may  require,  and,  if  necessary, 
to  furnish  a  naval  force."  If  the  British 
Government  were  right  in  acknowledging 
the  government  of  the  Queen  of  Spain—- 
if  they  were  right  in  the  treaty  they  sub- 
sequently entered  into  with  her^  and  with 
other  European  powers,  to  exclude  Don 
Carlos  from  the  Spanbh  throne — surely 
they  were  bound  to  furnish  aid,  if  the 
necessity  arose  to  the  full  extent  engaged 
for  under  that  treaty.  The  British  Go- 
vernment had  done  nothing  more.  So 
far,  indeed,  from  having  exceeded  the 
terms  of  the  treaty,  he  thought  the  British 
Government  would  not  have  done  its  duty, 
if,  supposing  the  necessity  to  have  arisen, 
it  had  not  gone  much  further  for  the 
purpose  of  carrying  the  additional  article 
he  had  alluded  to  into  full  effect.  Having 
agreed  to  the  treaty,  the  question  now 
was,  whether  the  British  Government  had 
abandoned  their  dutv  in  anything  that 
had  since  been  done  i  He  did  not  know 
on  what  ground  it  could  be  said  that  they 
had  abandoned  their  duty.  It  was  said, 
that  they  had  done  more  than  was  neces- 
sary.  He  did  not  know  how  that  assertion 
could  be  maintained.  Beyond  the  fur« 
nishing  of  arms  and  warlike  stores,  they 
had  extended  to  the  Queen  of  Spain,  no 
aid  that  was  not  immediately  connected 
with,  and  strictly  confined  to,  a  naval 
support.  The  noble  Lord  (Lord  Mahon) 
said,  that  his  noble  Friend,  the  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  had  taken  advantage 
of  the  military  revolution  of  La  Granja  to 
shower  additional  aid  upon  the  Queen  of 
Spain.  Other  nations,  perhaps,  might  not 
have  regarded  that  revolution  in  the  same 
light  as  his  noble  Friend  did ;  but  he  was 
sure,  that  no  man  could  look  upon  the 
subject,  without  seeing  that  the  mere  fact 
of  that  military  revolution,  which  he  as 
much  as  any  man  detested — for  nothing, 
in  his  opinion,  could  be  more  prejudicial 
to  the  best  interests  of  a  country,  than  a 
revolution  carried  on  by  military  force — ^at 
the  same  time,  he  thought  no  man  could 
calmly  look  upon  the  subject,  without 

seeing  that  the  British  Govermnent  would 
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not  have  been  justified  in  abandoning  the 
cause  of  the  Queen  of  Spain,  because  she 
happened  to  be  placed  in  the  unfortunate 
situation  occasioned  by  the  revolution. 
The  result  of  the  military  revolution  of 
LaOranja  was,  that  the  constitution  of 
1812,  was  restored  with  certain  modifica- 
tions. There  had  been  a  moderation  on 
the  part  of  the  Cortes  since,  which  had 
made  them  unpopular  in  Spain,  but  which 
entitled  them  to  the  praise  of  Europe ;  and 
he  was  ready  to  declare  that  Europe  was 
infinitely  indebted  to  the  Cortes  for  having, 
by  their  discreet  acts  and  increased  spirit, 
made  the  cause  of  the  Queen  of  Spain 
much  better  than  it  was.  The  noble  Lord 
(Mahon)  had  indulged  in  some  lengthened 
observations  on  the  subject  of  the  Basque 
provinces.  The  short  reply  to  those  ob- 
servations wasy  that  the  British  Govern- 
ment was  obliged,  under  the  treaty  into 
which  it  had  entered,  to  meet  the  war 
wherever  the  war  arose.  The  fact  of  their 
having  met  and  opposed  Don  Carlos  in 
those  provinces,  did  not  show  that  they 
were  inimical  to  them,  or  that  they  would 
do  anything  to  prejudice  their  peculiar 
rights  or  privileges.  The  noble  Lord  also 
remarked  upon  the  auxiliary  force  of 
British  subjects,  which  the  Government  of 
Great  Britain  had  allowed  to  enter  Spain, 
to  support  the  cause  of  the  Queen.  He,  for 
one,  could  not  see  that  there  was  ground  of 
reproach  or  blame  in  so  allowingBritish  sub- 
jects to  embark  in  the  cause  of  the  Queen 
of  Spain.  The  cause  of  the  Queen  con- 
cerned all  Europe— a  cause  which  the 
Spanish  people  were  not  allowed  to  fight  out 
between  themselves,  because  the  Northern 
Powers  of  Europe,  in  the  absence  of  any 
foreign  interference  on  the  part  of  the 
Queen,  were  prepared  to  place  Don  Carlos 
on  the  throne.  It  was  pretty  well  estab- 
lished, that  a  close  communication  \7as 
carried  on  between  the  Northern  Powers 
of  Europe  and  Don  Carlos,  and,  by  the 
aid  of  the  former,  the  latter  would  have 
undoubtedly  been  placed  on  the  throne  of 
Spain^  had  it  not  been  for  the  oppor- 
tune interference  of  the  subjects  of  Great 
Britain.  The  British  Government  had 
done  nothing  beyond  that  which  it  had 
eneaged  to  do,  and  which  it  bad  a 
right  to  engage  itself  to  do;  and  he 
thought  the  most  unfortunate  thing  that 
could  have  occurred  would  have  been, 
the  defeat  of  the  attempt  to  keep  the 
Queen  on  the  throne  of  Spain^  such  a 

defeat  would  certaioly  haro  taken  plac^i 


had  it  not  been  for  the  gallant  bearing  of 
our  brave  countrymen  at  Bilboa.  As  an 
Englishman,  he  felt  proud  that  they  were 
his  countrymen  who  took  so  decided  and 
so  distinguished  a  part  in  the  relief  of 
Bilboa,  a  part  which  the  general  himself 
declared,  tended  so  directly  and  so  mate- 
rially to  the  success  of  the  daring  under- 
taking. The  noble  Lord  had  spoken 
rather  lighdy>  rather  disparagingly,  of  the 
conduct  of  the  Spanish  troops,  yet  it  was 
impossible  that  any  troops  could  have  con- 
ducted themselves  with  greater  courage, 
or  greater  perseverance,  under  severe 
privations,  than  the  troops  of  the  Queen 
of  Spain  did  on  that  occasion;  nor  did 
the  leader  of  any  troops  ever  behave  with 
greater  gallantry  than  General  Espartero ; 
who,  whilst  he  declared  the  bravery  of  his 
own  soldiers,  acknowledged  in  the  most 
generous  manner  the  obligations  he  was 
under  to  our  own  countrymen.  But,  at  the 
same  time,  he  agreed  with  the  noble  Lord, 
that  a  difierent  course  might  perhaps  have 
been  adopted,  if  the  ignorance  and  inactivity 
of  the  Spanish  government — an  ignorance 
and  inactivity  which  left  it  matter  of 
doubt,  at  one  time,  whether  Don  Carlos 
or  the  Queen  should  occupy  the  throne» 
could  have  been  foreseen.  Now,  however, 
it  was  clear  that  the  cause  of  the  Queen 
had  triumphed  over  the  faction  of  Don 
Carlos ;  for  he  could  call  the  supporters 
of  that  princely  pretender  by  no  other 
name.  It  was  a  faction  seeking  to  usurp 
a  throne,  to  which  Don  Carlos  had  no 
title.  But  he  would  not  take  up  more  of 
the  time  of  the  House.  The  noble  Lord 
had  brought  forward  nothing  new  that 
night — had  advanced  nothing  but  what 
had  been  alleged,  and  fully  and  completely 
answered  on  many  previous  occasions. 
He  thought,  therefore,  that  the  few  ob- 
servations he  had  felt  it  his  duty  to  make, 
would  be  considered  by  the  House  as  a 
sufiicient  reply  to  what  had  been  stated. 

Mr.  Oally  Knight^  dissenting  entirely 
from  the  view  taken  of  the  subject  by  the 
noble  Lord  (Mahon)  the  Member  for 
Hertford,  wished  to  say  a  few  words  in 
order  that  his  vote,  if  it  were  required, 
might  not  be  misunderstood.  The  struggle 
that  was  going  on  in  the  Peninsula  was 
not  merely  a  struggle  between  the  parties 
concerned — ^not  merely  a  struggle  between 
Don  Carlos  and  Queen  Isabella,  but  a 
struggle  between  two  opposite  principles, 
between  the  principle  of  despotism  and 

the  principle  of  freedom.     He  was  of 
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opinion^  therefore,  that  the  British  Go* 
vernuienl  was  fully  justified  in  extending 
its  assistance  to  an  ancient  and  distressed 
ally — to  a  great  but  unfortunate  country; 
and  to  prevent,  as  far  as  possible,  the 
growth  of  that  engrossing  despotism  which 
had  gradually  reduced  Spain  from  one  of 
the  most  powerful  to  one  of  the  weakest 
kingdoms  in  Europe.  An  interference  to 
prevent  the  success  of  Don  Carlos,  and 
the  re-establishment  of  despotic  principles 
in  Spain,  was  in  his  opinion,  every  way 
wortny  of  the  British  Government.  The 
noble  Lord  had  expressed  his  disapproba- 
tion of  the  two  additional  articles  which 
were  appended  to  the  Quadruple  Alliance. 
His  conviction  was,  that  the  noble  Lord 
the  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs,  in  ap- 
pending those  articles  to  the  treaty,  was 
wholly  actuated  by  an  earnest  desire  to 
put  an  end  to  a  war  of  this  description, 
and  the  object  he  had  in  view  fully  justi- 
fied the  means  by  which  he  attempted  to 
accomplish  it*  As  to  the  auxiliary  force 
that  had  been  supplied,  he  was  decidedly 
of  opinion  that  it  nad  been  of  the  utmost 
benefit  to  the  Queen  of  Spain,  for  if  the 
British  had  not  been  present  at  Bilboa, 
Bilboa  would  have  fallen ;  and  if  Bilboa  had 
fallen,  Don  Carlos  would  have  been  on 
the  throne  of  Spain*  He  was  in  Paris  at 
the  time ;  and  ne  could  state  that  in  the 
estimation  of  the  French,  the  British  arms 
had  been  anything  but  tarnished  by  the  con- 
duct of  our  countrymen  before  the  walls  of 
Bilboa.  If  all  the  provinces  of  Spain  were 
divided  in  opinion  as  to  who  should  fill 
the  throne,  he  admitted  that  a  handful  of 
British  soldiers  would  not  be  sufficient  to 
serve  the  liberal  and  legitimate  cause  in 
that  country  ;  but  what  he  contended  for 
was  this,  that  up  to  the  present  moment 
the  treasure  of  England  had  not  been  pro- 
digally wasted,  that  the  honour  of  the 
British  army  had  not  been  stained,  and 
that  the  noble  Lord,  the  Foreign  Secre* 
tary,  had  not  deserved  the  censures  which 
had  been  cast  upon  him,  and  of  which  he 
had  no  doubt  the  House  would  hear  a 
great  deal  more.  As  he  dissented  in 
opinion  from  that  noble  Lord,  and  from 
the  Ministry  with  which  he  acted,  upon 
some  domestic  questions  of  paramount  im- 
portance, he  was  more  anxious  to  do  him 
justice  in  an  instance  where  he  did  not 
Delieve  him  to  be  wrong.  He  had  risen, 
therefore,  to  offer  his  humble  testimony  to 
the  correctness  of  the  course  that  nad 
t^een  pursued. 


Mr.  Fector  declared  that  he  was  directly 
and  fundamentally  opposed  to  the  policy 
of  the  noble  Lord,  because  he  was  a  sup- 
porter of  that  system  of  foreign  .  policy 
under  which  he  b!elieved  the  real  rights  and 
privileges  of  the  country  could  alone  be 
maintained.  He  regretted  the  manner  in 
which  this  question  had  been  brought  for- 
ward. He  would  rather  have  seen  some 
substantial  resolution  submitted  to  the 
House.  Pie  gave  the  noble  Lord  credit 
for  the  purest  motives  ;  but  he  thought  the 
House  ought 'to  be  placed  in  a  position  to 
declare  by  its  vote  whether  it  sanctioned 
the  policy  of  the  noble  Lord  or  not.  He 
condemned  the  cruel  spirit  that  had  charac- 
terised the  war,  and  could  not  enough  re« 
probate  the  massacres  at  Barcelona  and 
Madrid,  but  he  should  like  to  know  what 
right  this  country  had  to  interfere  with  the 
affairs  of  Spain  at  all  ?  Suppose,  for  a  mo- 
ment, that  a  question  respecting  the  suc- 
cession was  entertained  in  this  country, 
how  should  we  like  Prussia,  or  Austria,  or 
France  to  interfere  with  us  for  the  purpose 
of  upholding  either  one  or  the  other  side 
of  the  question?  What  would  be  our 
feelings  ?  Would  not  every  man  with  the 
heart  of  an  Englishman  stand  up  and  vin- 
dicate the  independence  of  his  country? 
He  thought,  too»  that  the  course  pursued 
would  be  ultimately  ineffective.  We  might 
send  out  our  tens  ofthousands  or  hundreds 
of  thousands  of  men,  but  he  believed  we 
should  never  settle  the  question  of  the  go* 
vernment  of  Spain.  Napoleon  with  all  his 
military  resources  found  that  to  be  more 
than  he  could  effect.  He  regretted,  exceed* 
ioglyi  the  course  which  had  been  taken  by 
the  British  Ministry,  because  the  effect  of 
it  had  been  to  crush  freedom  of  opinion 
among  the  people  of  Spain.  As  a  friend 
to  our  national  honour,  be  was  compelled 
to  say  that  he  considered  that  it  bad  been 
compromised.  As  a  friend  to  liberty,  he 
considered  with  his  noble  Friend  thmt  it 
had  been  interfered  with  and  violated  by 
the  foreign  policy  of  this  country,  and  he 
only  regretted  that  the  question  had  not 
been  brought  before  the  House  in  such  a 
manner  as  to  enable  it  to  give  a  distioci 
vote. 

Lord  Francis  Egerton  bad  no  intention 
of  interfering  in  the  discussion,  but  was 
induced  to  rise  by  one  or  two  of  the  latter 
observations  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Kirkcudbright.  That  right  hon.Member  had 
taken  a  course  with  respect  to  the  priyilegti 
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consistent  enough  with  the  whole  policy  of 
his  Majesty's  Government,  for  it  was  one 
which  led  him  to  come  to  a  judgment  on 
the  advantages  of  those  privileges  to  the 
provinces  to  which  they  belonged,  and  to 
found  the  policy  of  this  country  on  his  own 
appreciation  of  their  utility.  He  thought 
if  that  question  were  a  fit  one  for  the 
decision  of  that  House,  he  might  be  induced 
to  agree  with  the  right  hon.  Member  that 
those  privileges  might  be  abolished  with 
advantage  to  those  provinces,  if  they  could 
be  induced  to  forego  them.  On  general 
principles  he  thought  that  when  districts 
by  geographical  position,  and  a  concur- 
ence  of  other  circumstances,  formed  part 
of  a  monarchy  or  extended  system,  it  was 
usually  desirable  that  their  institutions 
should  merge  in  that  general  system.  He 
went  further,  and  thought  that  it  would  be 
a  benefit  to  those  provinces  if  their  very 
singular  and  ancient  language  itself  could 
be  replaced  by  the  Spanish.  He  agreed 
with  M.  Du-Pm  that  the  use  of  the  Basque 
language  was  an  impediment  to  her 
civilisation ;  but  were  we  the  judges  of 
these  matters  ?— were  we,  in  our  judg- 
ments, to  lend  our  aid  for  the  remedy  of 
such  evils,  while  their  existence  was 
cherished  by  the  parties  themselves  ?  He 
believed  the  Basques  were  in  arms  for  the 
preservation  of  their  privileges  but  not  ex- 
clusively for  that,  for  attachment  to  a 
particular  succession,  and  to  the  person  of 
their  prince,  was  also  among  their  motives. 
And  were  we  to  be  called  upon  to  forego 
and  deaden  all  natural  sympathy  with  a 
people  thus  fighting  against  superior  forces, 
for  a  cause  of  those  merits  they  were  the 
sole  and  proper  judges?  It  was  not 
necessary  to  be  a  Carlist  to  feel  that 
sympathy  ;  it  knocked  at  every  bosom  in 
England.  He  believed  the  very  men  who 
haa  lately  been,  if  they  were  not  at  this 
moment,  pointing  the  ponderous  artillery 
of  Britain  against  the  party  entrenchments 
of  the  mountaineer,  felt  that  sympathy, 
that  it  penetrated  into  the  very  recesses  of 
Downing-*street  itself,  and  that  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  was  not  proof  against  it. 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcud- 
bright bad  next  made  what  he  (Lord  Fran- 
cis E^rton)  considered  an  important 
admission  -,  be  admitted  that  he  might 
have  paused  in  the  measure  of  repealing 
the  Foreign  Enlistment  Act  if  he  could 
have  foreseen  its  results,  and  the  utter 
failure  of  the  expedition  which  had  its 
biitb  ia  tbftt  reposJ*  **  Bot/'  scud  the  right 


hon.  Gentleman,  **  how  could  we  foresee 
that  Spanish  Generals  would  behave  as 
they  have  ?*'  How  indeed  i  Had  the 
noble  Lord,  then — had  the  Government-^ 
no  means  of  forming  a  just  anticipation  of 
the  assistance  likely  to  be  derived  from 
Spanish  arms  and  Spanish  finances  ?  If, 
indeed,  the  events  of  150  years  past  had 
been  blotted  from  hbtory,  and  could  we  be 
carried  back  at  once  to  the  Spain  of  the 
sixteenth  century,  when  her  troops  were 
led  by  an  Elva,  a  Parma,  in  Europe-*- 
when  they  were  led  by  Gortez  to  the  con- 
quest of  another  hemisphere — when  their 
infantry  was  the  first  in  Europe,  the  noble 
Lord  might  have  well  been  excused  for 
hopes  deceived  and  prophecies  refuted  bv 
events.  But  had  nothing  since  occurreo, 
had  recent  history  no  pages  on  which  he 
might  read  the  fixture  ?  The  noble  Lord 
had  been  Secretary  at  War  through  the 
war  of  independence.  Had  its  records 
taught  him  nothing  of  Spanish  Generals 
and  Spanish  promises  ?  If  he  looked  for 
information  in  the  ranks  of  that  political 
party  to  which  the  noble  Lord  was  a 
recent  acquisition,  was  the  name  of 
Napier  unknown  in  our  literary  annals? 
If  be  could  condescend  to  borrow  advice 
from  a  political  opponent,  but  from  one 
who  never  refused  his  counsel  or  his 
service  when  the  interests  of  his  coun- 
try were  at  stake,  a  walk  would  have 
taken  him  to  Apsley-housC'^a  word  would 
have  brought  the  Duke  of  Wellington  to 
Downing-street.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Nottinghamshire  had  thought  fit  to  ap- 
prove of  the  policy  of  Government  on  a 
simple  and  intelligible,  but,  a  most 
questionable,  ground.  The  hon.  Members 
seemed  to  consider  the  contest  in  Spain 
as  a  simple  one  between  the  extreme  of 
bigotry  and  despotism  on  the  one  hand, 
and  rational  liberty  on  the  other.  He 
(Lord  Francis  Egerton)  doubted  this 
conclusion.  He  considered  that  if  it 
were  true  that  the  inquisition  was  ranged 
on  one  side  as  the  inevitable  consequence 
of  success,  which  he  thought  beyond  our 
knowledge  to  presume,  it  was  at  least  as 
evident  that  the  wildest  extravagancies  of 
Atheism  and  Jacobinism  were  ranged  on 
the  other.  He  wish^  to  see  an  end  to 
that  contest.  If  the  noble  Lord  could  put 
forth  his  hand  and  raise  up  that  edifice  of 
national  liberty  which  he  gave  the  noble 
Lord  credit  for  the  wish  to  raise,  he  might 
rejoice ;  but,  taking  the  history  and  con- 
ditipn  Qf  Spain   into  60oside»tioii|  h« 
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doubted  that  the  noble  Lord  could 
ever  perform  that  exploit,  and  he  still 
more  questioned  ^^hether  any  of  his 
measures  had  hitherto  been  calculated 
to  lead  to  that  result.  But  if  the  noble 
Lord,  in  the  spirit  of  the  conclusion  of 
a  pamphlet  which  had  been  much  com- 
mented upon,  had  ulterior  views  —  if, 
instead  of  dabbling  with  the  confines  of 
that  country,  of  pursuing  a  warfare  up  to 
high-water  mark,  he  seriously  meant  to 
launch  a  force  into  the  interior,  he  warned 
him  to  beware.  He  might  succeed  for  the 
moment,  but  the  country  which  sanctioned 
the  invasion  of  a  moment  must  be  prepared 
to  sanction  the  expense  of  years  of 
occupation^  and  to  take  upon  itself  the 
administration  of  the  country.  This  was 
no  new  doctrine.  If  he  objected  to  such 
interventions  now  on  the  part  of  this 
country  he  had  done  so  in  1823  in  the 
case  of  the  French  invasion.  He  had 
condemned  it  as  dangerous  to  those  who 
undertook  it.  Why  did  he  then  believe 
that  France  would  find  any  military  difli- 
Gulty  in  invading  that  country  ?  He  well 
knew  and  believed  they  might  march  from 
IruD  to  Cadiz  without  a  struggle.  They 
did  so;  they  took  the  Trocadero,  they 
occupied  Cadiz,  and  then  their  difficulties 
began.  They  found  the  difficulty  was 
not  to  advance  but  to  withdraw.  With 
this  example  before  him  he  warned  the 
noble  Lord  to  be  cautious  in  listening  to 
the  advice  contained  in  that  pamphlet. 
On  these  grounds  he  could  not  join  in  the 
eulogy  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Notting- 
ham had  passed  on  the  measures  and 
policy  of  the  noble  Lord. 

Mr.  R,  Cutlar  Ferguson  begged  to 
explain.  He  had  never  justified  the  war 
in  Spain  on  the  ground  of  taking  away 
the  privileges  of  the  Basque  provinces.  On 
the  contrary,  he  admired  the  conduct  of 
the  people  of  those  provinces.  The  war 
was  found  there,  and  was  there  encountered 
bat  it  was  never  intended  to  make  war 
against  the  privileges  of  the  people.  He 
certainlv  felt  deep  regret  at  seeing  the 
blood  of  his  countrymen  shed  for  the  sup- 
port of  the  Spanish  nation,  unaided  by  the 
army  of  that  nation. 

Mr.  Poulter  differed  entirely  from  the 
views  entertained  by  the  noble  Lord  oppo- 
site, and  protested  against  the  term  inter- 
vention being  applied  to  the  policy  of  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Fo- 
feign  Affiurs.  That  term  could  be  applied  to 
thoio  caiM  only  wher«  a  state  unappealed 


to  interposed  by  its  own  authority  in  the 
concerns  of  another  state.  But  what  was 
the  case  here?  Two  constitutional  go- 
vernments, recognised  as  governments  de 
facto  and  dejure^  appealed  to  this  country, 
in  conjunction  with  France,  in  the  most 
solemn  manner,  to  afford  their  co-operation 
in  working  out  the  pacification  of  those 
two  constitutional  governments  —  Spain 
and  Portugal.  This  the  government  of 
England  had  done  honestly  and  bona  fide; 
and  if  anything  less  had  been  done,  it 
would  have  been  an  abandonment  of  the 
quadru partite  alliance.  The  noble  Lord 
had  argued  in  favour  of  some  restriction 
being  introduced  upon  this  subject;  but 
the  noble  Lord,  before  he  coula  call  for 
the  adoption  of  any  restriction,  was  bound 
to  show  that  there  existed  some  party 
capable  of  claiming  the  benefit  of  it. 
The  Britisb  people,  so  far  from  calling 
for  any  restriction,  most  cordially  sup- 
ported the  policy  of  the  Qovernment  in 
granting  naval  assistance  to  Spain.  Did 
Uie  Spanish  government  complain  that 
this  country  had  g^ven  them  a  too  generous 
assistance  ?  What  other  party,  then,  could 
it  be  ?  The  noble  Lord  (Lord  Mahon)  had 
thought  proper  to  disclaim  any  right  or 
interest  on  the  part  of  Don  Carlos :  others, 
however,  did  not  imitate  the  noble  Lord. 
There  were,  then,  behind  the  scenes,  \he 
friends  of  Don  Carlos,  whom  they  sup- 
posed to  be  entitled  to  the  benefit  of  that 
restriction.  But  the  rights  of  Don  Carlos 
were  utterly  annihilated  by  the  Quadruple 
Alliance;  Don  Carlos  was  either  the  sove- 
reign  of  Spain,  or  he  was  nobody.  He 
was  aut  Casar  aut  nullus.  He  was  at  the 
head  of  a  national  nuisance  in  Spain, 
and  he  trusted  the  Government  would  not 
cease  their  exertions  till  they  had  totally 
abated  that  nuisance.  He  deeplydeplored 
what  had  taken  place  in  Spam  since  the 
last  prorogation  or  Parliament.  They  had 
seen  a  constitutional  system  stained  with 
blood,  one  of  the  principles  of  that  system 
being  to  prevent  the  shedding  of  blood. 
But  they  ought  to  look  in  common  fairness 
at  the  causes  which  led  to  those  misfor- 
tunes ;  they  should  remember  the  dismissal 
of  SeRor  Mendizabali  a  popular  minister; 
the  appointment  of  Isturitz  in  his  place,  a 
most  unpopular  minister;  and  the  retain* 
ing  of  Cordova  at  the  head  of  the  army. 
These  were  circumstances  which  led  to  the 
re-establishment  of  the  constitution  of 
1812,  which  he  regarded   more  in  the 
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intrigues  of  the  administration  than  as 
evidence  of  any  serious  intention  to  adopt 
that  form  of  government  in  all  its  objec- 
tionable features.  This  was  proved  by  the 
fact,  that  when  the  modifications  of  that 
constitution  were  proposed  they  were 
adopted  without  a  murmur.  The  French 
Government  did  all  it  could  to  foster  and 
foment  those  lamentable  intrigues  which 
led  to  the  establishment  of  that  very  con- 
stitution, and  then  took  advantage  of  that 
circumstance  to  disband  the  troops  which 
it  had  collected  on  the  frontiers  of  Spain 
in  compliance  with  the  Quadruple  Treaty, 
In  adverting  to  the  glorious  achievement 
at  Bilboa,  he  must  congratulate  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  on  the  very  curious  felicity  which 
had  attended  him  with  regard  to  the  gross 
inconsistency  of  those  reproaches  which 
had  been  made  against  him;  for  within 
four  and  twenty  hours  after  his  opponents 
had  said  of  him  that  his  policy  was  most 
trifling  and  most  contemptible  in  the  face 
of  all  Europe,  they  accused  him  of  having 
propria  vigor  relieved  that  important  city, 
and  dispersed  the  army  of  Don  Carlos. 
What,  meanwhile,  had  the  French  Go- 
vernment done?  They  had  stopped  in 
transitu  a  few  barrels  of  gunpowder  while 
crossing  the  Pyrenees.  The  duty  of  the 
French  Government  was  to  have  hermeti- 
cally sealed  the  Spanish  frontier.  But 
had  the  Quadruple  Treaty  been  kept  by 
all  parties  who  had  engaged  in  it  ?  He 
had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  the  French 
Government  had  kept  that  treaty  with 
punic  faith,  and  nothing  else.  With  re- 
spect to  the  constitution,  the  faults  which 
attached  to  it  were  those  which  had  con- 
tinued from  the  old  system  of  government 
in  Spain.  He  had  faith  in  the  consti- 
tution of  Spain,  and  he  was  satisfied 
that  it  was  to  that  they  must  look  for  the 
real  independence  and  improvement  of  the 
Spanish  people.  He  would  also  observe, 
that  if  the  Spanish  people  wished  to  make 
some  atonement  for  the  reproaches  so 
justly  cast  on  them  for  the  proceedings  in 
that  war,  he  would  recommend  them  to 
make  a  provision  for  the  children  of  the 
unhappy  and  mistaken  Quesada  and  others 
who  had  been  sacrificed  in  the  unfortu- 
nate outbreaks  which  had  occurred. 

Mr.  Grove  Price  could  not  help  congra- 
tulating the  noble  Lord  on  the  curious 
felicity  of  his  foreign  policy,  which,  at  the 
same  time,  was  a  matter  of  reproach 
throughout  Europe,  and  which  had  led  to 


such  results  as  had  been  described  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman.  Certainly  in  his  opinion 
nothing  could  be  more  curiously  felicitous 
than  the  compliment  of  the  hon.  Member. 
To  proceed,  however,  to  the  subject-matter 
of  aebate.  He  felt  in  the  first  instance 
bound  to  declare  that  he  was  determined 
to  support  the  cause  of  one  whose  title  to 
the  Crown  of  Spain  was,  in  his  mind,  un- 
questionable, in  spite  of  the  language  and 
vituperative  expressions  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Kirkcudbright.  The  character 
of  the  distinguished  man  to  whom  he  had 
alluded  had  been  most  disgracefully  slan- 
dered through  the  medium  of  the  press 
and  by  means  of  libellous  pamphlets.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  only  to  have 
studied  the  character  of  Don  Carlos 
through  the  press :  he  had  evidently  not 
made  the  law  of  succession  in  Spain  a 
matter  of  enquiry,  and  notwithstanding 
this,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  given 
his  opinion  as  if  he  were  the  arbiter  to  de- 
cide between  the  various  claimants  to  the 
Crown  of  Spain.  He  begged  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  suspend  his  judgment 
and  to  leave  it  to  the  country  to  determine 
who  was  the  lawful  heir  according  to  the 
law  and  institutions  of  Spain,  and  that  was 
all  that  he  required.  He  could  not,  how- 
ever, help  expressing  his  surprise  when  he 
found  that  an  hon.  Gentleman  disposed  of 
the  Crown  of  Spain  without  liaving  quoted 
one  word  of  any  author  that  could  be 
considered  as  a  proper  authority  on  the 
law  of  succession  in  that  country.  A 
pamphlet .  had  been  published  within  the 
last  few  days  on  the  subject  of  Spaiu, 
which  he  would  show  before  he  sat  down 
was  one  of  the  greatest  tissues  of  absurdi- 
ties and  mistakes  that  had  ever  been  set 
forth  in  this  country.  He  acquitted  the 
noble  Lord  of  being  the  author  of  this 
pamphlet.  It  was  one  of  the  most  fulsome 
and  ridiculous  strings  of  panegyrics  on  the 
noble  Lord  and  the  foreign  policy  of  the 
Government  as  regarded  Spain  that  had 
ever  been  published  in  this  country,  and 
therefore  he  would,  on  that  ground  alone, 
acquit  the  noble  Lord  of  being  its  author. 
He  knew,  however,  that  it  emanated  from 
another  quarter^  from  those  who  knew 
nothing  of  Spain  except  through  the 
statements  of  those  whose  policy  it  was  to 
deceive.  He  knew  who  had  written  this 
pamphlet.  Certainly  he  should  not  name 
the  author,  but  he  would  at  once  state 
that  most  assuredly  it  was  not  written  by 
a  statesman,  or  a  man  of  any  authority  aa 
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regarded  Spain,  but  by  an  underling:  In 
office,  who  received  his  instructions  and 
information  from  a   mentor  in  a  higher 
station,  but  who,  at  the  same  time,  was  so 
Ignorant  of  his  subject,    that,  in  almost 
every  paragraph  he  made  some  egregious 
mistake,  and  who  exaggerated  to  such  an 
extent  as  to  be  the  general  iaughtng*stock 
of  all  who  had  read  his  production.     In 
the  first  thirteen  pages  of  this  pamphlet 
he  ibund  not  less  than  eight  most  absurd 
errors.     He  had  not  read  the  whole  of  it, 
as  he  had  not  time  before  he  came  down 
to  the  House,  but  he  should  call  the  at- 
tention of  hon.  Gentlemen  to  a  few  of 
those  blunders  that  occurred  in  the  early 
pages  of  it.   The  first  statement  to  which 
he  would  allude  respected  two  gentlemen, 
namely,  Mr.  Honan  and  Captain  Henntng- 
sen.  Within  twenty-four  hours  of  the  pub- 
lication of  this  pamphlet  Mr.  Honan  chal- 
lenged the  writer  to  come  forward  and 
avow  himself,  and  declared  that  the  whole 
of  the  statement  set  forth  was  false  ad  re. 
garded  himself.    Captain  Henning8en,an 
officer  of  high  character  and  a  gentleman 
of  the  utmost  respectability,  entered  more 
fally  into  an  examination  of  this  pamph|et, 
and  showed  how  little  reliance  was  to  be 
placed  on  it.    In  the  first  place  it  was 
stated  that  Zumalacarregui  had  sent  a 
strong  verbal  message  to  Don  Carlos,  ac- 
companying a  dispatch  that  he  had  sent. 
Now,  to  this  surprising  statement,  Captain 
Henningsen  replied  that  Zumalacarregui 
never  sent  verbal  messages  with  his  dis- 
patches, and  that  he  never  treated  Don 
Carlos  otherwise  than  with   the  greatest 
respect.   Zumalacarregui  was  then  charged 
with  the  horrid  crime  of  ordering  women 
and  children  to  be  shot.     He  never  did  so 
to   either  women  or  children.      Captain 
Henningsen    was  with  the  Carlist  army 
during  the  period  specified  by  the  author 
of  the  pamphlet  as  that  when  these  alleged 
atrocities  were  committed  ;  and  he  stated 
that  there  never  were  any  executions  of 
women  and  children.     At  the  same  time, 
however,  he  stated,  that  the  children  of 
Zomara,  the  Carlist  General,  having  fallen 
into  the  hands  of  the  Christines,  were^  on 
their  besieging  a  place,  placed  by  them  in 
the  front  ranks,  that  the  first  fire  from  the 
troops  of  the  Carlist  force  under  their 
father    might    destroy    them.      Captain 
Henningsen  also  stated   that  the  infant 
child  of  Zumalacarregui,  only  nine  months 
old,  was  seized  by  the  monster  Rodil,  who 
solemnly  declared  that  he  would  liold  it 


as  a  hostage  for  the  conduct  of  the  flither, 
and  that  its  life  depended  on  that  con- 
duct. The  writer  of  this  pamphlet  also 
said  that  the  news  of  his  death  was  re- 
ceived with  joy  at  the  Court  of  Onate,  and 
Don  Carlos  was  congratulated  by  his 
courtiers  upon  being  emancipated  trom  the 
brutal  despotism  of  his  general.  Now 
was  it  the  fact  that  Don  Carlos^  if  he  did 
not  rejoice,  did  not  receive  with  regret 
the  news  of  the  death  of  this  so-called 
austere  chief?  He  had  heard  the  scene 
described  when  Don  Carlos  went  to  visit 
Zumalacarregui  on  his  death  bed,  and  he 
was  informed  on  undoubted  authority, 
that  that  prince  was  most  deeply  afFected, 
that  he  shed  tears,  and  was  torn  away  in 
an  agony  of  suffering,  and  exclaimed,  that 
he  had  lost  the  bravest  and  most  loyal 
subject  that  monarch  ever  had.  He  did 
more ;  he  broke  through  the  most  ancient 
law  of  Spain,  and  ennobled  the  females  of 
the  family  of  his  brave  General  for  ever. 
Thistle  mentioned  to  show  that  Don  Car- 
los was  not  that  monster  that  he  had 
been  repredented  to  be,  and  that  the 
author  of  the  pamphlet  stood  befbre  Eu- 
rope as  guilty  of  the  grossest  and  most 
infamous  falsehoods.  It  might  have  been 
supposed  that  the  author  had  read  some 
works  on  the  law  of  succession  in  Spain , 
but  this  evidently  could  not  have  been  the 
case,  for  he  confounded  the  law  of  succes- 
sion of  Philip  of  AnjoQ  with  the  old  Sa- 
lique  law  of  France,  which  had  never 
existed  in  Spain.  By  the  law  of  Philip 
the  females  of  the  royal  family  were  pro- 
vided for,  but  males  always  succeedea  to 
the  throne  in  preference  to  them  as  long 
as  there  were  any  males  of  the  direct  line ; 
and  on  the  failure  of  the  latter,  females 
could  inherit  it.  By  this  law,  then,  the 
King  of  Naples  would  succeed  to  the 
Throne  of  Spain  before  Isabella,  but  the 
claim  of  Savoy  was  postponed  to  her 
claim.  What,  then,  did  the  House  think 
of  a  man  who  treated  of  the  law  of 
succession  in  Spain  in  the  manner  that  he 
had  described  ?  He  thought  that  he  had 
done  pretty  well  with  that  part  of  the  sub- 
ject. He  had  not  thought  that  at  his  pe- 
riod of  life  he  would  have  felt  so  much  in- 
terest in  a  question  as  he  did  in  that 
before  the  House.  Every  feeling  and  sym- 
pathy of  his  heart  was  mixed  up  in  the 
cause;  he  had  taken  up  the  question  from 
purely  disinterested  motives ;  and  he  had 
done  so  because  he  believed  that  the  cause 
itself  was  just.    He  roust  beg  the  pardon 
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And  indolgence  of  the  Hduse  for  occupy^ 
ing  80  much  time,  but  he  had  been  almost 
forced  to  do  that  in  consequence  of  the 
course  pursued  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man^ who  spoke  in  a  most  authoritative 
manner,  and  as  if  he  possessed  a  plenary 
power  of  papal  authority  on  the  subject  of 
the  succession  to  the  throne  of  Spain.  He 
should  have  been  happy  to  have  heard 
arguments  instead  of  such  statements  as 
had  been  made  bv  the  right  hon*  Gentle- 
man. Assertions  he  undoubtedly  did  hear^ 
but  nothing  in  the  shape  of  argument.  He 
had  himself  carefully  looked  into  the  law 
of  succession  in  Spain.  He  had  examined 
the  old  law  with  the  aid  of  an  able  Spanish 
lawyer,  and  after  turning  over  many  learned 
works  and  voluminous  documents,  he 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  there  was  no 
fixed  law  of  descent,  but  that  females  as 
well  as  males  inherited.  The  law,  how- 
ever, was  made  positive  by  Philip  of  Anjou, 
and  it  enacted  that  males  should  be  pre- 
ferred to  females,  provided  thev  were  direct 
descendants  of  Philip.  The  law  of  Spain 
cbuld  not  be  altered  unless  by  consent  of 
the  Cortes,  and  also  tinless  the  subject- 
matter  for  the  proposed  new  law  was  placed 
before  the  constituents  who  sent  members 
to  the  Oortes,  strengthened  by  the  opinion 
of  their  constituents  on  the  subject  of  the 
law,  and  unless  this  were  done,  the  law 
was  null  and  void.  He  stated  this  in  re- 
ference to  the  alteration  that  was  attempted 
in  the  law  of  succession  by  Charles  4th.  In 
1 789,  when  this  was  proposed,  no  such 
writ  was  issued  to  the  constituents  in  di- 
recting them  to  choose  the  Cortes,  but 
they  were  simply  called  upon  to  send  re- 
presentatives to  pay  homage  to  Ferdi- 
nand, then  prince  of  the  Astnrias,  and 
other  matters  which  were  not  described. 
At  that  time  both  Ferdinand  and  Carlos 
were  infants,  and  the  king  was  anxious 
in  case  of  their  death  to  fix  the  settlement 
on  his  daughter,  and  therefore  proposed  a 
law  for  the  abolition  of  that  of  Philip  of 
Anjou,  but  it  was  necessarily  informal  in 
consequence  of  the  defects  in  summoning 
the  Cortes,  aS  well  as  on  other  grounds. 
Under  these  circumstances  the  change 
then  proposed  could  hardly  be  considered 
legal.  The  liberals  who  supported  the 
cause  of  Queen  Isabella,  maintained  that 
the  ips^  dixit  of  Ferdinand  should  set 
aside  the  ancient  constitutional  law  of 
Spain.  The  will  of  Ferdinand,  on  the 
contrary,  was  a  document  which  no  one 
at  all  conversant  with  the  laws  of  Spain 


and  its  monarchy  could  regard  as  valid  for 
the  purpose  it  was  intended  to  effect;  it 
was  made  in  violation  of  every  feeling  of 
the  Spanish  people,  and  without  those 
forms  being  observed  which  were  indispens- 
able to  give  it  the  force  of  law,  even  if  its 
object  had  been  one  which  came  within 
the  scope  of  the  powers  of  the  monarch. 
The  people  of  Spain,  if  left  to  the  f)ree  and 
unfettered  exercise  of  their  own  judgment 
and  inclination,  would  support  Don  Car- 
los. Every  province,  he  was  assured, 
would  rise  in  arms  for  his  cause,  whenever 
a  sufficient  military  force  should  appear  in 
it,  to  protect  the  inhabitants,  and  to  form 
the  nucleus  of  an  insurgent  army.  The 
right  of  Don  Carlos  to  the  throne  was,  in 
his  opinion,  indisputable;  but  this  was  a 
question  to  be  decided  by  the  Spaniards 
themselves,  not  by  a  mercenary  band  of 
foreign  invaders.  The  noble  Lord  had  en* 
deavoured  by  his  treaty  of  quadruple  al- 
liance to  form  a  coalition  of  the  great 
western  Powers  in  opposition  to  the  mill* 
tary  empires  of  the  north ;  but  he  thought 
the  project  likely  to  be  signally  unsuccess- 
ful. Portugal  formed  but  a  weak  and  in^ 
considerable  state ;  Spain  was  bleeding  at 
every  pore,  crushed  by  the  policy  of  the 
noble  Lord,  and  could  not  for  a  long  time 
to  come  be  expected  to  form  an  accession 
of  strength ;  and  France,  the  cherished  o( 
our  bosom,  had  administered,  in  the 
speech  delivered  fVom  the  throne  at  the 
opening  of  the  Chambers,  the  most  bitter 
and  sarcastic  rebuke  to  British  policy 
which  any  foreign  power  had  ever  dared  to 
give.  He  lamented,  deeply  lamented,  the 
course  which  the  noble  JLord  had  pursued 
towards  Spain  in  authorising  the  enlist- 
ment of  British  troops  in  the  service  of 
that  country.  He  admitted  that  the  con- 
duct of  these  auxiliaries  had  been  marked 
in  many  instances  by  the  spirit  of  daring 
enterprise  and  high-souled  valour  which 
characterized  the  British  soldier;  but  he 
confessed  that  he  entertained  those  old- 
fashioned  English  notions  which  taught 
that  the  man  who  shed  blood,  not  in  the 
cause  of  his  country,  or  at  the  command 
of  his  king,  but  from  misplaced  and  ill- 
directed  activity,  from  the  love  of  gain, 
from  ambition,  or  curiosity  to  visit 
foreign  countries,  was  not  a  man,  but  a 
murderer.  He  spoke  not  of  those  enthu- 
siastic and  high-minded  spirits,  who  aspired 
to  glory,  dazzled  by  the  splendour  of  mili- 
tary fame,  and  by  the  lustre  of  great 
achievements.     Dangerous,  he  thought, 
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was  their  moral  position ;  but  the  man  who 
heedlessly,  and  without  an  accurate  know- 
ledge of  the  grounds  of  quarrel,  rushed 
into  a  contest,  attracted  more  by  a  desire 
of  spending  his  time  abroad  than  by  at- 
tachment to  the  .principles  of  the  cause 
which  he  was  to  support,  was  little  better 
than  an  assassin ;  and  the  statesman  who 
permitted  it,  had  a  deep  and  fearful  crime 
to  answer  for.  He  was  convinced  that  the 
present  crude  and  rashly-formed  constitu- 
tion of  Spain  would  soon  fall  to  pieces  by 
its  own  weakness ;  it  contained  within  it- 
self the  seeds  of  dissolution,  and  would 
soon  be  replaced  by  intolerable  anarchy, 
which  would  terminate  by  a  union  of  all 
parties  to  restore  to  the  throne  of  his  an- 
cestors the  magnanimous  and  virtuous  Don 
Carlos.  [A  laughJl  Perhaps  those  who 
laughed  had  no  knowledge  of  him  whom 
they  ridiculed.  He  could  assure  them  that 
this  opinion  of  Don  Carlos  was  formed,  not 
solely  from  the  testimony  of  his  friends, 
but  partly  from  that  of  his  enemies.  The 
leaders  of  his  opponents  at  Madrid  had 
acknowledged  that  his  character  was 
adorned  by  all  the  virtues  of  private  life ; 
and  all  that  they  alleged  against  him  was, 
that  he  was  a  roan  of  decided  opinions, 
stem  resolution,  and  dangerous  to  the  li- 
beral party.  He  must  refer,  in  passing,  to  the 
story  which  had  been  got  up  by  a  female 
impostor,  of  an  inquisitorial  tribunal  sitting 
in  the  city  of  London  in  support  of  Don 
Carlos ;  and  to  the  monstrous  insinuation 
that  he  himself  (Mr.  Price)  presided  over 
it.  The  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for  the 
Home  Department,  had,  however,  credited 
this  ridiculous  rumour  so  far,  as  to  cause 
the  house  which  was  indicated  to  be 
searched,  to  the  great  amusement  of  the 
police  magistrates  of  the  metropolis.  As 
to  the  alleged  anxiety  of  Don  Carlos  to 
re-establish  the  inquisition  in  Spain,  who 
was  now  prime  minister  of  Don  Carlos  ? 
The  bishop  of  Leon,  who  had  spent  his 
whole  life  in  writing  against  it,  and  who 
had  even  obtained  from  his  sovereign  a 
decree  for  its  abolition.  Would  any  hon. 
Member  deny  that  Don  Carlos  had  con- 
sented to  its  abolition  1  \^^^  G' Connelly 
I  deny  it.]  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man was,  no  doubt,  an  admirable  judge, 
as  he  was  acquainted  with  the  bishop  of 
Leon ;  and  as  the  bishop  of  Leon  knew  him, 
he  would  only  say,  that  if  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  were  supposed  to  be  in 
the  confidence  of  Don  Carlos,  or  to  share 
his  councils,  no  English  Protestant  Gen- 


tleman would  for  a  moment  countenance 
the  pretensions  of  that  sovereign.  He  was 
fully  convinced  that  these  pretensions 
were  founded  in  justice,  and  that  they 
would  ultimately  prevail.  History,.he  was 
sure,  would  honour  the  gallant  soldiers 
who  combated  for  their  legitimate  prince, 
and  drew  the  sword  in  defence  of  the  pri- 
vileges which  their  native  country  had 
immemorially  enjoyed,  as  it  honoured  the 
brave  and  self-devoted  Highlanders  of 
Scotland  who  upheld  with  romantic  gal- 
lantry the  standard  of  their  ancient  kings ; 
as  it  honoured  the  chivalrous  loyalists  of 
La  Vendue,  who  trampled  on  the  banners 
of  revolution.  Their  cause  was  just,  and 
he  prayed  to  God  that  it  might  be  success-* 
ful. 

Viscount  Palmerston  stated,  that  how- 
ever he  might  differ  from  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  just  sat  down — and  differ  from 
him  he  did — in  every  opinion  that  he  ex- 
pressed, and  which  could  at  all  bear  upon 
the  subject  then  under  discussion,  yet  he 
was  still  ready,  and  most  happy  to  bear  his 
testimony,  that  the  opinions  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  proceeded  from  feelings  deeply 
implanted  in  his  mind,  that  in  his  en- 
thusiasm in  promulgating  these  opinions 
he  was  perfectly  sincere,  and  therefore 
entitled  to  the  respect  of  all  those  who 
differed  the  most  widely  from  him !  The 
hon.  Gentleman,  he  also  felt  bound  to  say, 
had  paid  great  attention  to  the  affairs  of 
Spain,  and  had  studied  them  deeply ;  and 
though  he  might  differ  from  the  hon. 
Gentleman  as  to  the  result  of  his  inquiries, 
yet  still  he  did  Justice  to  the  attention 
which  the  hon.  Uentleman  had  given  to 
the  subject.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had 
begun  his  speech  by  reviewing  a  pamphlet 
relating  to  the  affairs  of  Spain.  He  ad- 
mired the  hon.  Gentleman's  review  much. 
It  was  certainly  a  better  review  than 
some  that  he  had  lately  seen  ;  it  showed 
much  more  knowledge  of  the  matter 
to  be  discussed,  and  it  would  have 
been  better  for  the  party  who  entertain 
the  same  views  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
have  adopted  his  review  of  the  subject 
instead  of  their  own.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  quite  right  in  saying,  that 
he  did  not  write  that  pamphlet.  It  cer- 
tainly was  a  very  able  pamphlet,  and  he 
must  say,  that  if  he  had  written  it,  he 
should  be  proud  to  acknowledge  it.  He 
did  not  mean  to  follow  the  hon.  Mmber 
through  his  review.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  gone  into  a  dissertation  upon 
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the  rights  of  Don  Carlos,  and  he  had 
favoured  them  with  a  history  of  the  law 
of  succession.     The    hon.  Member  was 
right   in  saying,   that  the   Salique    law, 
strictly    so    called,    did    not     exist    in 
Spain.     By  the  law  introduced  by  Philip, 
females    were    not    eligible   to    succeed 
until  all  the  male  descendants  of  Philip 
had    ceased    to  exist.     Now,    the  hon. 
Member    contended,     that     the    recent 
change  in  the  succession  was  not  legally 
made.      That   was   the  point    at    issue. 
He  apprehended,  that  in  the  change  that 
was   made,   all    the    forms    required    by 
law   had   been    gone   through.      It    was 
made    by  the  will  of  one  King;   it  was 
sanctioned  by  the  authority  of  the  suc- 
ceeding    King;  it  was  sanctioned  by  the 
Cortes,    who  were  summoned  by   Ferdi- 
nand, and   summoned   expressly  to   give 
their  sanction.      It    was    sanctioned    by 
their    constituency,    who    were    directly 
called   upon   to  give  their  authority   for 
that   purpose.      The    change,  then^  was 
sanctioned  in  every   manner,    which   the 
hon.  Member  contended  to  be  necessary. 
The  title  of  Isabella  was  recognised  by 
the  great  majority  of  the  Spanish  nation, 
and  by  the  CJortes  of  Spain.     They,  there- 
fore, were  entitled  to  look  upon  the  title 
of    Isabella  as  good.      But   that  was  a 
question  which  the  House  was  not  called 
upon  to  determine.     That  was  a  question 
which  belonged  to  Spain,  and  not  to  Great 
Britain.     They  acknowledged   Isabella  as 
Queen  defacto^ — they  acknowledged   her 
to  be  Queen  of  Spain,  just  as  the  Go- 
vernment   of  the   Duke    of    Wellington 
had    acknowledged     Louis     Philippe    to 
be   King  of  France.     The    Government 
of    the   Duke    of   Wellington    did    not 
refuse    to    acknowledge   Louis   Philippe, 
because  he  was  a  king  sprung  from  a 
revolution.     They  acknowledged  the  fact. 
It  was,  therefore,  not  for  his  Majesty's 
Ministers  to  discuss  whether  the  claim  of 
Carlos,  is  preferable  to  that  of  Isabella. 
It  was  not  for  them  to  adjudicate  between 
the  claims  of  the  two  parties.     It  was 
for  them  to  act  as  another  Government 
had  acted,  in  the  case  of  Charles  the  Tenth 
and  Louis  Philippe.  All  they  did  was  to 
acknowledge  the  queen   de  facto;  and, 
however  good  the  arguments  might  be  to 
show  the  superior  claims  of  one  person 
above  another,  they  had   nothing  to  do 
with  them.     What,  then,  was  the  Govern- 
ment to  do  with  respect  h)  Spain  ?     They 
saw  Isabella  recognised.      A  change  in 
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the  order  of  succession  had  taken  place 
in  Spain;  it  took  place  in  perfect  tran- 
quillity— without  disturbance,  without  re-' 
sistance,  and  without  violence.  He  ap-* 
prehended,  then,  that  the  Government  of- 
England  could  not  have  done  otherwise 
than  acknowledge  that  order  of  succession 
which  was  thus  established  in  Spain.  He 
would  next  pass  to  the  Quadruple  Alliance; 
The  hon.  Gentleman  stated,  that  they  had 
endeavoured  to  found  a  Quadruple  Alliance 
which  would  be  a  counterbalance  to  al- 
liances between  other  powers.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  stated,  that  that  was  a  most 
unstable  foundation,  that  Portugal  was 
powerless,  that  they  had  reduced  Spain 
to  a  miserable  condition,  and  that  they 
had  no  right  to  rely  upon  the  steadiness 
of  the  alliance  of  France.  He  differed  from 
him  upon  these  points;  for,  although  For** 
tugal  had  hardly  yet  recovered  from  her 
struggle  for  free  institutions,  still  she  was  a 
power,  and,  he  took  leave  to  say,  a  sub- 
stantive power,  in  Europe.  He  said,  too, 
that  Spain,  notwithstanding  the  confident 
predictions  of  the  hon.  Member,  would 
become  again  what  she  had  formerly  been; 
and  for  a  long  time,  a  great  and  powerful 
state  in  Europe.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
was  facetious  with  respect  to  the  alliance 
between  France  and  England,  and  had 
assured  the  House  that  that  alliance 
would  be  dissolved,  and  that  the  interests 
of  the  two  countries  would  soon  be  found 
to  conflict  with  each  other.  He  could 
assure  the  hon.  Member  that  he  was  ex- 
ceedingly mistaken,  that  the  alliance 
was  one  of  interest  between  the  two 
nations,  and  that  it  was  certain  long  to 
continue.  Whatever  hopes,  then,  the  hon. 
Member  might  found  upon  a  separation 
of  interests  between  the  two  countries,  he 
could  assure  him,  that  they  would  prove 
to  be  exceedingly  fallacious.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  stated,  that  every  province  in 
Spain  was  ready  to  rise  in  favour  of  Don 
Carlos.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  made 
a  similar  declaration  last  Session,  which 
events  did  not  at  all  prove  to  be  a  true 
prophecy.  Since  that  time,  one  of  the  most 
enterprising  leaders  of  the  Carlists,  Gomez, 
had  traversed  the  south  of  Spain,  without 
producing  any  beneficial  efiects  to  hts 
party,  and  without  any  such  general 
rising  having  taken  place  as  the  hon. 
Member  would  teach  them  to  expect. 
He  believed  that  the  present  prediction 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  prove  to  be 
no  better  fouuded  than  that  of  the  pre- 
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ceding  year.  He  said,  that  the  Government 
would  not  last*  that  it  would  give  w»y  to 
some  wild  theories,  and  end  in  diBmember* 
nant  or  democratic  confusion.  Now  if  there 
were  one  thing  more  than  another  that 
authorised  him  in  entertaining  hopes  with 
regard  to  Spain,  it  wes  the  wisdom 
and  the  moderation  exhibited  by  the 
Cortes,  who  were  now  sitting.  The 
Cortes  met  under  the  most  democratic 
auspices,  and  if  its  conduct  were  to  be 
judged  of  by  its  origin,  it  might  be  sup^ 
posed  that  it  would  have  gone  to  consider* 
able  extremes;  but  the  Cortes  had  proved 
itself  on  the  contrary  the  most  prudent, 
the  most  sensible,  and  the  most  right* 
minded  assembly  that  ever  yet  met 
in  Spain.  He  trusted  that  the  result  of 
the  labours  of  the  Cortes  would  be  this-*- 
to  combine  with  everything  that  was  no* 
eessaiy  to  freedonii  complete  firmness,  and 
strength,  and  to  secure  for  the  people  that 
future  happiness  and  rational  liberty  which 
all  ought  to  desire,  and  which  all  on  his 
side  of  the  House  did  wish  Spain  to  enjoy. 
It  was  curious  to  see  the  diflTerent  rea- 
sons assigned  by  hon.  Members  opposite 
for  the  civil  war  then  raging  in  Spain. 
The  noble  Lord  who  opened  the  debate 
declared  that  the  people  of  the  Basque 
pvovinces  were  eontending  for  their  pri- 
vileges  alone;  but  the  hon.  Qentleman, 
with  more  correct  information  on  the  sub* 
jeet«  stated  that  they  were  fighting  entirely 
for  Don  Carlos.  The  hon.  Gentleman, 
said  that  the  Carlist  war  arose  before  the 
question  about  privileges.  It  was  therefore 
certain  that  the  dispute  was  about  the 
succession  to  the  throne.  An  hon. 
Member  reminded  him  that  in  the  pam- 
phlet of  Captain  Henningsen  this  was 
stated  to  be  the  cause  of  the  war.  If 
it  were  for  their  privileges  that  the  peo* 
pie  of  the  Basque  provinces  were  con- 
tending,  how  did  it  happen  that  the  great 
landowners  of  the  country  were  for  the 
Queen,  and  not  for  Don  Carlos  ?  If  it 
was  a  mere  question  of  privileges,  how 
did  it  happen  that  the  towns  were  for 
the  Queen  and  not  for  Don  Carlos? 
How  did  it  happen,  that  Vittoria  and 
Bilboa  were  upon  the  side  of  the  Queen, 
if  commercial  privileges  were  at  stake 
in  which  they  must  be  more  interested 
than  the  inhabitants  of  the  mou  tains? 
Why  was  this?  Because  those  privi- 
leges,  they  said,  were  of  no  value  to 
them.  The  Basque  provinces  felt  the 
advantages    of   those     privileges   when 


the  rest  of  Spain  was  governed  in  an  ar« 
bitrary  and  despotic  manner ;  but  wlien 
the  rest  of  Spain  became  free,  those  pri* 
vileges  ceased  to  be  of  value  to  them.   He 
knew    that    the    inhabitants   upon  some 
former  occasions  had  begged  to  be  re- 
lieved from  their  privileges;  for,  however 
advantageous  those  privileges  might  be  as 
to  intercourse  with  other  countries,  yet 
still  they  separated  the  Basques  from  tlie 
rest  of  Spain,  and  made  them  as  strsngers 
and  foreigners  in  their  own  country.  How* 
ever  persons  might  feel  a  sympathy  for  men 
who  were  struggling  for  their  ancient  liber- 
ties, yet  when  they  came  to  an  examina- 
tion of  the  real  state  of  the  case  those 
sentiments    must    be    altered,  especially 
when  it  was  recollected  that  they  were  men 
fighting  against  liberty,  and  not  for  it.  The 
noble  Lord  had  drawn  every  beautiful  de* 
scriplion  of  the  cfiects  which  liberty  pro- 
duced  upon  the  Basque    provifioes-'*'he 
had  described  comfort  diifused  amongst  the 
population  -*  villages  secure  -^  cottages 
smiling-okills  covered  with  abundance*^ 
fields  with  plenty«-roads  in  good  order* 
and  all  different  in  appearance  from  tlie 
rest  of  Spain.    But  did  the  noble  X^ord 
investigate  the  causes  that  produced  that 
contrast  between  the  Basque  provinces  and 
the  rest  of  Spain  ?  If  the  noble  Lord  found 
those  provinces  so  happy  because  they 
enjoyed   a  comparative  state  of  libeKy, 
why  did  he  not  feel  anxious,  as  they  on 
that  side  of  the  House  did,  to  have  the 
same  benefits  of  liberty  extended  to  the 
rest  of  the  country  ?     if  the  noble  Lord 
was  so  fond  of  liberty  in  the  abstract,  why 
(lid  he  not  intercede  with  his  party  on 
behalf  of  privileges  which  were  sought  to 
be  extended  to  his  own  country— -why,  if 
he  were  so  anxious  to  benefit  the  Basqoe 
provinces,  did  he  not  intercede  with  his 
noble  Friend,  and  follow  up  his  own  prin- 
ciples, by  endeavouring  to  give  municipal 
institutions  to  Ireland.     Recollecting,  as 
be  did,  that  the  noble  Lord  held  an  office 
of  higli  confidence  under  the  late  Go* 
vernnient,  and  that  he  had  been  connected 
with  the  foreign  relations  of  the  country^ 
he  confessed    that    it  was    not  without 
regret    that    he  had    heard     the    noble 
Lord  make  the  observations  to  which  he 
had  given  utterance  upon  this  question* 
because  if  the  noble  Lord's  opinions  were 
taken  to  be  a  true  representation  of  Uiose 
of  the  Administration  of  whidi  he  had  been 
a  Member,  then  there  was  to  be  found,  as 
the  pervading  character  of  their  thoughts 
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and  opiniona,  an  indiftposltion  to  popular 
liberties,  and  a  profeised  attachment  to 
deapotic  and  arbitrary  Government.  ThU 
waa  a  feeling  which  persons  would  be 
sorry  to  think  waa  entertained  by  the  Go- 
vernment under  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
acted,  and  which  he  should  be  sorry  to 
believe  would  be  likely  to  be  acted  upon  by 
any  Government  to  which  the  noble  Lord 
hereafter  might  belong.  The  noble  Lord 
had  asked  whether,  under  the  treaty,  the 
Governmentought  to  have  acted  as  they  had 
done  ?  The  noble  L^rd  had  been  for  four 
months  in  office,  he  had  acted  under  the 
treaty — he  had  furnished  Spain  with  sup- 
plies of  arms  and  ammunition  ;  he  had 
been  liable,  too,  to  be  called  upon  under 
another  article  of  that  treaty,  when  the 
Qaeen  of  Spain  required  it,  to  give  naval 
assistance.  This,  the  noble  Lord  might 
have  be«n  called  upon  to  do  by  the  treaty ; 
and  it  waa  calculsted  to  excite  especial 
wonder  that  the  noble  Lord  did  not  seem 
to  know  the  preoise  position  in  which  the 
treaty  placed  England  as  to  peace  or 
war.  But  the  noble  Lord  knew,  aa  well  as 
he  didi  that  they  were  auxiliaries  to  the 
Quaeo  of  Spain,  and  not  principals  in 
the  war.  The  noble  Lord  said  that  the 
original  treaty  waa  juatifiable,  but  the 
additional  articlea  were  not.  The  original 
treaty,  be  aaid,  contemplated  aaaistaoce  to 
Poftttgal  in  a  civil  war,  but  it  did  not  con- 
template assistance  to  Spain  in  such  a 
case.  Why,  he  would  ask,  did  not  the 
treaty  aa  justly  apply  to  Spain  aa  to  Por- 
tugal ?  It  appeared  to  him»  on  the 
ahowiog  of  the  noble  Lord,  to  be  just 
aa  applicable  to  Spain  as  to  Portugal. 
The  treaty  was  concluded  because  there 
waa  a  civil  war  in  Portugal;  and  when  the 
civil  war  was  transferred  to  Spain,  the  same 
parties  who  took  part  with  Portugal,  by 
treaty,  at  an  early  period,  were  bound 
to  eatend  its  provisions  to  Spain,  He 
denied  that  the  treaty  had  so  limited  an 
object  aa  the  Doble  Lord  contended  for. 
Any  one  who  looked  at  the  preamble  of 
the  treaty  would  find  that  the  object  of  it 
was  the  pacification  of  the  Peniiisula  by 
the  expuUion  of  the  two  Infanta  from  it. 
Upon  every  principle  they  were  bound  to 
extend  to  Spain  the  operHiion  of  the 
articlea  of  the  treaty.  By  the  articles  of 
that  treaty  they  engaged  to  supply  arms 
and  ammunition,  and  there  was  »n  article 
stipulating  for  naval  co* operation.  Hut 
then  the  noble  Lord  asked  what  was  naval 
oo*operation  ?     UU  uuawer  was   that  it 


mattered  not  how  many  marinea  or  artiU 
leryraen  were  employed.  The  co-opera^ 
tion  was  strictly  a  naval  one  when  the 
force  employed,  consisting  chiefly  of 
sailors  and  marines  was  under  the  com- 
mand of  naval  officers,  and  depended 
upon  their  ships  for  protection  and  sup* 
port  as  the  basis  of  their  operations.  Any 
man  who  knew  the  history  of  the  last 
war  was  aware  that  in  many  cases  ahipa 
carried  troops  of  the  line,  who  acted  aa  ma- 
rines, and  then,  when  there  were  occasions 
to  employ  the  crews  on  shore, crews  were  so 
employed,  with  the  same  advantage  to  the 
cause  in  which  they  were  engaged,  and 
with  the  same  distinction  to  themselves,  aa 
lately  upon  the  northern  coast  of  Spain.  He 
conteudedi  then,  that  there  was  nothing  in 
the  co-operation  which  England  had  given 
to  the  Government  of  Spain  that  waa  not 
demanded  by  the  treaty  by  which  thia  coun<- 
try  waa  bound.  The  noble  Lord  said,  that  the 
suspension  of  the  Foreign  Enlistment  Aot 
was  disgraceful  to  the  Government  of  thip 
country*  Now,  he  took  leave  on  the  con«- 
trary  to  say,  that  it  waa  highly  honourable 
to  the  Government  of  thia  country,  En^ 
amples  of  the  same  kind  were  to  be  found  in 
the  moat  brilliant  and  distinguiahed  periods 
of  the  history  of  Enp;Iand.  The  age  of 
Elizabeth,  which  Englishmen  could  hardly 
make  light  of,  waa  full  of  instances  of  the 
precise  kind  of  proceeding  which  the  noble 
Lord  complained  of.  That  great  and 
enlightened  Sovereign  frequently  allowed 
her  subjects  to  volunteer  in  support  of  the 
Huguenota  in  France  and  of  the  Proteatr 
ants  in  the  Low  Countries ;  nayj  even  to  in- 
terfere in  the  afiaira  of  Scotland ;  and  abo 
acted  wiaely  in  ao  doing.  He  would 
repeat,  that  in  hia  decidea  conviction,  ao 
far  waa  the  auspension  of  the  Foreign 
Enliatment  Act  from  being  a  juat  ground 
of  complaint  againat  the  Government,  it 
waa  a  proceeding  moat  wiae  and  moat 
honourable  to  the  country*  The  noble 
Lord  aeeroed  to  think  that  thoae  of  our 
countrymen  who  had  engaged,  in  theQon- 
lest  in  Spain,  in  consequence  of  the  order 
in  council  alluded  to,  b^d  not  done  ao 
much  aa  had  been  expected  from  them* 
He  oould  not  admit  the  justice  of  this  im* 
putution.  The  British  auxiliaries  on  their 
arrival  in  Spain  had  had  the  roost  serious 
difficulties  to  contend  with«  and  he  would 
venture  to  say,  that  there  was  no  instance  of 
a  bo<ly  of  men  so  circumstanced  who 
had  equally  distinguished  themselves.  A 
bodv  c»rscven  or  eight  thousand  men  were 
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thrown  into  a  foreign  country  in  the  face 
of  a  superior,  a  disciplined,  and  organ- 
ised force,  and  the  manner  in  which 
they  had  conducted  themselves  under  such 
circumstances  appeared  to  him  a  proof  of 
the  most  honourable  zeal  and  exertion. 
They  had  eminently  distinguished  them- 
selves on  every  occasion  when  they  had 
had  an  opportunity  of  meeting  the  enemy, 
and  he  felt  well  assured  that  their  future 
conduct  would  be  equally  gallant.  The 
noble  Lord  said,  how  different  were  the 
proceedings  in  this  case  from  those  adopted 
by  this  country  in  the  Peninsular  war. 
The  noble  Lord  should  have  considered 
how  utterly  different  was  that  Peninsular 
"w^lt  in  its  nature.  The  noble  Lord  asked, 
"why  had  there  not  been  sent  out  now,  as 
then,  a  great  general  and  a  great  arm}^ 
instead  of  a  small  body  of  men  acting  in 
subordination  to  the  Spanish  force?  Did 
the  noble  Lord  see  no  difference  between 
Napoleon  and  Don  Carlos  ? — no  difference 
between  the  force  of  the  enemy  in  the 
former  case  and  the  force  to  be  provided 
against  in  this  instance.  The  noble  Lord 
said,  if  we  were  to  have  war,  let  it  be  on 
a  grand  and  effective  scale ;  but  if  it  were 
found,  as  was  the  case,  that  much  good 
"was  done  by  a  small  force,  and  a  slight 
expenditure,  surely  this  was  matter  rather 
for  praise  than  for  blame.  The  noble 
Lord  had  adverted  to  statements  made 
ID  the  French  Chamber,  relative  to  com- 
munications which  had  passed  between 
the  two  GovernmentB  of  France  and 
England  on  a  former  occasion.  The 
circumstances  were  these: — In  1835 
the  French  Government  asked  us  whether 
we  thought  It  expedient  that  they  should 
send  a  large  army  into  Spain,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  co-operating  on  a  great  scale  with 
the  queen,  and  the  reply  stated  that,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  English  Government, 
it  would  be  inexpedient  to  take  such  a  step. 
In  1836  the  English  Government  stated 
that  it  appeared  to  them  that  if  France, 
without  embarking  in  any  operations  of 
great  magnitude,  would  advance  the  cordon 
of  her  troops  then  stationed  on  the  Spanish 
frontier,  to  prevent  any  intercourse  be- 
tween the  two  countries,  two  or  three 
inarches  into  Spain,  this  proceeding 
would  effectually  answer  the  purpose  which 
France  was  bound  by  the  treaty  to  ac- 
complish, and  that  the  English  Govern- 
ment considered  it  expedient  that  this 
should  be  done.  This  was  what  had  been 
alluded  to  by  the  noble  Lord,  and  it  was 


a  proceeding  quite  distinct  in  its  nature 
from  interference  or  co-operation,  for  it 
merely  advanced  the  cordon  of  French 
troops  a  few  marches  into  the  Spani&h 
territory  without  necessarily  embark- 
ing them  in  any  hostile  operations. 
The  noble  Lord  declared  himself  justified 
in  imputing  to  the  Ministers,  and  par- 
ticularly to  him,  all  the  evils  which  would 
have  arisen  from  this  operation  had  it 
been  carried  into  effect.  He  was  there- 
fore justified  in  claiming  for  himself  from 
the  noble  Lord  credit  for  all  the  advan- 
tages which  he  conscientiously  believed 
would  have  resulted  from  the  opera, 
tion  had  it  been  undertaken,  for  he  was 
well  convinced  that,  had  it  been  adopted, 
things  would  have  been  at  this  moment  in 
a  very  different  situation.  The  noble 
Lord  had  said,  that  the  Government  of 
this  country  was  so  fond  of  revolutions 
that  it  had  given  the  co-operation  of 
a  naval  force  to  support  the  revolution  of 
La  Granja ;  but  it  so  happened  that  the 
naval  force  began  its  operations  several 
months  before  that  revolt  took  place.  It 
could  not  be  supposed  that  the  Government 
of  this  country  viewed  with  pleasure  a 
military  revolution  producing  such  conser 
quences  as  that  of  La  Granja ;  but  at  the 
same  time  it  could  not  be  maintained  that 
on  account  of  that  revolt  we  were  to 
withdraw  from  the  execution  of  our  past 
engagements,  and  to  break  faith  with  the 
Queen  of  Spain.  Because  she  had  been 
unfortunately  coerced  by  an  insurrection 
of  her  own  subjects,  was  she  also  to  be 
abandoned  by  her  allies  ?  Had  this  view 
been  adopted  and  acted  upon  by  the 
British  Government,  then,  indeed,  would 
it  have  justly  exposed  itself  to  the 
censures  of  the  noble  Lord.  And  what 
was  this  insurrection,  and  to  what 
did  it  owe  its  origin  ?  Why  it  sprung 
from  the  discontent  of  the  Spanish  people 
at  the  prolongation  of  the  war,  from  their 
seeing — or  at  least  believing  they  saw — 
that  they  were  not  faithfully  served  by  their 
government,  and  that  the  war  was  not 
carried  on  with  sufficient  vigour  by  that 
government.  He  firmly  believed  that 
had  the  government  of  Sefior  Isturitz 
possessed  more  of  the  confidence  of  the 
people  in  reference  to  the  conduct  of 
the  war  and  to  the  interior  management 
of  the  country,  the  insurrection  of  La 
Granja  would  never  have  taken  place. 
But  the  House  would  observe  that  it 
was  not  that  particular  insurrection  which 


!Mfi 


Spain, 


{Mauch  10} 


Spain, 


266 


decided  the  adoption  of  the  constitu- 
tion of  1812.  For  there  had  previously 
been  serious  movements  in  all  the  great 
towns  in  Spain.  Further  ]et  him  re- 
mark, that  constitution  had  not  practi- 
cally been  adopted  by  Spain  as  its  per- 
manent constitution.  The  Cortes  as- 
sembled under  it  had  applied  themselves 
with  great  judgment,  calmness,  and  pru- 
dence, to  the  labour  of  remodelling  and 
modifying  that  constitution  ;  and  tliough, 
donbtless,  the  constitution  finally  de- 
termined upon  would  not  be  the  estatuto 
real,  neither  would  it  be,  in  many  par- 
ticulars, the  constitution  of  1812.  It  was 
highly  inconsistent  on  the  part  of  the 
noble  Lord,  while  claiming  for  the  Go- 
vernment of  which  he  was  a  Member  the 
merit  of  faithfully  and  fully  executing  the 
engagements  by  which  this  country  was 
bound,  in  the  same  breath  to  blame  the 
present  Government  for  doing  that  which 
it  would  have  been  incumbent  even  upon 
the  Government  of  which  the  noble  Lord 
formed  a  part  to  have  done  had  it  re- 
mained in  office  and  really  acted  up  to 
those  engagements.  The  noble  Lord 
asked  what  had  we  gained  by  the  assist- 
ance we  had  given  to  Spain  ;  for  had  not 
our  merchants  been  insulted  and  our 
commerce  impeded.  Now,  if  the  noble 
Lord  had  applied  his  remark  to  the 
period  when  Ferdinand  was  on  the 
throne  of  Spain,  it  would  have  been 
well-founded  enough  ;  for  though  we  were 
then,  as  now,  in  alliance  with  Spain, 
not  only  were  our  merchants  trading  there 
exposed  to  the  greatest  vexations,  and 
compelled  to  submit  to  exactions  from 
which  by  treaty  they  should  have  been 
exempt,  but  our  commercial  vessels  were 
piratically  seized  upon  by  the  Gnarda 
Castas f  and  confiscated  by  judges  in- 
terested in  the  division  of  the  spoil, 
without  our  merchants  having  the  slightest 
practical  chance  of  redress.  He  did  not 
mean  to  say  that  cases  of  injury  to  our 
traders  had  not  occurred  since  the  time  of 
Ferdinand,  for  a  system  of  this  sort, 
when  once  established,  was  not  easily  got 
rid  of,  and  it  was  the  misfortune  of  Spain 
that  the  orders  of  its  government  were  not 
obeyed  as  they  ought  to  be  by  the  local 
authortties ;  but  of  this  he  was  sure,  that 
the  number  of  these  cases  had  become 
very  greatly  diminished,  and  that  the 
complaints  of  our  merchants  were  now 
fully  attended  to ;  as  an  instance  of  which 
be  might  tnentioni  that  not  two  months 


ago  our  Minister  at  Madrid  had  obtained 
for  Britrish  subjects  an  exemption  from  the 
tax  levied  for  the  support  of    the  war. 
These  advantages,  however,  were  small  in 
comparison  with  those  which  we  might 
confidently    expect    to    enjoy    when     a 
constitutional  government  should  be  per- 
manently established   in  Spain.      When 
Spain   should  have  become  one  of  the 
constitutional  states  of  Europe,  there  was 
not  the  slightest  doubt  but  that  in  a  very 
few  years  we  should  enjoy  a  greater  inter- 
course with  Spain  than  had  ever  hitherto 
existed,    and   very    much    greater  than 
could    possibly  have  been  expected  had 
a  government"  such  as  that  of  Ferdinand 
continued.    The  noble  Lord  said,  that  the 
commerce  of  France   and   America  ob- 
tained  from  Spain  a  protection  not  ac- 
corded to  England.     He  denied  this  po- 
sition :    our  commerce  was  equally  pro- 
tected  with   that  of  any  other  country. 
The  noble  Lord  further  complained  that 
England  had  not  the  influence  with  Spain 
which  she  ought  to  possess.    This  was  a 
favourite  topic  with  the  opponents  of  Go- 
vernment.     What   did    the    noble  Lord 
mean   when   he  talked   of  our  influence 
with  foreign  countries  ?     Did  he  mean  by 
''  influence  **  the  power  of  dismissing  one 
minister  of  a  foreign  country  by  under- 
handed   intrigues,    and   of     substituting 
another  by  means  equally  discreditable? 
If  that  were  the  kind  of  influence  con- 
templated by   the    noble   Lord,   he  was 
happy  to  assure  the  noble  Lord  that  the 
present  Government  of  this  country  exer- 
cised no  such   influence  over  foreign   go- 
vernments.    It  was  a  species  of  influence, 
indeed,  which  he  trusted  no  former  Govern- 
ment had  exercised.     But  if  by  influence 
the  noble  Lord  meant  respect  for  the  Eng- 
lish nation,  readiness  to  redress  any  injury 
which  might  be  complained  of,  continued 
acts  of  kindness,  that  was  a  species  of  in- 
fluence which  England  had  to  the  fullest 
extent  with  Spain;    and  the  noble  Lord 
had  but  to  look  at  the  papers  to  assure 
himself  that,  as  far  as  good  feeling  and 
true  respect  went,  our  influence  with  Spain 
was  as  great  as  any  man  could  wish  it  to 
be.  The  noble  Lord  had  asked  whether  the 
assistance  aflbrded  by  England  had  been 
of  any  assistance  to  the  liberties  of  Spain  ? 
This  was  a  question  satisfactorily  answered 
in  the  deep  gratitude  which  every  good 
Spaniard  felt  to  England  for  having  granted 
that  assistance.  The  noble  Lord  complained 
that  the  English  forces  were  in  Spain  in  a 


267 


Spain, 


{COMMONS} 


Spain, 


268 


subordinate  capacity.  For  his  part,  it  ap- 
peared to  him  far  best  that  the  British 
forces  in  Spain  should  act  in  a  subordinate 
capacity,  for  it  was  most  desirable,  if  libe- 
ral principles  and  the  cause  of  Isabella, 
were  to  be  triumphant,  that  that  suc- 
cess should  be  mainly  the  result  of  Spanish 
exertions;  and  that,  if  a  constitutional 
government  were  to  be  established,  it 
should  not  have  thfe  character  of  being  \m*' 
posed  on  the  Spanish  people  by  the  forces 
of  a  foreign  power.  It  was  with  this 
feeling  that  it  had  been  determined  by 
Government  to  confine  its  assistance  to  a 
naval  force,  because  this  was  a  species  of 
force  whioh  could  not  exercise  any  inter- 
ference in  the  interior  of  the  country.  A 
disputed  succession  had  always  been 
among  European  nations  considered  a 
matter  not  merely  involving  the  interests 
of  the  particular  kingdom,  but  also  a  ques- 
tion of  general  interest.  In  this  case 
England  had  not  interfered  in  the  in* 
ternal  affairs  of  Spain,  in  the  ordinary 
sense  of  the  word,  nor  for  the  pur- 
pose of  imposing  on  the  Spanish  peo- 
ple a  government  or  constitution  which 
they  had  not  themselves  adopted.  The 
interference  here  was  not  of  that  kind 
which  it  was  apprehended  that  the  govern- 
ment of  1830  was  about  to  exercise  in 
Belgium,  for  the  purpose  of  preventing  the 
Belgians  by  an  overwhelming  force,  from 
assuming  that  political  condition  which 
they  were  desirous  of  acquiring.  It  was  a 
.  fact  that  the  question  who  should  be  sove- 
reign of  Spain  was  one  seriously  involving 
European'  interests,  as  determining  what 
should  be  the  foreign  tendencies,  and  who 
the  foreign  allies,  of  Spain.  In  former  pe- 
riods Spain  had  been  connected  with  dif- 
ferent countries;  at  one  time  with  Austria 
at  another  time  with  France;  the  object  was, 
that  for  the  future  there  should  be  neither  an 
Austrian  Spain  nor  a  French  Spain,  but  a 
Spain  which  should  be  Spanish  ;  -and  it  ap- 
peared to  him  that  those  who  did  not  regard 
this  object  as  one  of  the  highest  importance, 
took  but  a  very  short-sighted  view  of  the 
true  interests  or  England  and  of  Europe. 
If  Spain  was  to  be  considered  import- 
ant  in  the  balance  of  power,  it  was  for 
the  interest  of  Eurone  that  she  should 
be  rich  and  independent.  It  was  clear 
that  under  a  government  such  as  that  which 
vitiated  in  the  time  of  Ferdinand,  Spain 
could  not  be  rich,  powerful,  and  independ- 
ent. The  noble  Lord  had  stated,  that  the 
de^flMlatioii  which  httd  fallen  on  Spain  bad 


been  induced  by  the  long  continuance 
of  arbitrary  government,  and  he  quoted 
this  as  a  reason  why  it  was  vain  fbr 
us  to  think  that  by  any  assistance 
which  we  might  be  able  to  offer,  Spain 
could  be  retrieved  frum  the  abasement 
into  which  she  had  fallen,  and  rege- 
nerated as  a  distinct  power  which  should 
be  an  ally  of  this  country.  He  by  no 
means  despaired  of  seeing  such  a  result 
accomplished.  He  saw  a  greitt  progress 
made  already  towards  its  accomplishment; 
and  he  could  tell  the  ndble  Lord  that 
if  Spain  should  establish  herself  as 
a  free  and  constitutional  government,  and 
if  she  should  be,  substantially  independent, 
then  we  should  find  her  useful  td  the  great 
interests  of  Europe  in  maintaining  the 
balance  of  power;  and  a  valuable  friend 
of  England  with  respect  to  our  com- 
mercial relations.  He  could  not  help 
expressing  Ins  regret  that  Gentlemen  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  should,  in  all  view! 
of  our  foreign  policy,  seem  to  sympathise 
with  arbitrary  and  despotic  governments, 
that  they  should  consider  as  extraor* 
dinary  every  endeavour  to  establish  free- 
dom, and  that  they  should  condemn  those 
individuals  who  would  afford  any  moral 
aid  or  give  any  co- operation  to  assist 
foreign  nations  in  reforming  their  govern- 
ments. Who  was  it  that  continued  to 
favour  Dom  Miguel  up  to  the  last 
moment  when  it  was  possible  to  hope  for 
his  success?  They  stated, themselves,  that 
Dom  Miguel  was  a  usurper,  but  cherished 
him  because  he  was  a  despot.  There 
was  not  one  of  the  Gentlemen  opposite  that 
would  venture  to  acknowledge  in  his  seat 
that  he  respected  Don  CaHos.  And  yet 
they  wished  for  his  success.  And  why  was 
it  ?  Was  it  because  he,  too,  would  be  an 
usurper  if  he  could  ?  He  did  not  believe 
that  tins  was  the  reason.  Was  it,  then, 
because  Don  Carlos  in  his  modest  retirt}** 
ment— that  expression  seemed  tO  give  great 
satisfaction  to  the  hon.  Metftber  for  Sand, 
which — was  it  because  in  his  modest  retire-* 
ment  in  Biscay,  where  he  had  remained  fbr 
the  space  of  three  years,  he  had  done  no  one 
thing  that  would  hand  down  his  name  in 
history,  except  issuing  the  assassination 
decree  of  Dorango?  Was  that  the  reason 
why  Don  Carlos  was  especially  supported 
by  the  Gentlemen  on  the  opposite  side 
of  the  House?  He  did  not  believe  it. 
He  was  sure  that  those  hon.  Gentlemea 
were  as  much  disgusted  as  they  said 
they  were  at  that  abominable  proceeds 
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ingi  a  prMeeding  whioh^  he  nmst  be 
alloived  id  dtiy,  wab  not»  b«  Was  some- 
limes  fepresented,  a  dead  kttef,  for  it  was 
only  a  fortnight  ago  that  four  British  sub- 
jects were  most  bdrbart)Uftly  murdered 
yfider  thai  deeree<  Yes }  Ibur  men  of  the 
British  legion,  who  had  wandered 
from  their  quarters^  unarmed  and  defence- 
lasfe,  war«  surprised  by  a  party  of  Car- 
UstS}  and  shot  within  four  and  twenty 
hours.  He  must,  however,  state,  and  he 
lioped  it  was  true,  that,  to  the  honour  of 
the  Garlist  army,  but  to  the  disgrace  and 
dishonour  of  (he  cht^fb  of  that  army,  the 
iwo  officers  who  commanded  the  Carlist 
detilchment,  and  wlio,  after  much  diffi- 
culty, had  succeeded  in  persuading  the 
mert  to  execute  thiA  bloody  murder— these 
two  officers  were  compelled  by  the  ge- 
neral ihdignation  of  the  troops  to  go  away 
to  Bayonne,  and  to  quit  the  army  in  which 
they  had  bi^en  guilty  of  such  butchery. 
He  did  tiot  believe  that  it  was  on  this 
account — he  should  be  ashamed  to  sup- 
pose that  it  was  from  any  feeling  in  favour 
of  Don  Carlos— no,  they  opposed  the  en- 
deavours of  (ha  government,  because  they 
strove  le  improve  Spsin  by  supporting  the 
establishment  of  liberal  and  popular  in- 
stitutions. Recalled  upon  the  peopleofEng* 
land  to  look  at  the  proceedings  and  opinions 
of  the  two  ^ides  of  the  House,  if  the 
people  of  England  wished  to  know  the 
opinions,  the  real  sentiments  of  men  in 
that  House,  let  them  look  at  their  foreign 
policy.  Qentlemeit  well  knew  that  thera 
Were  many  cifcumsttilnces  which  cort- 
Ifolled  sometimea  the  opinions  and  senti- 
ments of  partiesi  with  respect  to  homa 
politics,  aod  compelled  th^m  to  do  things 
Ihat  they  did  not  wish<  Of  this  there 
were  many  examples,  and  none  more  so 
thao  the  Conduct  of  the  Gentlemen  oppo* 
alto  when  last  in  power*  They  were  then 
compelled  to  do  many  things  they  dis- 
Ifkea,  and  if  they  had  remained  in  office 
they  would  have  been  forced  to  do  many 
itiorei  When  he  saw  Gentlemen  on  the 
other  sMo  of  the  Housa  espousing  the 
causo  of  the  man  who  is  endeavouring 
to  withhold  the  benefit  of  free  institutions 
fro  A  Spain »  he  tauet  say  that  ho  looked 


to  establish    the   Inquisition  as  sobh  at 
he  should  arrive  at  Madrid  :  what^  could 
he  think  of  the  anti-Catholic  cry  which* 
on    every  occasion^  they  were  ready   to 
raise?     Was   this  conduct,  to  say    the 
least  of  it.  Consistent  ?     The  Mitiistars 
had   been  accused  of  favouring  revolu- 
tion.   That  accusation  was  entirely  nti* 
fbunded  and    unjust.      They    had,    in- 
deed, given  their  mor&l   support  to  the 
Spanish  nation,  which  was  endeavouring^ 
of  its  own  accord,  to  improve  its  institu*- 
tion^,  and  to  imitate  the  proud  eaample  of 
this  country,  by  obtaining  the  inestimable 
privilege  of  a  representative  Government. 
They  had  given  Spain  that  support  which 
they  were  bound  to  give,  during  the  period 
they  had  had  the  honour  of  administering 
the  affairs  of  thi*  country :  the  principle  of 
rational  liberty  had  made  great  progresa 
in  the  different  countries  of  Europe ;   and 
this  country  had  given  its  support  to  that 
principle.      They    might    bbast   of    the 
emancipation  of  the  Greeks  \    fot*  though 
another  Administration  had  had  a  share  in 
the  arrangements,  the  present  Administra* 
tion  hud  brought  them  to  a  conclusioni 
They  might  boast,  that  during  the  period 
they   had  been  responsible  for  the  con., 
dutrt  of  the  affairs  of  this  country  the 
people  of  Belgium  had  become  free,  \n* 
dependent,  prosperous,  and  trunquih  That 
Portugal,  which    had  been    even  wonb 
governed  than  Spain,  whose  great  natural 
resources  were  entirely  crushed  and  ren- 
dered unavailing  by  a  long  continued  sys^ 
temof  mis-government— that  Portugal  had 
at  last  established  a  free  constitution,  and 
was  ready  to  proBt,  by  her  alliance  with 
this  country  and  Spain.   Notwithstanding^ 
the  discouraging  prediction  bf  the  hon« 
Member    for    Sandwich,    he    might    be 
allowed  to  hope  that  Spain   mi^t    yet 
follow  the  example  set  by  Belgium  and 
Portugal,  and  that  she  might  bettotoci 
with  the  assistance  of  England,  what  she 
was  in  former  times,  a  great  and  powerfel 
member  of  the  Baropeati  community ;  and 
if  she  should  do  so,  it  would  be,  not  from 
a    system    of   revolution    and    anarchy 
bet  by  regenerating  her  ancient  iustil«« 
tiobs,  mouided  by  the  altered  state  of  so- 


with  a  little  distrust  and  caution  at  the    ciety  in  the  present  times :  and  if  in  any 
asaurancea   ihey  gave  of  their  extreme   degree,  however  humblcj  he  should  be  in«* 


reedinesa  to  contribute  towards  doing 
eway  with  every  proved  abuse  Uiat  existed 
in  their  owti  country.  When  he  found 
those  Gentlemen  supporting  that  Prince 
who,  ae  waa  tette  vcd  by  aU  Euno^,  ietendad 


strumental  in  this  great  work^notwithstand« 
ing  the  taunts  to  which  he  had  been  ex« 
posed,  and  notwithstanding  the  condemns 
ation  of  the  noble  Lord  (Mahon)  and  (fad 
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the  House — if  he  could  claim  any  part, 
however  humble,  in  such  a  triumph  he 
should  feel  it  a  high  honour,  and  should 
find  in  it  a  source  of  proud  satisfaction  to 
the  latest  hour  of  his  life. 
.  Sir  Robert  Pee/ said,  that  the  noble  Lord 
had,  on  this  occasion,  pursued  the  course 
which  he  could  say,  from  experience,  the 
noble  Lord  had  uniformly  pursued,  and 
with  the  same  result,  whenever  the  foreign 
policy  of  this  country  was  brought  under 
consideration.  After  having  spent  three- 
quarters  of  an  hour  defending  his  policy, 
and  having  put  one*half  of  his  supporters 
in  ft  comfortable  state  of  repose,  and  not 
having  gained  from  the  other  half  a  single 
sympathetic  cheer  in  favour  of  his  acts,  he 
then  found  it  necessary  to  disturb  the 
somnolency  of  some  and  to  excite  the 
enthusiasm  of  others,  by  imputing  to  his 
opponents  a  participation  in  the  love  of 
despotism,  as  if  it  were  necessary  to  be 
partisans  of  Don  Carlos  because  they  dis- 
approved of  the  policy  of  the  noble  Lord — 
as  if  it  were  not  possible  to  entertain  a 
doubt  about  the  justice  of  the  noble  Lord's 
acts,  and  the  result  of  his  foreign  policy, 
without,  at  the  same  time,  wishing  to 
check  the  career  of  improvement  in  Spain, 
and  to  blast  her  hopes  of  acquiring  settled 
and  constitutional  institutions.  He,  for 
one,  openly  disavowed  all  participation  in 
the  principles,  or  sympathy  with  the  cause 
of  Don  Carlos.  He  was  only  repeating 
language  he  had  emphatically  used  before. 
If  he  acted  in  the  fulfilment  of  a  treaty, 
by  which  the  Queen  of  Spain  was  recog- 
nised as  the  ally  of  this  country,  was  it 
necessary  to  claim  credit  for  not  entering 
into  any  secret  artifice  for  the  purpose  of 
preventing  her  success?  He  would  not 
say  that  the  objects  of  British  policy  would 
be  advanced  by  the  success  of  Don  Car- 
los. He  begged  to  state  also,  distinctly, 
that  he  wished  to  see  Spain  enjoy  settled 
liberties,  and  that  under  such  institutions 
as  may  be  most  conducive  to  her  happiness, 
and  best  calculated  by  their  slow  progress 
to  establish  her  settled  freedom.  But, 
while  he  entertained  these  opinions,  at  the 
same  time,  he  must  tell  the  House  that  he 
believed  that  our  policy  was  defeating  the 
cause  of  improvement— ^defeating  it  by  our 
meddling  and  interference,  and  our  de- 
serting the  principle  of  our  support,  name- 
ly,  the  principle  of  non-intervention  ;  and 
liy  our  having  taken  a  course  neither  cal- 
culated to  raise  the  character  of  England, 
por  to  acquire  the  afiections  of  Spain, 


The  noble  Lord  had  twice  intimated  that 
his  noble  Friend  had  regretted  the  gloomy 
prospects  of  despotism.  His  noble  Friend 
had  expressed  no  such  regret.  Had  not 
the  noble  Lord  himself,  at  the  conclusion 
of  his  speech,  stated  that  his  noble  Friend 
had  declared  that  Spain  had  been  reduced 
to  the  state  of  degradation  into  which  it 
bad  fallen  by  the  long  continuance  of  ar- 
bitrary government  ?  The  noble  Lord 
had  twice  repeated  this  passage  in  his 
noble  Friend's  speech.  How  then  could 
the  noble  Lord  feel  regret  at  the  partiality 
manifested  by  his  noble  Friend  for  des- 
potism ?  The  noble  Lord  had  told  them 
what  were  the  objects  of  the  Quadruple 
Treaty ;  he  would  like  to  hear  the  noble 
Lord  declare  whether  the  objects  of  that 
treaty  had  been  fulfilled.  At  the  same 
time,  be  must  again  repeat  that  that  treaty 
having  been  ratified,  must,  in  his  opinion, 
be  fulfilled  ;  and  that  not  only  in  the  let- 
ter but  in  the  spirit.  But  he  must  say, 
that  it  was  competent  for  him  to  entertain 
different  opinions  from  the  noble  Lord  as 
to  the  original  policy  of  that  treaty.  The 
noble  Lord  had  told  the  House  that  the 
objects  of  that  treaty  were  four  or  five  in 
nunibe.r.  The  first  was  to  protect  the  in- 
terest of  our  commerce  in  the  Peninsula. 
He  would  ask  the  noble  Lord  how  far  had 
he  succeeded  in  that  object  ?  The  noble 
Lord  had  stated,  that  the  British  merchants 
in  Spain  were  all  satisfaction.  The  noble 
Lord  would  have  an  opportunity  of  giving 
a  distinct  opinion  on  that  head  very  short- 
ly, as  he  believed  that  an  hon.  Friend  of 
his  intended  to  bring  under  the  notice  of 
the  House,  in  a  separate  discussion,  apart 
from  politics,  the  present  state  of  our 
commerce  in  Spain.  Did  the  noble  Lord 
mean  to  say,  apart  from  the  complaints  of 
our  merchants,  that  the  general  policy  of 
Spain  towards  this  country  was  favour- 
able ?  Did  the  noble  Lord  mean  to  say, 
that  the  feelings  of  the  inhabitants  of  the 
Peninsula  had  been  improved  very  much 
towards  this  county  ?  Look  to  Portugal. 
Did  the  noble  Lord  pride  himself  on  our 
commercial  prosperity  there?  Since  the 
establishment  of  the  noble  Lord's  free  in- 
stitutions in  Portugal,  since  the  triumph 
of  the  cause  of  Donna  Maria,  did  the  noble 
Lord  mean  to  say,  that  the  trade  of  this 
country  had  been  put  on  a  more  favour- 
able footing?  There  had  been  universal 
complaints  on  the  part  of  the  merchants  of 
this  country  of  the  hostility  manifested 
towards  the  commerce  of  England*    The 
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original  object  of  the  Qaadrople  Treaty 
was  to  furnish  naval  aid  for  the  purpose  of 
effecting  a  blockade.  It  was  discovered 
that  they  had  no  right  to  establish  a 
blockade,  that  it  was  against  the  law  of 
nations.  The  aid  to  be  afforded  to  Spain 
was  simply  naval  aid ;  bnt  how  could  the 
noble  Lora  reconcile  with  the  treaty  the 
suspension  of  the  Foreign  Enlistment  Act, 
by  which  10,000  of  our  own  forces  were 
sent  to  the  armies  of  the  Queen  of  Spain. 
They  had  afforded,  therefore,  military 
aid — but  to  one  of  the  belligerent  parties 
only.  These  forces  were  nominally  in  the 
pay  of  the  Queen  of  Spain  if  they  received 
any;  but  did  not  this  country  supply  them 
with  arms,  ammunition,  &c.  ?  The  noble 
Lord  wanted  to  establish  free  institutions 
in  Spain.  Was  the  noble  Lord  delighted 
with  the  institutions  he  had  established  in 
Portugal  ?  The  noble  Lord  had  afforded 
his  moral  aid  as  far  as  he  could  go.  If 
the  noble  Lord  was  satisGed,  what  was  the 
object  of  having  six  sail  of  the  line  in  the 
Tagus  ?  Was  it  to  protect  British  mer- 
chants? There  was  an  example  of  the 
prepossession  in  favour  of  the  English 
name  in  Portugal.  This  was  the  affection 
and  love  which  Portugal  bore  to  the  Bri- 
tish namel  In  consequence  of  our  former 
interference  six  sail  of  the  line  were  re- 
quisite in  order  to  protect  the  persons  and 
property  of  British  merchants.  Another 
object  of  the  noble  Lord  was  the  pacifica- 
tion of  the  Peninsula.  Had  the  noble 
Lord  succeeded  in  this  object  ?  No  man 
of  truth  could  assert  at  that  moment  that 
Spain  was  in  a  better  state  with  respect 
to  internal  pacification  than  before  we  in- 
terfered at  all.  The  noble  Lord  spoke  of 
the  horrors  committed  by  Don  Carlos,  and 
of  the  application  of  the  Durango  decree 
to  British  soldiers;  and  he  had  introduced 
it  for  the  purpose  of  eliciting  a  cheer  from 
his  own  side  of  the  House.  Why  did  not 
the  noble  Lord  inquire  into  the  details  of 
the  abominations  that  had  been  committed 
on  the  other  side?  Why  did  he  not  men- 
tion the  murder  of  the  mother  of  Cabrera? 
He  asked  the  noble  Lord,  and  the  House, 
whether  these  scenes  were  not  the  result 
of  the  noble  Lord's  own  policy?  He  asked 
the  noble  Lord  whether  any  man  could  re- 
joice in  such  abominable  and  sanguinary 
excesses?  The  noble  Lord  said,  the  object 
of  our  intervention  in  Spain  was  for  the 
purpose  of  giving  Spain  an  established  and 
settled  form  of  government.  Had  Spain, 
ia  consequence  of  our  interventioui  a 


greater  prospect  of  obtaining  established, 
settled,  and  permanent  institutions.  The 
noble  Lord  had  talked  of  the  universal 
respect  entertained  for  the  British  name. 
Did  the  noble  Lord  mean  to  say,  that  the 
people  of  Spain  cordially  co-operated  with 
General  Evans  ?  Had  they  not  showo  a 
manifest  jealousy  of  the  gallant  troops  of 
England  ?  Had  they  not  shown  a  mani- 
fest reluctance  at  their  triumphs,  and  an 
aversion  that  her  institutions  should  be 
established  by  their  means  ?  Their  inter- 
ference had  been  attended  with  no  good 
result  in  Spain  up  to  this  moment,  and 
had  not  in  the  slightest  degree  tended  to 
the  establishment  of  a  settled  form  of  go- 
vernment in  that  country.  The  noble 
Lord  said,  that  our  past  policy  had  been 
most  wise;  that  by  confining  our  exer- 
tions to  naval  assistance,  we  had  rescued 
ourselves  from  the  risk  of  mixing  this 
country  up  in  the  civil  contests  of  Spain. 
If  this  were  the  opinion  of  the  noble  Lord, 
it  was  not  the  opinion  of  the  author  of  this 
pamphlet  on  (he  affairs  of  Spain,  of  which 
the  noble  Lord,  though  he  said  he  was  not 
the  author  of  it,  at  the  same  time  avowed 
that .  he  adopted  all  its  sentiments.  Ac- 
cording to  the  policy  of  this  writer,  whose 
fame  the  noble  Lord  envied  so  much,  as 
expressed  in  the  concluding  paragraph  of 
this  pamphlet,  which  would  now  derive 
additional  weight  and  importance  from  the 
opinion  expressed  upon  it  by  the  noble 
Lord — according  to  the  concluding  para- 
graph of  this  pamphlet,  the  author  ap- 
peared to  be  so  distrustful  of  the  success 
of  our  naval  co-operation  that  he  said — 
**  A  few  troops  sent  to  Spain,  to  which 
Spanish  divisions  would  be  attached,  and 
a  guarantee  of  a  loan  for  which  ample  se- 
curity would  be  given  to  us,  are  all  that  is 
wanted  to  make  Spain  tranquil,  and  Eng- 
land even  more  honoured  and  respected 
than  she  already  is."  Naval  co-operation, 
it  appeared  then,  was  not  sufficient;  it 
was  not  so  wise  as  the  noble  Lord  had 
described  it.  If  the  noble  Lord  would 
but  consult  this  pamphlet,  of  which  he 
wished  he  was  the  author,  he  would,  find 
that  a  few  troops,  not  acting  by  virtue  of 
the  suspension  of  the  Foreign  Enlistment 
Act,  but  marching  under  the  flag  of  Eng- 
land, were  required  to  form  the  nucleus  of 
the  Spanish  army,  and  a  loan  for  which 
England  was  to  be  the  guarantee,  in  order 
to  accomplish  the  tranquillity  of  Spain. 
The  writer  of  this  pamphlet  then  proceeded 
to  obsene :  <<  We  repeat  the  hope  that 
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sucb  a  measure  itiay  be  proposed  by  the 
OoveiDinent  to  Parliamimt,  or  by  Parlia* 
tnent  lo  the  Govertiment,  and,  that  it  may 
be  executed  with  the  energy  and  determi<> 
nation  that  should  always  characterize  the 
policy  of  £ngland/'  The  noble  Lord  wa« 
of  eoutve  waiting  till  this  loan  and  this 
tnilitary  eo-operatioh  were  forced  upon  him 
by  Parliament.  He  fancied  that  tne  noble 
Lord  would  have  to  wait  a  very  long  time 
before  such  would  be  the  case;  and  if  the 
noble  Lord,  tifed  of  watting)  were,  pr-oprie 
vigarci  to  make  such  a  proposition  to  Par^* 
liameni,  which  had  shown  itself  unwilling 
to  originate  the  measure-^if  the  noble 
Lord  did  so,  he  thought  he  eould  venture 
to  assure  him  that,  the  same  cotigratula*- 
tions  which  he  had  to-night  heard  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  Shafiesburv,  the  same 
curiota  fdicita%  which  had  distinguished 
his  labours  on  the  present  occasion,  would 
attend  him  when  he  made  his  proposition 
for  a  levy  of  10,000  men,  and  a  large  loan 
upon  our  guarantee.  The  noble  Loiti  said) 
that  one  object  of  the  Quadripartite  Treaty 
was  to  consolidate  and  cement  our  alliance 
with  France.  He  should  rather  gather 
from  the  language  of  the  noble  Lord  to* 
night  that  this  great  and  paramount  object 
had  not  been  altogether  attained  by  iti 
The  noble  Lord  further  asserted,  that  our 
alliance  with  France  was  founded  upon  a 
consideration  of  mutual  interests  and  an 
identity  of  institutions.  [Mr.  C  Wood^ 
'*  He  eaid  nothing  about  that'']  The 
hon.  Gentleman  declared  that  the  noble 
Lord  had  said  nothing  about  it.  He 
feared  that  the  Secretary  for  the  Admi* 
ralty  had  been  visited  by  that  fit  of  som- 
noiency  to  which  he  had  already  alluded 
during  great  part  of  the  noble  Lord's 
speech,  reflecting,  probably^  that  the  esti- 
metes  were  the  proper  subject  of  debate^ 
and  that  all  the  various  topics  which  had 
sprung  up  on  the  occasion  had  very  little 
to  do  with  the  matter*  He  begged  to  as* 
sure  tlie  hon.  Member,  however,  that  the 
h^.  Gentleman  was  wrong.  The  nobie 
Lord  did  stAte  that  an  intimate  alliance 
lubsisted  between  the  people  of  England 
and  of  France,  founded  upon  institutions 
of  a  similar  character  and  an  identity  of 
interests.  He  agreed  in  the  hope  ex* 
pressed  by  the  noble  liOrd.  He  sincerely 
trusted  that  the  good  nnderstanding  be* 
tween  England  and  France  might  be 
fonnded  upon  an  intimate  and  sound  feel- 
im  of  good  will  and  loatiiBl  interest.  He 
did  hope  thai  tbe  national  Jealousiei  which 


had  so  lohg  subsisted  between  the  people 
of  these  two  countries  were  daily  vaniiihihg 
under  the  genial  influence  of  a  better 
knowledge  of  each  other's  character,  and 
a  proper  regard  for  their  respective  com* 
mercial  advantageSi  He  believed  that  a 
g<tod  understanding  with  France  was  a 
matter  of  very  great  impdrtance  to  thia 
country,  and  be  should  be  gl&d  tn  ana  il 
promoted  by  every  means  in  our  power. 
But  he  did  not  think  that  with  a  view  to 
confirm  this  friendly  understiinding  it  was 
necessary  to  adopt  a  treaty)  binding  this 
country  to  interfere  in  the  aflliira  of  Spain* 
There  was  feOme  reason  to  f^ar  that  the 
treaty  had  not  been  religiously  adhered  to* 
At  least  there  Was,  he  must  sayi  an  extra- 
ordinary  absence  of  all  mentidn  of  the  co^ 
operation  of  France  in  the  Speech  of  his 
Majesty  at  the  opening  of  Parliament, 
while,  on  the  other  hand,  there  Was  a 
paragraph  in  the  Speech  of  the  King  of  tho 
French,  at  the  opening  of  the  Chambera 
in  Palis,  which,  without  being  Intended  to 
cast  the  least  fctigma  upon  our  J^olicy^  Cer* 
tainly  pointed  in  unequivocal  terms  to  the 
inexpediency  of  any  nation  permitting  it$ 
subjects  to  appear  as  soldiers  in  another 
country  under  any  other  colours  than  its 
own.  That  paragraph,  to  say  the  least 
of  it,  was  calculated  to  awaken  some  un* 
pleasant  reflections  in  the  minds  of  all 
Englishmen  who  read  itt  and  added  to 
the  marked  silenco  of  all  mention  of  out 
good  understanding  with  France  in  the 
Speech  of  his  Britannic  Majestyi  and  the 
strong  terms  of  reproaeh  on  the  eoaduci 
of  the  French  government  in  respect  to 
that  treaty  contained  in  this  pamphlet»  of 
which  the  noble  Lord  wished  so  much  he 
had  been  the  author;  all  these  circum- 
stances, taken  into  consideration,  must 
lead  one  to  the  unwelcome  auspiclohi  that, 
as  far  as  our  goofi  understanding  with 
France  was  concerned,  this  Quadruple 
Treaty  had  not  been  quite  so  aucceisful  as 
had  bieen  anticipated.  He  did  not  concur 
with  thole  who  complained  of  the  conduct 
t)f  France  in  this  affair,  or  think  that  there 
wae  any  just  grounds  of  complaint  afainst 
France  for  having  violated  the  obligationa 
which  she  took  upon  benelf  by  thai 
treatv.  When  the  noble  Lord  proposed 
to  France  that  she  should  march  into 
Spain  and  occupy  certain  parte  of  thai 
country,  the  noble  Lord  might  argue  that 
that  did  not  amount  to  a  co-operation  with 
Spain ;  he  might  call  it  translimitatton,  cff 
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rejoiced  that  France  had  not  taken  the 
noble  Lord's  advice,  and  had  refused  to 
march  into  Spain  as  the  noble  Lord  de- 
aired.     He  rejoiced  at  it  because  the  cx-» 
perience  of  all  history,  and  that  of  Spain 
in  particular,  tatight  them  that  though 
France  might   march  into  the   Spanish 
territories,   and  by  so  doing  succeed  in 
producing  a  temporary  adjustment  of  hos- 
tilities, that  adjustment  could  only  be  tem^ 
pOrary,  and  would  not  end  in  the  perma* 
nent  establishment  of  good  and  indepen* 
deth  government.  That,  however,  was  the 
object  they  ought  to  have  in  view-^not 
such    a  system  of   government  as  they 
might  fancy  abstractedly  the  best,  but  such 
as  might  best  suit  the  character  and  man* 
nets  of  the  Spanish  people.     He  wished 
to  see  as  little  despotism  enter  into  the 
scheme  of  such  a   government,   and   as 
much  liberty  as  the  genius  of  the  people 
would  allow  of;  and,  in  fact,  that  the  re- 
sult should  be  to  lay  the  foundations  of 
liberty,  concord  and  order.      What  he, 
(Sir  Robert  Peel)  doubted  was,  whether 
this   desirable  consummation   was  likely 
to    be    attained    by    this    treaty,    whicn 
bound    England    to    a    certain    line    of 
policy ;    and    least    of  all  had    he  ex- 
pected such  a  course  to  have  been   es- 
poused by  the  noble  Lord  opposite,  who 
had  so  frequently  lauded  the  principle  of 
non-intervention    in    that    House.       He 
thought  it  had  been  clearly  laid  dow^n  by 
Mr.  Fox  and  all  the  other  Whig  authori- 
ties, that  whatever  might  be  our  advan- 
tages in  trade  or  our  own  domestic  policy, 
we  were  not  to  attempt  to  impose  them 
upon  other  countries,  but  to  leave  other 
people  to  judge  what  institutions  were 
most  congenial  to  their  circumstances.  He 
believed  that  this  principle  was  a  wise  one, 
subject  of  course  to  certain  exceptions. 
in  Portugal,  for  instance,  from  our  pecu- 
liar commercial  arrangements  with  that 
country,  and  by  our  treaty  of  ofiensive  and 
dfifensive  alliance  with  her,  ^ve  were  bound 
to  defend  her  from  foreign  attack;  but 
even  this  arrangement  gave  us  no  right  to 
interfere  in  the  internal  policy  of  that 
country.     But  with  Spain  we  had  no  such 
treaty,  and  certainly  had  no  right  to  in- 
terfere there  in  a  question  of  succession 
to  the  crown.    It  might  be  very  true  that 
the  inhabitants  of  the  Basque  'provinces 
were  very  unwise  in  choosing  to  retain 
their  peculiar   privileges  to  the  exclusion 
of  the  rest  of  Spain ;  it  might  be  desirable 
tbUt  Xhtf  sbould  entertttin  the  same  doc- 


trines on  the  subject  of  free  trade  as  the 
right   hon.    Prt?sident   of   the    Board  of 
Trade ;  but  that  was  no  reason   why  we 
should  make  war  upon   them.      It  was 
fVom  no  mercenary  views  that  they  rallied 
round  the  standard  of  him  whom  they 
conceived  to  be  their  legitimate  sovereign, 
and  every  one  must  regret  th6  obstacles 
which  Such  conduct  threw  tn  the  way  of 
the  peaceful  settlement  of  Spain,  he  (Sir 
Robert  Peel)  must  still   reg^ret,  that  fo- 
reigners and  particularly   countrymen  of 
his   should    be    engaged    in    destroying 
men  who  were  acting  upon  conscientious 
motives,  and  in  the  discharge  of  what  they 
conceived  to  be  their  duty.     He  did  not 
believe  that  from  a  force  so  employed  any 
ultimate  good  could  result.     If  Spain  was 
divided  oetween  two  parties,  the  one  per- 
fectly contemptible  in  numbers,  and  occu- 
pying but  a  few  squafe  leagues,  as  was 
alleged,  why  could  not  the  Queen^s  go- 
vernment by  her  own  exertions  establish 
its  power!    The  noble  Lord  admitted  that 
Qomez  marched  all  through  Spain,  and 
that  he  met  with  no  Insurrection ;   but  the 
noble  Lord  said  he  found  no  support.  The 
noble  Lord  said,  that  when  Don  Carlos 
kept  to  the  mountains  he  was  secure,  but 
when  he  ventured  into  the  plains  he  Was 
to  be  crushed  at  once;  but  Qomez  had 
marched  through   the   whole  of  Spain ; 
and  this  was  urged  by  the  noble  Lord  as 
an  argument  that  Spain  was  in  favour  of 
the  Queen.      Either  hd  must  think  that 
Gomez  was  gifted  with  a  military  genius 
amounting  almost  to  inspiration ;  or  else, 
which  seemed  probable,  he    must  have 
found  efficient  aid  in  some  lurking  attach- 
ment to  the  cause  to  which  he  was  en- 
gaged.    Be  this  as  it  might,  either  one 
party  greatly  preponderated  over  the  other, 
or  were  pretenaing,  in  the  language  of 
churchwardens,  "  to  abate  a  nuisance"  U\ 
Spain.     But  we  were  first  to  determine 
wnat  was  a  nuisance?    And  when  we  had 
done  that,  would  the  nOble  Lord  state  one 
reason  why^England  should  put  itself  for- 
ward to  abate  a  nuisance  in  Spain  ?    But 
if  it  were,  a  mere  nuisance, — not  a  Civil 
war,  but  something  in  the  nature  of  on&, 
— why  could  not  the  government  of  the 
Queen  of  Spain,  with  the  good  will,  ac- 
cording to  the  noble  Lord,  of  alt  the  great 
towns  and  ell  the  landed  proprietors  of  the 
country  in  its  favour,—  why  could  not  the 
govemtnent  in  possession  put  it  down  ? 
Or  would  the  noble  Lord  account  fbr  Uiis 
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how  it  was  that  10,000,000  Spaniards  did 
not  rally,  and,  by  a  single  effort  crush  the 
**  rebel  force  "  of  30,000  men  ?  His  noble 
Friend  (Lord  Mahon)  had  very  sensibly 
asked  how  it  happened,  that,  out  of  that 
army  of  30,000  men,  313,000  should  have 
been  returned,  on  the  authority  of  the 
Spanish  government,  as  the  number  of 
the  Carlists  killed?  He  would  tell  his  noble 
Friend  why  this  was  so.  It  was  because 
this  country  had  already  supplied  313,000 
muskets;  and  that  was  the  precise  num- 
ber as  he  would  find  by  the  printed  re- 
turn,— and  it  was  probably  deemed  but  a 
decent  compliment  to  give  the  credit  of 
one  death  to  each  British  musket.  How- 
ever, if  the  fact  were,  as  they  on  that  side 
of  the  House  concluded,  that  Spain  was 
at  present  unequally  divided  between  two 
principal  parties,  one  of  which  could  not 
overcome  the  other  except  by  assistance 
from  Great  Britain,  of  arms,  and  men,  and 
military  stores;  he  said,  that  the  history 
of  all  European  countries — but  that  of 
Spain  in  particular — led  him  to  entertain 
the  apprehension,  that,  although  our  arms 
might  establish  a  temporary  peace  in  Spain 
— although  by  the  moral  aid  and  joint  po- 
litical exertions  of  France  and  England, 
they  might  put  down  Don  Carlos,  and 
sweep  ihe  provinces  of  Navarre  and  Bis- 
cay of  all  the  irregular  troops  which  now 
occupied  them,  they  would  never  by  such 
means,  establish  permanent  tranquillity  in 
that  country.  He  entertained,  he  re- 
peated, the  most  serious  apprehension, 
that  the  government  which  was  to  suc- 
ceed, founded  as  it  would  be  on  the  inter- 
vention of  foreign  bayonets,  would  not,  in 
the  end,  lead  to  so  settled  and  permanent  an 
establishment— would  not  give  such  last- 
ing securities  for  the  preservation  of  liberty 
and  order,  as  it  would  have  combined  if 
England  had  permitted  these  parties — re- 
lying on  their  own  energies,  and  not  taught 
to  repose  a  false  confidence  in  foreign  in- 
terference and  our  assistance  to  settle 
their  own  disputes,  and  if  England  had 
allowed  their  government  a  period  of 
twelve  months  to  take  root  in  its  own  soil, 
in  the  afTections  of  its  own  people,  without 
any  attempt  at  intervention.  In  that  case 
the  stability  of  such  a  Government  being 
founded  upon  the  efforts,  and  sanctioned 
by  the  attachment  of  the  people,  would 
have  supplied  far  greater  security  for  li- 
berty, and  peace,  and  order,  than  any  fo- 
reign intervention  could  ever  afford. 
Mr,  O'Connell  begged  the  House  to 


spare  him  a  few  moments,  and  he  would 
express  his  opinions  as  shortly  as  possible. 
The  debate  had  wandered  a  good  deal 
from  the  subject  since  the  speech  which 
had  opened  it,  great  part  of  which  was 
taken  up  in  discussing  the  nautical  alliance. 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  Tamworth 
rebutted  the  charge  of  having  taken  any 
part  in  the  intervention  carried  on  in 
Spain,  and  above  all  boasted  of  giving  no 
countenance  to  Don  Carlos.  If  the  fact 
were  so,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  gave  a 
sentence  of  condemnation  to  many  of  his 
Friends,  whose  love  for  Don  Carlos  was 
open  and  undisguised.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet,  in  the  speech  which  he  had  just 
made,  had  thrown  Don  Carlos  entirely 
overboard,  and  yet  he  was  cheered  in  so 
doing  by  hon.  Members  whose  love  for 
that  individual  was  such,  that  their  desire 
to  vindicate  the  purity  of  his  character  was 
the  main  cause  of  the  present  debate.  The 
noble  Lord,  however,  who  began  the  debate 
had  answered  himself  on  many  points  ; 
but  he  could  not  understand  how  it  was 
that  he  should  protest  against  intervention 
in  the  one  case,  and  justify  it  in  another. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Dover  spoke  of  his 
love  of  monarchy  as  the  origin  of  his 
interest  in  Don  Carlos,  and  although  the 
noble  Lord,  who  opened  the  debate, 
praised  the  gallantry  of  the  Spanish  troops 
in  former  wars,  and  declared  that  they 
stood  in  no  need  of  assistance  from  the 
Duke  of  Wellington,  he  did  not  think 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  who  last  spoke 
acquiesced  in  that  view  of  the  case.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  was  perfectly  silent 
on  the  subject  of  Belgium,  which  had 
grown  and  prospered  under  the  principles 
of  the  present  Administration.  Portugal 
he  did  mention  ;  but  did  he  say  any- 
thing of  supporting  the  liberties  of  that 
country  ?  No,  there  he  was  silent.' 
But  after  all  what  was  the  great  mat- 
ter of  regret?  Was  it  the  cruelty 
practised  in  this  cruel  warfare  ?  All 
ought  to  combine  to  put  an  end  to  such 
outrages  on  both  sides ;  they  ought 
to  regret  the  duration  of  the  contest,  and 
use  every  means  to  bring  such  cruel  scenes 
to  a  close.  The  hon.  Member  for  Sandwich 
dilated  on  the  cruelties  committed  by  the 
Christinos,  forgetting  the  cruelties  com- 
mitted on  the  other  side.  He  called  to 
mind  the  atrocities  committed  at  Barcelona, 
forgetting  that  170  citizens  had  been  flung 
from  the  top  of  a  tower  by  the  Carlists, 
and  those  who  had  still  had  life  in  them 
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were  stabbed  to  death.  That  was  conduct 
which  well  entitled  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sandwich  to  display  his  enthusiasm  for 
Don  Carlos.  He  called  to  mind  the 
execution  of  Cabrera's  mother — a  crime  for 
which  the  memory  of  Mina  ought  ever  to  be 
held  in  detestation.  But  what  did  Cabrera 
do  in  revenge  ?  He  murdered  thirty  inno- 
cent women  ;  and  whatever  might  be  the 
virtues  of  his  mother  this  deed  of  cruelty 
proved  that  she  was  capable  of  producing 
a  monster,  and  this  monster  was  still  in  the 
service  of  his  master — of  that  Don  Carlos 
eulogised  in  a  British  Parliament,  and 
whose  walls  were  polluted  with  the  praises 
of  the  master  of  Cabrera.  The  conduct 
of  Zumalacarregui  was  no  less  atrocious. 
On  one  occasion  he  ordered  a  number  of 
men  who  attempted  to  escape,  to  be  shot, 
but  he  was  told  the  reports  of  the  muskets 
might  alarm  the  Christines  who  were  in  the 
neighbourhood.  **  Then  (said  he)  put  them 
to  death  with  the  bayonet ;"  and  by  the 
orders  of  the  monster  they  were  bayonetted ; 
yet  there  were  men  who  wept  in  tears 
over  the  death  of  such  a  monster.  Oh  ! 
let  It  not  go  forth  that  in  a  British  House 
of  Commons  the  man  should  be  eulogised 
who  had  been  guilty  of  such  barbarous 
cruelties.  He  did  not  blame  his  followers, 
80  much  as  he  blamed  those  who,  in  a  set 
speech,  displayed  their  enthusiasm  for  that 
barbarous  chief.  But  there  was  another 
remarkable  case,  the  murder  of  a  young 
lieutenant  who  had  fallen  into  the  hands 
of  Zumalacarreguy  ;  that  leader  wished 
to  spare  him,  but  he  received  an  order  from 
Don  Carlos  to  shoot  him  in  a  few  minutes, 
and  in  half  an  hour  he  was  shot  by  order 
of  Don  Carlos,  and  that  was  the  man 
praised  in  a  British  House  of  Commons, 
that  was  the  blood-stained  monster  who, 
however  little  title  he  had  ''  would  wade 
through  slaughter  to  a  throne."  And  were 
they  to  submit  to  a  solemn  speech  of  an 
hour's  length,  gravely  dedicated  to  such  a 
purpose  ?  All  were  degraded  who 
listened  to  such  a  speech.  And  whose 
fault  was  it  that  these  atrocities  were  not 
put  an  end  to  ?  That  despicable  politician, 
the  accidental  King  of  the  French — ^he 
who  had  no  claims  to  legitimacy — he  who 
was  put  on  the  throne  by  a  revolt,  and 
who  had  profaned  that  throne  by  trampling 
down  the  liberties  of  the  people,  and 
abolishing  two  of  the  constitutional  rights 
on  which  his  throne  was  established,  anH 
which  were  guaranteed  by  treaty  —  the 
freedom  of  the  press,  and  trial  by  jury, — 


that  was  the  man  who  prevented  the 
termination  of  this  unholy  contest,  and 
who,  by  his  despotic  conduct,  showed  that 
he  was  both  treacherous  to  his  Friends 
and  useful  to  his  enemies.  He  had  not 
the  manliness  to  take  part  with  Doa  Carlos 
openly,  he  did  it  covertly.  He  signified 
through  his  minister,  that  if  the  coast 
were  well  guarded  by  British  ships,  the 
supplies  of  the  Carlists  would  be  stopped 
but  he  did  not  prevent  them  from  passing 
the  frontier  of  France.  He  sent  troops  to 
the  foot  of  the  Pyrenees — troops  well 
armed  and  well  disciplined,  under  pretence 
of  sending  them  against  Don  Carlos.  Did 
he  order  them  to  march  against  him  ? 
No — he  ordered  them  to  be  disbanded,  and 
they  walked  over  the  frontier  and  joined 
Don  Carlos.  If  the  King  of  the  French 
had  acted  openly  and  manfully,  he  would 
not  have  blamed  him  ;  but  he  had  the 
meanness  to  profess  to  assist  the  Queen, 
while  his  real  object  was  to  assist  Don 
Carles.  But  Louis  Philippe  was  playing 
a  double  game,  full  of  danger  to  himself — 
and  any  danger  to  him  he  should  not 
regret— his  regret  was,  that  by  any  great 
convulsion  in  that  country,  a  brave  people 
should,  by  his  despotic  conduct,  be  driven 
into  another  revolution  which  might 
disturb  the  social  state  of  all  the  kingdoms 
of  Europe.  But  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sandwich  endeavoured  to  justify  his  en- 
thusiasm for  thecause,  by  saying  that  Don 
Carlos  was  a  sincere  Catholic  and  the 
Bishop  of  Leon  was  against  the  inquisition, 
and  in  the  course  of  his  remarks  he  had 
charged  him  with  having  paid  his  court  to 
Don  Carlos. 

Mr.  Grove  Price :  What  I  said  was — 
Has  not  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  had 
an  interview  with  Don  Carlos  ? 

Mr.  O'Conneil:  I  never  visited  Don 
Carlos.  I  never  saw  him  in  my  life.  I 
saw  the  Bishop  of  Leon — and  how  ?  He 
wished  me  to  call  on  him,  and  I  declined. 
He  then  said  he  would  call  on  me,  and 
he  did  call,  with  an  interpreter,  who  had 
only  one  fault  as  an  interpreter,  he  knew 
neither  Spanish  nor  English.  The  Bishop 
knew  nothingof  French,and  heendeavoured 
to  converse  in  Latin  ;  but  owing  to  the  Spa- 
nish tone  in  which  he  pronounced  the  words, 
I  could  understand  very  little  of  what  he 
said,  and  remember  only  the  words  re/t- 
gionem  Catholicam  et  purgatorium.  Well, 
I  was  asked  to  return  the  visit.  I  did 
not  return  it;  but  the  bishop  visited  me 
again,  and  I  certainly  did  everything  to 
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pt  rid  of  him  as  soon  as  pogsible,  but  not 
halfso«oon  aslwiihed,  and  that  wasallthe 
correspondence  1  bad  with  the  court  and 
camp  of  Don  Carlos.  The  hon.  Member 
fur  Sandwich  (continued  Mr.  Conuell)  in 
bis  enthusiasm  for  Don  Carlos  and  the 
Bishop  of  Leon,  boasted  that  they  were 
both  hostile  to  the  inquisition.  Now,  what 
was  the  fact?  Ferdinand,  as  well  as  Don 
Carlos,  never  gave  up  the  idea  of  the 
inquisition.  Ferdinand  applied  to  three 
popes  to  get  their  sanction,  and  three 
popes  successively  refused,  and  they  had 
the  right  of  refusing,  because  the  inqui- 
sition is  a  lay  tribunal,  and  the  pope 
could  prevent  any  ecclesiastic  from  offici- 
ating ;  that  was  a  fact  which  should  ex* 
cite  the  enthusiasm  of  the  hon.  Member, 
not  fpr  Don  Carlos,  but  for  the  pope.  In 
short,  Don  Carlos  assumed  (he  mask  of 
great  solemnity  and  regard  for  religion, 
and  thQ  hon.  Member  argued,  that  because 
be  was  so  good  a  Catholic,  the  crimes 
which  had  been  committed  against  the 
Christinos  could  not  have  been  sanctioned 
by  him.  But  had  not  the  bon.  Member 
heard  only  the  other  day,  that  four  Eng- 
lisbmen,  who  had  strayed  oat  of  their 
courie»  had  been  shot  by  order  of  Don 
Carlos  ?  And  yet  an  Englishman  could 
talk  of  bis  enthusiasm  for  Don  Carlos ! 
Shame  on  such  enthusiasm,  and  shame 
thi^t  it  should  go  abroad  that  such  things 
were  praised  amongst  us  I  Some  Gentle* 
men  took  great  interest  in  the  success  of 
Don  Carlos,  the  sincere  Catholic  in  Spain, 
but  refused  justice  to  Irishmen  because 
they  are  Roman  Catholics  ;  and  why  did 
they  support  the  one  and  oppose  the 
other?  He  would  do  them  the  justice  to 
say  they  did  it  not  out  of  love  for  Catho* 
licisni  in  Spain,  but  out  of  love  for  des^ 
potism.  The  hon.  Member  for  Sandwich 
argued  in  favour  of  the  right  of  Don 
Carlos  to  the  throne,  and  contended  that 
his  tide  was  beyond  all  doubt.  Now  no- 
thing could  be  more  unfounded.  The 
Salic  law  was  not  oijginally  the  law  of 
succession  in  Spain.  The  house  of  A  us* 
triti  founded  its  claim  to  the  throne  of 
Spain  through  the  line  of  female  succes- 
sion. Piiilip  of  Aiijou  mounted  the  throne 
in  the  right  of  his  mother,  and  Isabella 
was  succeeded  by  Joanna.  In  1713, 
Philip  of  Anjou  abrogated  the  old  law, 
und  how  ?  He  did  not  summon  the 
Corlos  to  decide  the  question,  but  he  sent 
round  circulars  calling  on  them  to  give 
their  votes  for  or  agair-  -' --la  the 
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line  of  succession.  They  did  so,  and  bow 
did  the  Monarch  prove  that  they  were  in 
favour  of  bis  proposition?  Why,  by 
burning  all  the  letters  sent  by  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Cortes.  That  was  the  origin 
of  the  Salic  law  in  Spain,  and  compare 
that  with  the  origin  of  the  law  which  ex* 
eludes  Don  Carlos  from  the  throne.  The 
female  line  of  succession  was  sanctioned 
by  the  Cortes  at  various  periods^^it  was 
sanctioned  by  the  Cortes  in  1812—- it  was 
sanctioned  a  short  time  before  the  death 
of  Ferdinand-^ it-  was  sanctioned  by  the 
last  Cortes,  and  yet  on  such  a  title 
as  that  on  which  Don  Carlos  founds  his 
claims  he  was  to  be  justified  in  committing 
murder.  The  Kings  of  Spain  were  called 
the  sons  of  the  Church,  and  how  did  they 
treat  that  Church  ?  Ferdinand  during  his 
reign,  mulcted  the  Clergy  of  Spain  75  per 
cent,  on  their  ecclesiastical  revenues. 
That  was  the  advantage  of  having  the 
Church  connected  with  the  state— a  con» 
nection  which  should  be  dissolved  in  every 
country  for  the  purity  of  one  and  seenrity 
of  the  other.  In  conclusion  he  would  only 
say,  that  whether  Don  Carlos  was  Catbo-* 
lie,  Presbyterian,  or  Protestant,  bo  was 
not  a  good  Christian. 

Viscount  ^one/on  said,  the  hon.  Member 
had  complained  of  the  kings  of  Spain  for 
taking  from  the  clergy  seventy-five  per 
cent,  out  of  their  incomes ;  but  waa  there 
not  a  country  nearer  than  Spain  where  the 
clergy  were  deprived  of  a  great  portion  of 
their  incomes,  and  reduced  to  the  greatest 
distress,  by  the  endeavours  of  the  hon* 
and  learned  Member  ?  Let  him  not  throw 
all  the  blame  of  the  atrocities  of  tha 
Spanish  war  on  Don  Carlos,  or  ask  in  a 
triumphant  tone  why  bad  not  these  instru* 
ments  of  cruelty  been  dismissed  by  Don 
Carlos?  Had  the  Christino  leaders,  guilty 
of  cruelty,  been  dismissed  ?  He  was  no 
party  man  of  either  Don  Carlos  or  Queen 
Isabella,  neither  did  he  think  the  interest 
of  either  was  the  compass  by  which  they 
wore  to  steer.  He  only  considered  the  in« 
terests  of  his  own  country.  But  while  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  talked  oftha 
atrocities  committing  in  Spain  did  he  for« 
get  that  the  Government  of  this  country 
had  allowed  British  subjects  to  take  part 
in  a  war  in  a  country  where  they  were 
without  the  protection  of  the  British  /iag. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member»  whose 
humanity  seemed  to  have  taken  tliealarm, 
talked  of  nothing  but  atrocilies  and  blood; 
but  these  were  expressions  with  which  he 
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was  fftmiliar.  He  repeated,  ibet  blood  end 
murder  were  worde  familiar  to  the  hon* 
and  learned  Qentleman;  but  when  he 
talked  of  Spain  did  be  not  recollect  the 
ttohappy  condition  to  which  his  own 
Qountry  was  reduced  7  Did  he  forget  the 
death*a  head  and  crote  bonee?  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  might  not  have 
encouraged  atrocities,  bat  certainly  he  had 
used  language  ealouiatedto  produce  them. 
This  was  a  departure  from  the  debate,  but 
be  was  not  without  a  precedent  for  it.  It 
only  threw  the  hon.  and  learned  Members 
taunts  back  upon  him,  as  he  was  himself 
In  the  habit  of  doing  to  others.  He  would 
not  go  further  into  the  question  than  to 
say  that  he  deprecated  the  policy  of  the 
Government  in  allowing  English  soldiers 
to  be  exposed  to  the  horrors  and  atrocities 
wbieh  existed  in  Spain. 

Mr.  O'Connell  begged  to  be  indulged 
for  a  moment.  What  the  noble  Lord 
talked  of  throwing  back  in  his  (Mr.  O^Con- 
nell's)  teeth,  the  noble  Lord  had  created 
bimaelf.  The  noble  Lord  bad  talked  of  his 
▼irteiona  indignation.  The  noble  Lord's 
indignation  waa  the  reverse.  It  was 
founded  o&  a  mistake.  The  noble  Lord 
anid*  that  he  (Mr.  O'Connell)  had  reduced 
Uie  incomes  of  the  Protestant  clergy  in 
Ireland  75  per  cent.  Now,  did  he  not 
support  the  Bill  which  went  to  secure  the 
Proiealant  Clergy  77^  of  their  income? 
But  the  noble  Lord  and  his  Friends  pre- 
vented that  settlement.  But  the  noble 
Lord  asked  why  he  (Mr.  O'Connell)  insisted 
on  the  Carlists  being  turned  out  of  their 
aervioe«  and  not  the  Christinos.  Now,  he 
bad  never  said  a  word  of  the  kind.  The 
statement  of  the  noble  Lord  might,  there- 
fore be  very  dignified,  but  it  was  untrue  ; 
for  he  had  condemned  the  conduct  of 
the  Christinos  as  well  as  that  of  the  Car- 
lieta.  The  noble  Lord  bad  shown  more 
heal  than  good  sense. 

Viscount  Sandan  admitted,  that  the 
boo*  and  learned  Gentleman  had  con« 
demned  both  sides  in  the  Spanish  contest. 
But  he  had  condemned  his  ( Lord  Sandon*s) 
side  of  the  House  for  praising  the  one 
party,  and  had  not  condemned  his  Majea* 
ty'sjMinisters  for  praising  the  other. 

Mr.  Villufrs  observed,  thai  the  tendency 
of  such  speeches  as  those  of  the  noble 
Mover  of  the  Amendment,  and  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  was  only  to  cheer  on  the 
party  they  said  they  were  unfavourable 
to.  If  any  thing  could  promote  the  con- 
linttaiice  of  the  civil  war  in  Spain,  it  was 


the  periodical  debates  in  the  House  of 
Commons  on  the  subject.  Indeed  he  had 
remarkedi  that  whenever  the  Carlist  causa 
languished,  some  motion  of  this  sort  was 
always  made  to  revive  it. 

Viscount  Mahon  stated,  that  it  was  not 
his  intention  to  bring  forward  any  motion 
on  the  subject ;  he  was  contented  with  the 
discussion  which  had  taken  place. 

The  resolution  moved  by  Mr.  Wood 
was  agreed  to. 

The  House  resumed* 
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MiNUTBs.]  Petitions  prc^enteiL  By  William  Milks,  and 
other  Hon.  Msmbim,  fnnn  Finabury,  and  variout  other 
plaoei*  «0»inBt  the  Alx>UtioQ  of  Chuieii-iwtei^-^y  Mr. 
C«oB9B  PHiLUPSf  BQd  Other  Hwu  MjtN^XRaj  ftom 
Stalybridge,  and  various  other  places,  for  the  Abolition  of 
ChuNh-ratec— By  Mr.  W.  Rochb,  Mr.  Hkhbv  Wimok. 
•Bd  pUiflv  Hon.  Mbmbbbb,  from  B(Mioa<  and  otfior  piMM, 
for  Repeal  of  Puty  on  FiveIn8iunnow.^By  Mr.  Bbothbr* 
TOW,  flrom  Manchetter,  tor  Repeal  of  Factories  Act.— By 
Mr.  J.  Pabkbb,  flrom  SheSMd,  for  Repeal  of  Duty  oa 
Tobatgo}  and  for  Isqoiry  into  Mr.  Cormlokf*  CMt  ■■  Wy 
Mr*  John  Bmckburne,  from  Warrin^touj  Hyde,  and 
Wemeth,  tor  Repeal  of  Duty  on  Cotton.— By  Mr.  Staw- 
DiaH  Barbt.  Amn  Gutltfiofni,  Rooha.  flor  Uie  IiI4i  Mini* 
dpal  CorporaUoPf  Bi\\\  apd  tsom  Hibnioho4»  for  Vtm said 
Bill|  and  for  the  Abolition  of  TiUiea  (Ireland). 

The  Brevet  Promotion,]  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Eiobequer  moved  the 
Order  of  the  Day  for  briogtog  up  the 
Report  of  Supply. 

Mr.  Humn  eaid^  in  iubmitting  the  mo- 
tions of  which  he  had  given  notice,  he  had 
no  wish  to  take  up  the  time  of  tha  House. 
All  he  wanted  was,  the  names  of  the  ofHeers 
contained  in  the  late  brevet,  with  the 
names  and  dates  of  their  commissions,  and 
their  periods  of  service.  These  data  he 
thought  would  show,  that  in  the  late 
brevet  the  public  money  had  been  unoe* 
cessarily  expended,  and  that  the  promo- 
tions had  been  made  with  partiality,  and 
had  not  depended  on  the  merit  of  the 
individual  as  it  ought  to  have  done.  The 
object  of  his  motions  was  to  obtain  in- 
formation on  these  points,  which  would 
show  this  partiality.  He  would,  therefore, 
move  for  **  a  return  of  the  number  of 
officers  in  the  army  of  each  regimental 
rank,  on  full  pay,  on  the  95th  of  De- 
cember, 1836  ;  distinguishing  the  number 
in  each  class  who  held  brevet  rank  in 
addition  to  their  regimental,  and  stating 
also  what  brevet  rank  ;  together  with  an 
abstract  of  the  total  amount  of  pay  of 
such  officers,  for  the  year  1836." 

Viscount  Howick  had  no  wish  to  with- 
hold any  ioformation  on  the  subjects  to 


d87       The  Brevet  Pramtum.      {COMMONS}      The  Brevet  Promotion.      S88 


whieh  the  hoD.  Member  referred,  which 
could  be  giveo  consistently  with  the  des. 
patch  of  public  business  in  the  offices  from 
which  the  returns  were  to  be  made.     All 
the  information  relevant  to  the  points  on 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  sought  it, 
he  was  most  willing  to  give  with  that 
restriction;     but    he    submitted  to    the 
House  whether,  consistently  with  the  de- 
spatch of  ordinary  business  in  the  respective 
offices,  returns  could  be  made  such  as  were 
sought  for  in  the  present,  and  the  other 
resolutions  of  the   hon.  Member,   which 
were  to  show  the  particular  services  of  all 
the  officers  included  in   the  late  brevet. 
Let   the    House    recollect    that  in   that 
brevet  there  were  included  440  officers  of 
the  line,  129  in  the  artillery,  and   16  in 
the  marines,  making  in  all  585.    How  was 
it  possible  that,  in  any  time  which  could 
be  available  for  the  object  which  the  hon. 
Member  professed  to  have  in  view,  these 
returns  could  be  made  ?     Some  of  the 
officers  included  in  the  brevet  had  en* 
tered  into  the  service  as  far  back  as  the 
year  1774,  and  one  pari  of  the  hon*  Mem- 
ber's motion  required  the  accounts  of  the 
services  of  each  officer  in  that  period  ;  but, 
supposing  these  could  be  given,  it  would 
not  still  comply  with  the  hon.  Member's 
motion,    for  it  would    not    include   the 
services  of  staff  officers.     He  would  admit 
that  the  late  promotion  did  not  depend  on 
services,  but  on  seniority.     Many  officers 
were  not  included  in  the  brevet  because 
they    had     deprived    themselves  of  its 
advantages  by  going  on  half-pay  or  retired 
allowance  ;   but  all  the  others  were  in* 
eluded,  according  to  the  general  regula- 
tions.     He    repeated,    that  he  had    no 
objection  to  furnish  all  the  information  on 
these  points,  and  also  the  regulations  on 
which    the    late   brevet  promotion     was 
made,  but  some  parts  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's motion  he  could  not  comply  with, 
for  they  were  utterly  inconsistent,  from 
the  time  and  labour  they  would  take,  with 
the  performance  of  the  public  business  of 
the  offices  to  which  they  applied. 
On  the  first  resolution  being  read, 
Sir  George  Smcl€tir  said,  that  the  only 
fault  he  had  ever  heard  out  of  doors  with 
the  late  brevet  promotion  was,  that  it  had 
been  deferred  too  long — until  many  de* 
serving  officers,  both  naval  and  military, 
had  gone  to  their  graves  who  ought  to 
have  participated  in  the  promotion.     He 
was  not  desirous  to  discuss  the  general 
question  at  present.   He  wished-  ^yr^voovnr 


to  ask  the  noble  Lord — ^and  he  had  to 
apologize  for  not  having  given  notice  of 
the  question-— why  the  name  of  Sir  W. 
Tuyll  had  not  been  included  in  the  brevet  ? 
That  officer^  as  he  understood,  had  dis- 
tinguished himself  during  a  long  period 
of  active  and  laborious  exertion  in 
every  part  of  the  globe,  and  was  highly 
esteemed  by  all  those  with  or  under  whom 
he  had  served.  He  thought  it  a  case  of 
singular  hardship  if  any  regulations  ex* 
isted  which  could  deprive  so  meritorioQS 
an  officer  of  his  well-earned  meed  of 
reward. 

Viscount  Hawick  said,  that  the  case  of 
the  officer  whom  the  hon.  Baronet  had 
named  did  not  fall  within  the  regulations 
by  which  the  brevet  promotion  had  been 
decided ;  but  he  admitted  the  hardship  of 
the  case,  and  it  would  be  a  matter  of 
consideration  whether  the  particular  injury 
in  this  case  should  not  be  remedied. 

Sir  George  &nclair  begged  to  express 
his  satisfaction  at  the  explanation  given 
by  the  noble  Lord,  and  he  trusted  he 
would  lose  no  time  in  introducing  some 
measure  to  remedy  the  hardship.  He  bad 
not  the  honour  of  ever  being  personally 
known  to  Sir  W.  Tuyll,  and  had  never 
seen  him  to  the  best  of  his  knowledge ;  but 
he  was  induced  on  public  grounds  to  notice 
this  case,  which  had  casually  come  to  his 
knowledge,  and  he  should  rejoice  in  being 
in  any  way  instrumental  in  obtaining  jus- 
tice for  an  officer  whose  merits  were  uni- 
versally acknowledged. 

Return  ordered. 

Mr.  Hume  then  moved  for  a  '*  Return 
of  the  names  of  all  officers  in  the  army, 
promoted  by  brevet  since  the  1st  of  Janu- 
ary, 1837;  distinguishing  those  on  fall, 
from  those  on  half  and  on  retired  pay,  at 
the  time  of  promotion,  &c.'' 

Viscount  Homck  would  dsk  the  House 
whether  it  was  fair  to  take  up  the  time  of 
the  clerks,  a  department  already  fully 
employed,  with  the  details  which  the  hon. 
Member  required  as  to  580  officers.  The 
hon.  Member  suspected  that  the  late  pro- 
motion was  not  ,fair  in  three  or  four  in- 
stances, and  he  brought  forward  this  fish- 
ing motion,  which  extended  over  not  alone 
the  officers  whom  the  hon.  Member  had  in 
his  eye,  but  the  whole  580  included  in  the 
brevet.  Another  reason  why  the  hon. 
Member's  motion  ought  not  to  be  pressed 
was,  that  if  he  ("Mr.  Hume)  intended  to 
found  any  motion  on  it  this  Session,  he 
would  defeat  his    own    object,  for  the 
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Sir,  whether  the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer 
has  not  been  guilty  of  a  gross  breach  of 
order? 

The  Speaker,  Tliere  can  be  no  doubt, 
that  for  one  Member  to  impute  to  an- 
other, that  he  is  a  disloyal  subject,  is 
highly  irregular,  and  the  hon.  Member 
who  has  made  that  imputation,  is  bound 
to  retract  it. 

Sir  y.  EUey,  I  did  not  mean  to  charge 
the  hon.  Member  with  disloyalty.  I  spoke 
of  comparative  loyalty. 

Mr.  Hume,  I  rise  to  order.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  officer  did  not  use  any  terms 
to  qualify  his  allegation.  He  stated,  that 
the  reason  why  I  selected  the  instance  of 
Sir  Charles  Thornton,  in  the  return  of 
which  I  gave  notice,  and  which  I  intend 
to  move  with  respect  to  that  officer,  was, 
that  he  was  a  dutiful,  affectionate,  and 
loyal  subject  to  his  Sovereign.  I  then, 
perhaps  irregularly,  interrupted  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member,  by  asking — who  was 
not  so?  To  which  the  gallant  officer 
replied,  "  Joseph  Hume."  Sir,  1  contend 
that  that  was  a  gross  breach  of  order, 
which  fully  justiHed  the  term  I  applied  to 
it,  and  which  the  gallant  Officer  is  bound 
to  retract. 

Sir  /.  Elley.  **  If  what  I  said  was 
wrong,  I  beg  pardon  of  the  House,  and  I 
assure  the  hon.  Member  that  I  had  no 
intention  of  imputing  disloyalty  to  him  in 
the  words  which,  I  admit,  I  hastily  used. 
I  meant  to  speak  of  loyalty  only  in  the 
comparison  as  between  him  and  the  gallant 
officer  Sir  C.  Thornton."  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Officer  then  went  on  to  speak  of 
the  great  services  of  General  Thornton, 
who  had  lost  an  arm  in  defence  of  his 
country,  and  who  was,  in  every  respect, 
fully  entitled  to  every  promotion  he  bad 
received.  The  merits  of  that  gallant 
Officer  had  had  the  testimony  of  one  who 
was  almost  adored  whilst  living,  and  uni- 
versally regretted  at  his  death — he  meant 
the  late  General  Sir  Ralph  Abercromby. 

Several  returns  relative  to  the  army 
were  ordered. 

Mr.  Hume  then  moved  for  '^  a  return  of 
the  names  of  all  midshipmen  and  officers 
of  the  royal  navy  promoted  since  the  1st 
of  January,  1837,  distinguishing  those  on 
full  pay  and  employed,  from  those  on 
half-pay  and  retired  pay,  at  the  time  of 
such  promotion  ;  stating  the  date  of  entry 
of  each  into  the  navy,  when  pas^sed  their 
examination  for  lieutenants,  the  several 
ranks  or  ratings  they  have  Ikeld,  the  dates 


Retoms  could  not  be  ready  in  the  present 
nor  even  in  the  next  year.  He  repeated, 
that  he  had  no  objection  to  give  informa- 
tion relevant  to  the  subiect  of  the  brevet 
which  could  be  given  without  interrupting 
the  whole  business  of  the  departments 
from  which  they  were  to  be  made. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  if  he  had  called 
for  an  account  of  the  services  of  three  or 
four  officers  it  would  seem  invidious.  He, 
therefore,  moved  for  an  account  of  all,  and 
the  answer  he  now  got  from  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Secretary  at  War,  was,  that  he 
could  not  tell  the  services  of  any  one 
officer. 

The  Earl  of  Darlington  opposed  the 
motion,  to  comply  with  which  would  re- 
quire the  labour  of  some  hundreds  of  clerks 
for  many  months.  There  was  no  service 
in  the  world  in  which  less  favour  was 
shown  in  promotion  than  in  the  army  of 
England. 

Sir/.  Wrottesley  objected  to  the  late 
brevet,  particularly  to  that  part  of  it  by 
which  colonels  were  promoted  to  the  rank 
of  roajor*general8,  when  we  had  twenty 
times  more  generals  than  we  could  possibly 
want.  Out  of  nearly  forty  colonels  who 
were  so  promoted,  only  nine  were  in  actual 
service. 

Sir  H,  Hardinge  would  not  delay  the 
House  by  going  into  the  details  of  the 
motion,  but  he  would  say,  that  since 
the  peace  there  had  been  a  reduction  of 
about  6,000  officers,  and  a  saving  thus 
made  to  the  public  of  1,800,000/.  a-year. 

Sir  «/.  Elley  regretted  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex  should  have  selected 
Major- General  Sir  Charles  Thornton,  and 
called  for  an  account  of  his  particular 
services.  Why  not  have  selected  some 
general  officer  who  was  a  Member  of  that 
House,  and  could  have  defended  himself 
against  the  charge  implied  in  such  a  mo- 
tion of  having  been  unfairly  promoted  ? 
He  could  tell  the  reason  why  this  invidi- 
oas  selection  had  been  made  of  Sir  Charles 
Thornton — it  was  because  he  was  a  dutiful, 
aflPectionate,  and  loyal  subject  to  his  So- 
vereign. 

Mr.  Hume,  Who  is  not  a  loyal  sub. 
jeci? 

Sir  J.  EOe^.  Joseph  Hume.  ["  Order.*'] 

Mr.  Hume,  Sir,  I  must  say,  that  if 
ever  the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer  told  an 
untruth,  that  which  he  has  now  uttered  is 
one.  I  ask,  why  should  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Officer  dare  impute  to  me  that  I 
am  a  disloyal  subject?     I   ask  of  you, 
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thereof,  the  aames  of  the  several  ships  or 
vessds  wherein  they  so  served,  the  time 
e^ch  has  served  on  full  pay  in  each  rank, 
and  the  dates  thereof,  showing  the  ae:gre- 
gate  time  served,  the  time  each  officer  was 
on  half  and  on  retired  pay  of  each  rank, 
and  the  aggregate  time  on  half- pay,  or 
retired  pay;  also  the  age  of  each  officer 
at  the  last  promotion^  as  returned  by 
himsejf." 

Mr.  Charles  Wood  objected  to  the  mo- 
tioq,  on  the  same  grounds  as  those  urged 
by  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Howick)  against 
some  of  those  already  moved. 

Mr.  Hume  defended  the  motion.  I1ie 
nformation  for  which  he  nought  was  ab- 
solutely necessary,  and  he  could  not  con- 
sent to  withdra)v  the  motion.  The  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  C.  Wood)  had  not  stated 
tiny  ground  why  the  House  should  refuse 
the  motion. 

Mr.  C.  Wood.    One  ground  on  which 
he  objected  to  the  motion,  and  which  he 
mras  sure  the  Hpuse  wQuld  admit,  was  the 
Immenjse  t$me  it  would  take  to  prepare 
these  returns.  When  he  (Mr.  C.Wood)  saw 
the  notice  of  motion,  he  consulted  with 
the  chief   clerk    in    the  department    of 
Somerset-house,  in  \7hich  the  returns  were 
tg  be  prepared ;  and  he  said,  that  they 
could  npt  b^  got  r^ady  in  less  than  three 
^ears   and    a-h^lf.     Another  clerk   said, 
that  he  could  not  say  exactly  what  time  it 
would  take  to  prepare  them,  but  it  could 
not  he  less  than  between  three -and  four 
years;  and  let  it  be  understood,  that  these 
answers  applied  to  only  one-half  of  the 
information  for  which  the  hon.  Member 
Cj|lled.     He  would   put   it  to  the   House 
whether  it   would  consent  to  encumber 
any  public  department  with  the  prepara- 
tion of  returns,  which  must  stop  all  other 
business  p     He  would  contend   that  the 
promotions  which  had  taken   place,  had 
been  conducted  op  the  fairest  principles ; 
and  in  proof  of  it,  would  beg  to  refer  the 
hon.  Member  to  a  letter  addressed  to  him 
by  a  distingaished   officer  in   the  navy 
(Admiral  Napier)  who  had  put  the  ques- 
tioQ  oq   its  fairest  grounds.    The    hon. 
Member  would  there  find,  that  it  would 
be  impossible  to  conduct  the  service  of 
the  navy,  unless  a  number  of  voung  offi- 
cers were  kept  up.     The  only  thing  to 
object  to  the   late   promotion   was,  that 
it  had  been  too  long  delayed.    It  would  be 
seen  that,  notwithstanding  the  promotion, 
there  would  be  a  considerable  reduction 
of  the  half-pay. 


Captain  PechsU  supported  the  macUii, 
on  the  ground  that  the  return  would  ahoir 
that  a  great  number  of  midfhipmcR,  after 
long  and  meritoriouf  services  in  that  sub- 
ordinate grade,  had  attained  a  very  ad- 
vanced age,  without  being  rewarded  by 
the  proinotion  to  which  ttiey  were  en- 
tilled. 

Mr.  C.  Wood  had  no  objection  to  grant 
the  return,  if  confined  to  adatirala,  as  it 
could  then  be  made  out,  without  any  im- 
moderate delay. 

Sir  E,  Codrington  said,  that  the  officers 
lately  promoted  had  only  received  the 
reward  to  which  they  were  entitled  by 
their  long  service^  during  the  war.  There 
had  been  no  promotion  for  a  lon^  time, 
and  it  was  absolutely  necessary  to  promote 
young  and  active  officers. 

Mr.  Bannerman  said,  that  though  he 
had  the  highest  respect  for  the  King's 
prerogative,  he  did  not  see  why  a  Com- 
mittee should  not  be  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  system  of  oryilitary  promotion; 
and  if  no  hon.  Member  better  qualified 
than  himself  took  up  the  sul^ect,  he 
would  himself  submit  a  motion  to  that 
effect. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  as  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty  objected  to  the  return, 
on  the  ground  of  expanse,  if  the  docu- 
ments were  submitted  to  his  inspection, 
he  would  send  a  clerk  to  the  War-officej 
and  have  the  returns  made  out  at  his  own 
cost.  His  complaint  was,  that  many  who 
had  fairly  earned  their  promotion,  had 
been  passed  by.  The  regulations  of  IS27, 
he  contended,  were  ruining  the  navy; 
and  such  was  the  wasteful  expenditure  of 
the  public  money,  that  a  pension  for 
life  was  granted  to  officers  for  a  period  of 
service,  on  an  average,  not  exceeding  three 
years. 

Mr.  C.  Wood  said,  that  on  the  Srd  of 
January,  1816,  the  number  of  oflficers  was 
augmented  to  6,035.  On  the  1st  of 
January,  1830.  when  rules  were  made  for 
the  purpose  or  progressively  reducing  the 
li^t,  the  number  was  reduced  by  nearly  400. 
Since  that  period  there  had  been  a  reduc- 
tion of  600. 

Mr.  Lamhton  thought,  that  promotion 
in  the  army  and  navy  was  obtained  too 
much  by  aristocratical  or  political  in- 
fluence, and  he  hoped  the  hon.  Qentle- 
man's  motion  would  tend  to  remedy  that 
abuRC. 

8ir  Henry  Hardinge  opposed  the  mo- 
tion, as  he  entertained  the  strongest  oh- 
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jectiODB  to  any  inquiry  on  the  part  of 
the  House  of  Uommons,  into  the  causes 
of  promotipn,  and  disapproved  of  any  at- 
tempt to  single  out  invidiously  particular 
cases. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  17;  Noes 
66  :   Majority  49. 


Lisl  of  the  Ayes. 


Aglionby,  II.  A. 
Brothertoo,  J. 
Chichester,  J,  P.* 
Codrington,  Admirul 
Dick,  Q. 
Duncombei  T. 
Gordon,  hon.  Captain 
Grote,  George 
Hector,  C.  J. 
Lsader,  J.  T. 


O'Conncll,  M. 
Bundle,  J. 
Trelawny,  Sir  W. 
Turner,  W, 
Verney,  Sir  II. 
Wilks,  John 
Williams,  W 

TELLERS. 

Hume,  J. 
Lainbton,  C. 


IasL  of  the  Nobs. 


Bailey,  J. 
Baillie,  H.  D. 
BanneriDftn,  A. 
Baring,  H.  B. 
Baring,  W.  B. 
Benelti  J. 
Boldero,  II.  G. 
Bradshaw,  J, 
Brownrigg,  S. 
Bruce,  C.  L.  G. 
Buller,  Sir  J. 
Byng,  rt.  hon.  O.  S. 
Chaplin,  Col. 
Cbetwyndy  Captain 
Cripps,  J. 
Dalbiac,  Sir  C. 
Darlington,  Earl  of 
DiUwyn,  L.  W. 
Dandas,  J.  D. 
Elley,  SirJ. 
Fleetwood,  Peter  H. 
Foreter,  C.  S. 
Fort,  John 
Gaskell,  J.  M lines 
Grey,  Sir  G. 
Ilardinge,  Sir  H. 


Longiield,  R. 
Mackinnon,  W.  A. 
Martland,  T. 
Murray,  rt.  hoo.  J.  A. 
Neeld,Jobo 
North,  Frederick 
O'Connell,  M,  J. 
Paget,  F. 

Palmerstoo,  Viscount 
Pechell,  Captain 
Pelbam,  J.  C, 
Pendarves,  E.  W.  W. 
Phillips,  C.  M. 
Price,  Sii'R. 
Rice,  right  hou«  T.  S. 
Ross,  C. 
Scott,  Sir  E.  D. 
Scott,  J.  W, 
Smith,  A. 
Sunley,  W.  O. 
Steuart,  R. 
Thomson,  C.  P. 
Thompson,  P.  B. 
Trevor,  hon.  G.  R. 
Troubridge,  Sir  E.  T. 
Tynte.  C.  J.  K. 


Hillsborough,  Earl  of     Weyland,  Major 


Hinde,  J.  li. 
Hoiham,  Lord 
Uowick,  Lord  Vise. 
Jumesi,  W. 
Lawson,  Andrew 
Lefevre,  Charles  S. 
Lefroy,  A. 
Lennox,  Lord  G. 

The  Report  of  the  Committee  of  Supply 
was  brought  up. 


Wilson,  H. 
Wood,  C. 
Wrottesley,  Sir  J. 
Young,  J. 

TELtEttS. 

Baring,  F. 
Smith,  V. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Monday,  March  lli,  1837. 

Miaursa.]  Billt.  Retd  a  wcond  time  t^Worccrter  County 
UaU. 


PeUtioiit  preM&tcd.  By  Uie  Mwrques  of  SAUSBVMr,  Oie 
Earls  of  Hadoinotom  and  BnAoroito,  the  Bidiop  of 
Wf  iicHBflTsm>Loid  R  ATLKioH,«iidVlieount  CANmRBvmT, 
fhxn  vsrious  plaoei,  against  the  AboUtioo  of  Churob^mtet. 
—By  Lords  Hollanp  and  Brougham,  from  Exeter  and 
Swansea,  for  Uie  Abolition  of  Churdi-ratei. — ^By  Viaoount 
Cantbrbuhy,  from  Godmandwater,  tat  the  Amendment 
of  Municipal  CorporaUooa  Act.— By  Lcvd  Wyhpomi, 
from  Stapleton,  Gloucestershire,  complaining  that  there 
is  no  provision  fbr  paying  the  expenses  of  Che  apprehen« 
sion  of  persons  who  commit  offimcet  against  the  Pooiwlaw 
Act. — By  L<Nrd  Raylciob,  from  the  Guaidiana  of  the 
Poor  of  the  Eastbourne  and  Witham  Unions,  in  favoar 
of  the  I^xnr-Iaw  Amendment  Act 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 

Monday^  March  13,  1837. 

MfirvTsa.]  Petitions  presented.  By  Mr.  W.  Pattsit,  Mr.O. 
Knioht,  Viscount  llARoir.  and  several  other  Hon.  Mjtm- 
BBita,  flrom  a  great  number  of  places,  against  the  Abolition 
of  Chureh-rates. — ^By  Sir  R.  Pnicn,  Viscount  BsKmoToir, 
and  other  Hon.  MBitana,  from  various  places,  te  the 
Abolition  of  Church-rates.— By  Sir  HxirnY  Parnsu^ 
from  Dundee,  for  the  Repeal  of  Duty  on  Marine  Insurances. 
—By  Mr.  Wiluam  Milm  and  Colonel  S«alb.  from 
Clifloo,  Dartmouth,  and  Hardness,  foe  Rqiieal  of  Duly  on 
Fire  Insurances. — By  Colonel  SBAi.a,  from  Easeogwold, 
for  Repeal  of  Duty  on  So^i.— By  Mr.  Posaky,  from  the 
Parodiial  Ctegyroen  of  Ware,  for  icndering  it  IropemllTe 
to  the  Board  of  Guardiamb  to  assign  suffieiant  Satariw  to 
duly  appointed  Chfl^ilains  to  Workhouses  i  and  from  the 
Guardians  of  the  Wantage  Union,  i^gainst  Repeal  of  Poor- 
knr  Act — By  Sir  Gaonos  SraiacLAifD  and  Mr.  HABnT« 
from  Rastuck,  Bmdfoid,  Ywk,  and  K^igUty,  fbr  hnuA* 
ment  of  Poor-law  Ad. 

Police  Magistrates.^  Mr.  Estcouri 
rose  to  ask  a  question  of  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  (the  Secretarv  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department).  He  felt  particularly 
called  upon  to  put  this  question,  in  con- 
sequence of  his  having  filled  the  Chair  of 
the  Committee  appointed  some  years  ago 
to  consider  the  state  of  the  police  of  the 
metropolis.  That  Committee,  after  a 
most  attentive  consideration  of  the  matters 
referred  to  them,  had  recommended  that 
no  persons  should  be  chosen  to  fill  the 
office  of  a  Police  Magistrate  unless  he  had 
been  bred  to  the  bar.  That  recommenda* 
tion  had  been  acted  upon  ever  sincoj 
indeed,  from  the  time  of  its  introduction 
by  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Sidmouth),  it 
had  not  been  departed  from.  A  few  days 
ago,  however,  he  learned  that  the  noble 
Lord  had  appointed  a  gentleman  to  be  a 
Police  Magistrate,  who  did  not  belong  to 
the  bar.  Hewislv^dtoknow  if  the  fact  were 
so,  and  why  the  noble  Lord  had  departed 
from  the  invariable  practice  of  the  Home* 
office  in  making  such  appointments  ? 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  it  was  quite 

true  that  an  appointment  had  been  made 

of  a  {gentleman  to  fill  the  office  of  Police 

MopriKtrate.    It  was  also  true,  that  that 
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gentleman  had  not  been  bred  to  the  bar. 
It  likewise  was  true»  that  he  (Lord  John 
Russell)  had  not  referred  to  the  Report  of 
the  Committee  on  the  subject,  nor  in  this 
instance  allowed  his  nnind  to  be  influenced 
by  the  considerations  which  usually,  in 
8uch  cases,  had  decided  appointments  of 
that  nature.  He  acknowledged  the  prac- 
tice, and  he  acknowledged  that  generally 
It  ought  to  be  followed,  but  exceptions 
would  occasionally  arise  which  might 
render  a  departure  from  that  practice 
advisable.  When  Mr«  Codd  applied  to 
him  for  the  appointment,  he  objected,  on 
the  ground  that  that  gentleman  had  not 
had  the  advantage  of  a  legal  education, 
upon  which  Mr.  Codd  sent  him  many 
recommendations,  and  referred  him  espe- 
cially to  Mr.  Senior,  and  Mr.  Stephen,  of 
the  Colonial-office,  from  whom,  as  well  as 
from  others,  he  received  the  strongest 
assurances  that  Mr.  Codd  was  eminently 
qualified  for  the  office,  and  amongst  his 
qualifications,  it  was  mentioned  that  he 
had  had  great  experience  as  a  magistrate 
at  Kensington.  He  (Lord  J.  Russell) 
asked  for  a  return  of  the  cases  at  which  Mr. 
Codd  had  presided  ;  they  were  examined 
by  the  Under  Secretary,  whose  report  upon 
them  was  highly  satisfactory.  He  thought 
these  constituted  a  sufficient  ground  for 
departing  from  the  usual  practice.  The 
cases  which  Mr.  Codd  triea  were  exactly 
similar  to  those  tried  at  police-offices  in 
the  metropolis,  and  he  thought  that  a 
uniform  observance  of  the  rule  would  be 
highly  inexpedient. 

Mr.  Estcourt  wished  to  know,  whether 
it  was  the  intention  of  the  noble  Lord  to 
continue  the  practice  of  his  predecessors? 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  he  thought  that 
a  general  adherence  to  the  practice  would 
be  desirable,  but  as  he  had  already  said, 
there  ought  to  be  occasional  deviations. 
Was  the  hon.  Member  aware  of  the 
thousands  of  persons  who  were  transported 
by  gentlemen  who  had  not  been  bred  to 
the  bar? 

Subject  dropped. 

Queen  Reoent  of  Spaik.^  Mr. 
0*ConneU  should  be  sorry  to  occupy  the 
time  of  the  House  with  anything  personal 
to  himself,  but  he  was  sure  hon.  Members 
would  ag^e  with  him  in  thinking  that  the 
case  to  which  he  wished  to  call  their  atten- 
tion, justified  him  in  saying  a  few  words. 
The  Times  newspaper  of  Saturday  con- 
tained what  purported  to  be  a  report  of  a 


speech  delivered  by  him  in  that  House  on 
Friday  night  last,  when  the  aiTairs  of  Spain 
were  under  consideration.  He  trusted  the 
House  would  recollect  that  he  had  not 
said  one  word  of  the  Queen  Regent  of 
Spain,  and  yet  in  The  Times  of  Saturday, 
he  found  this  passage : — 

"  The  morality  of  the  lady  who  handled  the 
sceptre  of  Spain  at  the  present  moment,  was 
of  7)0  importance  at  all ;  morality  would,  of 
course,  add  dignity  to  statesmanlike  qualities; 
statesmanlike  qualities,  unsupported  by  mo- 
rality, might  be  suspicious,  but  it  was  not 
because  a  lady  was  voluptuous  in  form,  and 
accused  of  being  voluptuous  in  propensities, 
that,therefore,she  was  unequal  to  the  exigencies 
of  government.'* 

Such  language  he  had  never  uttered — it 
was  a  total  invention — he  had  said  nothing 
like  it.  He  believed  that  there  were  but 
three  words  in  the  whole  report  which  he 
had  spoken  :  it  was  a  pure  invention,  and 
it  was  rather  hard  that  an  unfounded  and 
totally  false  report  of  that  description 
should  have  appeared  in  a  paper  which 
might,  a  fortnight  hence,  accuse  him  of 
having  attacked  the  Queen  of  Spain, 
without  any  other  ground  for  that  accusa- 
tion than  an  article  of  its  own,  which  was 
a  pure  invention,  but  which  would  be  cited 
against  him  to  support  the  accusation. 
It  was  too  bad  to  invent  a  speech  and 
attribute  it  to  an  hon.  Member  of  that 
House,  especially  so  when  it  affected  the 
character  of  a  lady  of  high  rank.  Of  all 
this,  he  thought  he  had  a  right  to  coni« 
plain,  and  he  begged  to  give  that  report 
the  most  emphatic  contradiction.  He 
appealed,  without  the  least  hesitation,  to 
those  hon.  Members  opposite  who  heard 
what  fell  from  him  on  Friday  night,  whe- 
ther he  had  said  any  thing  of  the  sort. 
He  hoped  that,  for  the  future,  he  should 
be  spared  the  necessity  of  contradicting 
statements  of  such  a  nature. 

The  House  went  into  a  Committee  of 
Supply,  certain  Resolutions  were  agreed 
to,  and  the  House  resumed. 

Church-rates.]  The  House  in  Com- 
mittee on  the  Resolution  concerning 
Church-rates,  proposed  on  the  3rd  of 
March.   The  Resolution  having  been  read, 

Sir  Robert  Peel  rose  thus  early  be- 
cause he  desired  to  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  submitting  to  the  House  in 
a  connected  form  the  view  he  took  of 
the  question  which  the  resolution  in- 
volved, because    he  knew    by  past  ex- 
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periencc,  that  when  any  Member  of 
that  House  postponed  to  a  late  period 
of  the  night  the  observations  which  he 
might  think  it  necessary  to  mai^e,  he 
generally  found  great  difficulty  in  carry* 
ing  on  a  connected  chain  of  reasoning ; 
and  it  became,  under  such  circumstances, 
not  only  difficult  to  preserve  continuity 
and  connexion,  but  most  difficult  to 
avoid  noticing  observations  made  in  the 
course  of  the  discussion ;  and  still  fur- 
ther, because  in  addressing  the  House  at 
a  late  hour  of  the  evening  there  existed 
so  much  temptation  to  that  vehemence 
and  asperity  which  might  add  something 
to  the  animation  of  debate,  but  nothing 
to  its  effect  in  influencing  the  reason  or 
deciding  the  judgment.  He  wished  in 
approaching  this  question  to  accept  the 
invitation  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite,  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer), and  enter  upon  the  discussion  in  a 
temper  purified  from  party  feeling^,  for- 
getful of  party  predilections,  and  full  of 
an  earnest  de:^ire  to  discuss  the  question 
upon  its  real  merits.  For  these  reasons, 
then,  had  he  resolved  to  present  himself 
thus  early  to  the  House,  and  enter  upon 
the  consideration  of  the  question  then 
before  them  with  an  anxious  desire 
to  effect  its  early  and  satisfactory  settle- 
ment. He  need  hardly  say,  that  he 
rose  under  a  deep  sense  of  the  import- 
ance of  the  subject.  He  was  not  in- 
sensible to  its  inherent  difficulties,  and 
he  had  not  forgotten,  that  those  diffi- 
culties had  been  much  increased  by  the 
proposal  which  the  King's  Government 
made  in  the  year  1834,  which  proposal 
was  tantamount  to  a  condemnation  of 
the  present  system.  On  account  of  the 
interval,  too,  which  had  elapsed  since  that 
measure  was  proposed,  and  on  account 
of  its  subsequent  abandonment,  the  diffi- 
culties of  the  question  had  been  consi- 
derably augmented.  Of  all  this  he  was 
fully  conscious.  There  was  no  hon. 
Member  who  could  fail  to  be  aware,  that 
the  subject  of  Church-rates  had  assumed 
an  entirely  new  position,  in  consequence 
of  the  proposition  which  three  years  ago 
had  proceeded  from  the  responsible  Mi- 
nisters of  the  Crown;  still  did  be  feel 
impelled  by  a  paramount  sense  of  duty 
to  state  the  grounds  upon  which  he  had 
arrived  at  a  different  conclusion  from  the 
King's  Government  on  this  most  im- 
portant occasion.    Not  disguising  from 


himself  any  one  of  the  difficulties  which 
accompanied  an  examination  of  the  sub- 
ject, and  not  insensible  to  the  diffi- 
culties inseparable  from  its  settlement, 
he  yet  should  say,  that  there  were  none 
of- them  at  all  comparable  to  the  diffi- 
culties necessarily  attendant  upon  an 
acquiescence  in  the  measure  of  the  Go- 
vernment. In  speaking  of  the  plan 
which  in  the  present  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment had  been  submitted  to  the  House, 
he  could  not  otherwise  describe  it  than 
as  a  plan  for  the  total  abolition  of 
Church-rates, — that  the  land  and  other 
property  in  this  country,  whether  held 
by  Dissenters  or  by  persons  in  commu- 
nion with  the  Church  of  England,  should 
in  future  be  free  from  all  liability  to  the 
payment  of  Church-rates,  and  that  in  ail 
time  coming  it  should  be  the  Church 
itself,  and  not  the  State,  that  was  to  pro- 
vide for  the  expenses  attendant  upon  the 
repair  of  the  fabric  of  the  Church.  That 
was  the  proposition  laid  before  Parlia- 
ment, and  upon  that  the  House  had  to 
decide.  The  question  he  should  pro- 
ceed to  consider  in  three  separate  points 
of  view — first,  as  a  financial  measure ; 
secondly,  as  to  its  being  in  conformity  to 
authorities  respected  in  that  House ;  and 
thirdly,  in  reference  to  its  conformity  to 
sound  policy  and  justice.  He  desired, 
in  the  first  place,  to  submit  the  ments  of 
the  plan  to  the  test  of  calculation,  next 
to  that  of  authority  and  reason,  and  lastly 
to  that  of  justice  and  sound  policy.  It 
appeared  to  him  the  first  of  these  subjects 
to  which  he  proposed  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  was  in  the  highest  degree 
important,  for  it  was  to  his  financial 
operations,  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  referred  with  the  most  confi- 
dence. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
acknowledged,  that  if  he  were  wrong  in 
these,  he  must  fail  altogether;  by  his 
calculations  he  was  willing  to  stand  or 
fall.  If  his  estimates  were  incorrect,  or 
his  inferences  erroneous,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  unreservedly  admitted,  that  his 
whole  scheme  must  fall  to  the  ground ; 
by  the  application  of  that  test,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  willing  to  be  judged. 
No  one  could  be  more  sensible  than  he 
was  of  the  difficulty  of  examining  in  a 
popular  assembly  the  data  and  the 
results  of  an  arithmetical  calculation ;  he 
therefore  earnestly  requested  that  hon. 
Members  would  lend  their  attention  to 
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his  observations^  which  be  hoped  to 
make  cleai*  to  all  who  had  heard  the 
stateinenti  or  made  themselves  acquainted 
with  the  plan  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
assumed,  that  a  certain  charge  was  to  be 
provided  for,  amounting  to  261,000/.,  at 
which  sum  he  estimated,  on  an  average 
of  three  years,  the  annual  payment  of 
fines  to  bishops,  and  deans  and  chapters. 
Those  formed  the  only  data  upon  which 
the  plan  rested;  but  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  bad  taken  more  than  three 
years,  he  would  have  found  the  average 
less  than  261,000/,  There  was  no  doubt, 
that  the  more  the  range  was  extended, 
the  more  would  the  amount  of  the 
average  be  diminished;  but  for  the 
purpose  of  his  argument,  it  was  not  ne- 
cessary that  he  should  establish  the 
fallacy  of  the  average ;  he  would  assume, 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  cor- 
rect, and  it  was  therefore  established,  that 
he  had  to  make  provision  for  an  annual 
payment  of  261,000/.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  then  proposed  to  allot 
a  sum  of  250,000/.  for  the  repairs  of  the 
fabrics  of  the  Church.  These  two  sums 
together  gave  a  total  of  511,000/.;  that 
was  the  permanent  charge  for  which,  in 
the  first  instance,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  to  provide.  The  charge  of 
managing  that  fund  he  wholly  omitted. 
He  had  proposed,  that  the  management 
of  an  immense  landed  property,  with 
mines,  houses,  and  tithes,  should  devolve 
on  a  commission  composed  of  a  certain 
number  of  archbishops  and  bishops,  who 
had  no  direct  pecuniary  or  personal  inter- 
est in  the  advantageous  management  of 
that  property ;  with  these  it  was  proposed 
to  associate  a  certain  number  of  otiicial 
persons,  whose  time  already  was  exceed- 
ingly occupied  with  other  matters;  and 
then  there  were  to  be  added  three  paid 
commissioners,  oo  whom  the  actual  prac- 
tical duty  he  presumed  would  devolve. 
As  the  House  mast  well  koow,  the  pro- 
perty to  which  he  referred  was  distri- 
buted throughout  England  and  Wales;  it 
was  subject  to  various  descriptions  of 
management  •— to  mortgages,  to  settle- 
ments, to  varieties  of  tenure,  and  to  dif- 
fereat  customs ;  he  therefore  apprehended, 
that  the  charge  of  management  would 
bear  a  very  large  proportion  indeed  to  its 
rental,  to  say  iK)thiog  of  the  general  ob- 
jactioa  to  the  Sta^  becomiog  a  graat 


landed  proprietor  and  the  disadvantages 
inseparable  from  those  who  exercised  the 
management  being  persons  having  no 
direct  interest  in  the  land.  The  land 
revenues  of  the  Crown  amounted  to 
240,000/.;  its  management  intrusted  to 
a  board  was  much  less  complicated,  the 
surveys  much  less  expensive  than  those  for 
the  Church  property,  yet  the  charge  for 
management  was  25,000/.;  the  estimate 
given  him  was  28,000/.,  but  he  preferred 
stating  it  at  25,000/.,  for  he  wished  to 
keep  within  the  actual  amount.  The 
gross  rental  of  this  property  had  been 
estimated  at  1,322,000/.,  the  receipts  by 
the  deans  and  chapter,  &c.,  was  54 1,000/. 
He  thought,  then,  he  should  not  estimate 
it  extravagantly  in  fixing  the  charge  for 
management  at  30,000/.  Assuming  that 
the  total  charge  of  51 1 ,000/.,  given  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  to  be  correct,  the 
sum  of  30,000/.  added  to  it  for  manage- 
ment, gave  541,000/.  It  had  been  stated 
to  them  how  it  was  proposed  to  provide 
for  that  charge.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  said,  that  261,000/.  was  the 
amount  of  fines,  and  he  assumed  the 
average  period  of  the  duration  of  leases 
for  lives  and  years  was  twenty- four  years, 
with  an  allowance  of  seven  per  cent,  to 
tenants  upon  renewals :  taking  all  these 
for  granted,  he  inferred  the  gross  amount 
of  the  landed  propertv  to  be  1,323.000/. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  then  said,  be 
had  a  deferred  annuity  of  1,323,000/.  to 
commence  at  the  end  of  twenty- four 
years ;  and  estimated  the  present  value  of 
that  at  516,000/.  In  speaking  on  this 
subject  he  did  not  wish  to  take  anything 
for  granted ;  he  wished  the  House  to  be 
satisfied  that  everything  stated  had  been 
proved ;  and  if  he  did  not  succeed  in 
making  himself  clearly  understood,  ho 
begged  hon.  Members  might  interrupt 
him,  tlieir  doing  so  would  save  the  time  of 
the  House,  it  appeared,  then,  that 
516,000/.  was  the  present  iralue,  while 
541y000i,  was  to  be  provided  for ;  there 
was,  therefore,  a  deooieiicy  of  25,000/. 
An  annuity  of  541,000/.  for  twenty-four 
years,  at  four  per  cent.,  would  be  worth 
8,248,607/.  if  converted  into  capital  at 
the  present  time.  There  remained  a  dif- 
ference of  782,000/.  between  the  specified 
sum  of  541,000/.,  and  the  value  of  the 
landed  property  of  the  Churcbi  which, 
according  to  the  calculations  of  the 
Cbaacel^rof  the  Exchequeri  ainounte4 
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to  1,32^,000/.  Now,  an  annuity  (for 
eyer]!  of '  782,000/.  defe^recj  for  twenty- 
four  years,  ^t  four  per  cent.,  was  woftli 
7,02^,^751/  Therefore,  t|ie  loss  of  tl|e 
Chancellor  pf  the  Exchequer,  upon  his 
fin^MciaV  pl^fn,  a^spmihg  that  all  the  data 
Q\  |he  right  hop.  Gentleman  were  (;orrect, 
woulc],  jf  estimated  with  reference  to  the 
presept  capital,  be  exactly  6?  1,732/.  The 
los^  sustainQ4  ^y  taHing  the  deferre(]  an- 
nuity, in  accordance  with  the  Chancellor 
of  (he  Exchequer's  plan,  af  (compensation 
fop  grapting  the  proposed  arrangement, 
to  commence  imme4iat,elYi  would  be  up« 
wards  pf  620,000/.,' and  equivalent' lo 
ah  ann.gjty  pf  24,869/.  I|e  was  here 
assuming  th^t  the  data  and  the  calcula- 
tions of  tde  right  hon.  Gentleman  were 
all  correct.  He,  however,  doubted  their 
correctness;  and  he  did  hope  that,  what- 
ever might  be  the  opinion  of  the  House 
with  regj^ird  to  tl^^  prlnciplie  of  CJiijrch- 
rat.eSi  hpjti.  Afembers  wouia  a)l  see  the 
necessity  of  declining  to  embark  upon 
this  financial  speculation  until  they  should 
have  acquired  more  accurate  information 
than  th^y  at  present  possessed,  and  had 
better  means  of  judo:ing:  as  to  the  sufli- 
ciency  o^  |he  grouncj  upon  which  the 
propose^  change  was  S|ought  to  .be  es.ta- 
blisjied.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
calculated  the  average  subsisting  term  of 
leases,  both  for  lives  and  for  a  term  of' 
years  together,  to  be  twenty-four  years.* 
With  reference  tp  tliis  part  of  the  subject 
he  .^puld  beg  to  observe,  that  it  was  6asy ; 
enough  to  calculate  t1ie  average  subsisting 
t^^ms,  whe/e  the  terois  were  for  years;; 
but,  unless  they  were  made  acquainted 
with  the  whole  of  the  leases  Tor  lives — 
unless  they  could  know  the  exact  pro-' 
portion  )vhic|i  the  lease?  for  three  lives 
bor^  to  those  for  two  lives,  and  which  both 
these  descriptions  of  leases  bore  to  the 
leases  for  a  single  life,  it  would  .be  ex- 
ceedingly difficult  to  draw  a  correct  in- 
ference, ox  .sti;ike  anything  like  a  fair 
average.  ,I1e  had  ha^  access  to  the 
leases  for  lives  in  the  case  of  one  bishopric 
in  England, — he  alluded  to  the  bishopric 
of 'Gloucester.  In  that  bishopric  he  found 
thc^t  tliere  were  102  leases  for  lives; 
seventy-five  of  these  were  held  on  a  tenure 
of  three  liv«is— seventy-five  (he  begged 
the  House  to  observe)  out  Qt  102  ;  and 
the  fiverage  subsisting  term  of  these 
seventy- five  leases  was  not  less  than 
nearly  tbirty-eighl  years.  Suppose  that 
the  ayerage^ubsisting  ter^n  of  ecclesiastical 


property  was  twenty-six  years  instead  of 
twenty-four,  this 'slight  change  would 
involve  the  complete  destruction  of  al| 
the  right  hon.  Gentfeman^s  calculationSp 
because  he  would'  then  have  to  meet  the 
permanent  charge  of  541,000/.  for  twenty- 
fcix  years  instead  of  twenty-four.'  The 
fact  of  his  hot  comino;  into  possession 
until  two  years  after  the  stated  period, 
would  totally  derange  the  right '  hon. 
Gentleman's  calculations.  Suj^pose'  it 
were  to  turn  out  that  the  average  sub- 
sisting term  was  thirty  years  instead  of 
twenty- four,  the  loss  to  the  j)u|)lic  would 
amount  to  many  millions.  He  was  speak- 
ing merely  of  the  pbancelloir  o^  the  Ex- 
chequer's financial  plan';  he  would  not 
mix  up  with  his  present  observations  any- 
thing of  politics — anything  that  did  not 
jjroperly  belong  to  the  merits  of  his 
scheme,  considered  as  a  financial  propo- 
sition! Suppose,  for  arguments  sake, 
that  the  average  subsisting  term  was 
neither  more  nor  less  than  twenty-four 
years;  suppose  that  this  fact  had  beeti 
positively  ascertained,  t)iough  he  must 
observe  that  it  was  utterly  impossible  to 
ascertain  the  average  subsisting  term — to 
acquire  a  knowledge  of  the  real  value  of 
the  Church's  rental,  without  a  minute  an4 
accurate  survey  of  tlie  value  of  the  leases 
respectively, — conceding  it  to  tlie  Qhan- 
cellor  of  the  JSxcheq^uer  t^at  he  was  irigTit 
in  assuming  the  average  term '  to  be 
twenty-four  years,  still  he  i^efied  the 
right  hon.  Gentfeman  to  ascertain  tlie 
real  value  of  tbe  "rental  of  the , Church 
lands.  Suppose  that  t,he  larger  pro- 
prietors held  leases  of  longer  terms,  tiiat 
their  leases  were  for  three  lives,  and  that 
the  smaller  were  for  two  lives  or  for  one, 
this  variation  wpuld  not  afiect  the  average 
subsisting  term,  but  it  would  infiuence, 
in  a  material  degree,  the  value  of  the 
reversion.  He  would  ask  the  House, 
then,  whether  there  did  not  exist  ai  great 
probability,  that  in  proportion  tio  t,he  value 
of  a  property,  care  would  be  taken'  to 
renew  the  lease  by  virtue  of  which  it  was 
held?  In  case  it  shpt^ld  appear  that  ^he 
leases  of  valuable  properties  had  been^ 
generally  speaking,  renewed,  after  pay- 
ment ofthe  proper  fine,  upon  a  life  falling 
in,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
would  then  find  himself  in  this  position  : 
— Hfe  would  have  calculated  With  accuracy 
(so  it  was,  for  argument'^s  sake,  conceded) 
the  average  subsisting  term,  but  would 

have  s)fibrded  no  indicettioo  whs^lever  of 
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the  real  value  of  the  rental  which,  at  the 
expiration  of  this  term,  the  State  would 
receive  in  lieu  of  its  permanent  charge  of 
the  Church.  Admitting,  then,  that  the 
average  subsisting  term  was  twenty-four 
years,  he  repeated,  that  unless  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  access  to  the  whole 
number  of  lives,  and  knew  the  value  of 
the  leases  in  each,  it  would  be  impossible 
for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  draw  any 
inference  as  to  the  value  of  the  aggregate 
rental.  It  was  quite  evident  that  the 
value  of  these  leases  in  the  aggregate 
depended  on  the  value  of  the  lives  in  each 
separate  case.  The  fact  whether  the 
lives  named  in  a  lease  were  those  of 
children  or  of  persons  more  advanced  in 
life — whether  they  were  of  the  male  or  of 
the  female  sex,  particularly  in  the  case  of 
children,  would  make  the  greatest  possible 
difference.  If  the  life  in  one  of  these 
leases  were  that  of  a  young  child,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  must  ascertain  whether 
its  age  was  seven  or  fourteen  years  before 
he  could  determine  the  value  of  the  life ; 
and  he  must  go  through  this  painful  and 
laborious  inquiry,  in  every  case,  before  he 
could  ascertain  the  aggregate,  or  strike 
with  accuracy  an  average  number  of 
vears.  The  next  assumption  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was,  that  seven  per  cent, 
was  the  average  rate  of  interest  allowed  on 
the  renewal  of  leases.  Here,  again,  if 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  were  in 
error,  and  if  seven  per  cent  were  not  found 
to  be  the  average  rate  of  interest,  his  cal- 
culations were  wholly  erroneous,  and  his 
entire  plan  must  fall  to  the  ground.  The 
right  bon.  Gentleman,  in  support  of  his 
vieWy  had  produced  some  calculations 
with  reference  to  the  see  of  Durham. 
Hcy  however,  must  protest  against  any 
general  inference  being  drawn  from  the 
circumstances  of  that  particular  sett*  The 
property  in  that  see  consisted  in  a  great 
part  of  mines,  and  a  very  large  rate  of 
interest  was  allowed  in  Durham  upon  the 
renewal  of  these  leases — a  rate  of  interest 
•o  high  as  nine  per  cent.  He  need  not 
enter  into  details  upon  this  subject,  further 
than  to  state,  that  special  reasons  existed  in 
that  diocese  by  which  the  value  of  land 
was  affected.  "He  alluded  chiefly  to  what 
was  termed  a  "  way-leave,"  or  permission 
to  pass  over  the  lands,  which  prevailed 
throughout  that  see,  and  which  was  a 
sataral  reason  for  the  allowance  of  a  larger 
rate  of  interest  on  renewals.  Again,  then, 
he  affirmedi  if  the  right  hon«  Geotleroan 


were  wrong  in  saying,  that  seven  per  cent, 
was  the  average  rate  of  interest,  that  his 
calculations  must  altogether  fall  to  the 
ground.  He  believed,  that  the  average 
rate  of  interest  allowed  upon  those  re* 
newals  was  considerably  less  than  seven  per 
cent. ;  and  in  making  this  statement  he 
was  justified  by  the  result  of  an  inquiry 
which  he  had  instituted  with  a  view  to 
ascertain  exactly  what  was  the  practice 
with  regard  to  this  matter.  His  inquiry 
extended  to  the  dioceses  of  Canterbury, 
London,  Winchester,  Lincoln,  Chichester, 
Oxford,  and  Salisbury ;  and  to  ascertain 
the  practice  with  regard  to  renewals  he 
put  the  questions  and  received  the  answers 
which  he  would  read  to  the  House. 

"  1.  When  a  lease  for  lives  or  years  is  re- 
newed, what  measures  do  you  take  in  order  to 
ascertain  the  value  of  the  property  ? — I  employ 
a  respectable  surveyor  to  survey  his  property, 
and  to  make  a  report  of  the  annual  value  and 
outgoings,  so  as  to  show  me  the  net  annual 
value  clear  of  all  deductions. 

"  2.  The  value  having  been  ascertained,  how 
do  you  calculate  the  sum  which  should  be  paid 
for  the  renewal  of  leases  on  lives  ? — I  mulliplv 
the  net  annual  value  so  ascertained  by  such 
number  of  years'  purchase  as  (allowing  the 
lessee  to  make  five  per  cent  of  the  money  to 
he  paid  by  him)  the  Northampton  mortality 
tables  allow  for  the  benefit  to  the  lessee  of 
adding  a  life  or  lives  of  bis  own  selection, 
taking  into  consideration  the  ages  of  the  ex* 
isting  life  or  lives,  and  taking  for  granted  that 
the  lessee  will  make  the  best  selection. 

''3.  Do  you  apprehend  that  the  estates  be- 
longing to  the  prebendaries,  who  are  corpora- 
tions sole,  are  managed  on  the  same  princi- 
ples ? — ^For  the  most  part.  Prebendaries  being 
corporations  sole,  who  have  renewed  leases 
for  lives,  under  my  observation^  I  have  adopted 
the  same  principles." 

Thus  it  appeared  that  the  rate  of  interest 
in  respect  of  these  episcopal  lands  was 
five,  and  not  seven  per  cent.  The  in- 
dividual of  whom  he  made  the  inquiry 
was  Mr.  Hodgson,  who  had  an  extensive 
charge  of  the  management  of  ecclesiastical 
rents.  Bat  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer would  no  doubt  say,  that  in  many 
instances,  seven  per  cent,  eight  per  cent, 
and  even  nine  per  cent  was  allowed  ;  and 
that,  placing  the  cases  in  which  the  rate 
of  interest  was  eight  or  nine  per  cent 
against  those  in  which  only  five  was 
allowed,  he  was  justified  in  striking  the 
average  at  seven  per  cent.  It  was  true, 
that,  in  the  case  of  house  property,  a  high 
rate  of  interest  was  allowed  upon  the  re« 
newal  of  leases ;  but  nevery  except  in  ex« 
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traordinarv  cases,  upon  leases  of  land.  In 
the  case  oi  houses,  seven,  eight,  and  even 
nine  per  cent,  might  be  allowed  ;  for  who 
woald  take  the  lease  of  a  house,  subject 
to  its  various  Incumbrances,  ivithout  an 
allowance  of  more  than  five  per  cent.  ?  A 
large  rate  of  interest  was  allowed  in  the 
case  of  house  property,  because  the  lessee 
indemnified  the  Church  from  three  impor- 
tant charges-— first,  from  all  insolvencies 
of  the  actual  tenants,  and  from  recovery  of 
the  yearly  rent  by  legal  means ;  secondly, 
from  the  whole  charge  for  repairs  and  new 
constructions;  and,  thirdly,  from  the 
charge  of  insuring  against  fire.  It  was, 
therefore,  perfectly  just  that  a  distinction 
should  be  drawn  between  house  and 
landed  property,  and  that  eight  or  nine 
per  cent,  should  be  allowed  on  the  former, 
while  it  was  only  five  per  cent,  on  the 
latter.  What  was  the  result  of  the  rates 
of  interest,  in  connection  with  th  se  two 
distinct  kinds  of  property,  being  con- 
founded ?  Why,  that  even  if  he  were  to 
concede  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
position  that  the  present  rental  of  the 
Church  was  1,323,000/.,  still,  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  made  no  allowance 
for  the  difFerence  between  household  pro- 
perty and  landed  property,  the  House  had 
no  evidence  whatever  that  the  sum  of 
1,323,000/.,  which  it  was  assumed  that 
tbey  would  be  entitled  to  receive  at  the 
expiration  of  twenty-four  years,  would 
purchase  anything  like  an  annuity  of 
51 1 ,000/.  On  this  point  he  had  consulted 
a  gentleman  eminent  for  the  accuracy  of 
his  calculations,  and  the  following  were 
his  answers  to  queries  submitted  to  him : — 

'»  Queries  : — The  average  improved  rental 
of  church  leases  is  1,323,000/.  a-year.  It  is 
estimated  that,  on  the  average,  in  twenty-four 
years,  all  the  church  leases  will  run  out ;  and, 
therefore,  there  is  a  reversionary  interest  of 
1,323,000/.  as  a  perpetual  annuity,  at  the  end 
of  twenty-four  years.  Question  the  First — 
'  What  annuity,  to  commence  from  the  present 
time,  is  equivalent  in  value  to  the  perpetual 
annuity  of  1,323,000/.,  to  commence  at  the 
end  of  twenty-four  years?' — Answer — *The 
equivalent  perpetual  annuity,  to  commence 
immediately,  is  516,190/.  computing  the  fee- 
simple  at  twenty-five  years'  purchase.' — Ques- 
tion second-—'  If  this  sum  of  1,323,000/.  is 
derivable  as  to  three-fourth  parts  thereof  from 
the  rents  of  land,  and  one-fourth  part  from  the 
rack-rents  of  houses,  what  annuity,  to  com- 
mence from  the  present  time,  is  equivalent  to 
the  rent  of  1,323,000/.  a-year,  having  regard 
to  the  perishable  nature  of  household  property, 
and  the  permanent  nature  of  land  ?'  Answer 
•-*The  equivalent  perpetual  annuity  should, 


in  this  case,  be  468,730/.,  computing  the  land, 
as  before,  at  twenty-five  years  purchase,  and 
the  household  property  at  sixteen  two-fifths 
years'  purchase.  Taking  the  household  pro- 
perty m  fee-simple,  however,  to  be  worth 
fourteen  and  a«half  years'  purchase,  instead 
of  at  sixteen  two-fifths,  which  is  a  very  mode« 
rate  reduction,  as  compared  with  the  reduction 
of  land  from  thirty  to  twenty-five  years'  pur« 
chase,  the  perpetual  annuity  will  be  452,300/. 
•—Arthur  Morgan,  Equitable  Assurance-offic^, 
March  10,  1836.'  'But  the  true  proportion 
for  the  household  property,  the  fee-simple  of 
the  land  being  reauced  n'om  thirty  yean  to 
twenty-five  years,  was  at  thirteen  and  a  frac- 
tion years'  purchase.  N.B.  Taking  the  land 
at  thirty  years'  purchase,  the  equivalent  per- 
petual annuity  on  the  whole  property  is 
602,000/.'" 

But  the  land  was  estimated  at  thirty  years' 
purchase,  and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer proposed  a  bonus  of  five  years' 
purchase  to  encourage  the  lessees  to  buy 
out  perpetuities.  What  did  that  right 
hon.  Gentleman  propose  to  do  with  re- 
spect to  household  property  ?  The  owner 
of  land  which  was  equivalent  in  value  to 
thirty  years'  purchase,  might  be  very  happy 
to  be  allowed  to  purchase  at  twenty-five 
years ;  but  taking  the  interest  in  a  lease 
of  household  property  to  be  worth  about 
sixteen  or  seventeen  years'  purchase,  in 
order  to  induce  the  tenant  in  this  ease  to 
purchase  a  perpetuity,  it  would  be  neces- 
sary to  give  him  a  corresponding  advan- 
tage. If  this  advantage  were  given,  it 
would  be  requisite  to  reduce  the  number 
of  years'  purchase  of  his  house  from  six- 
teen and  a-half  to  fourteen  and  a-quarter,  a 
very  moderate  reduction  (as  stated  by  Mr. 
Morgan),  in  order  to  enable  the  lessees  of 
household  property  to  purchase  upon 
something  like  the  same  terms  which 
were  allowed  to  the  lessees  of  land.  The 
equivalent  perpetual  annuity  would,  in 
such  a  case,  be  452,300/.  to  meet  a  de- 
mand of  541 ,000/.  per  annum.  Arguing, 
then,  from  the  very  data  assumed  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  the  permanent 
charge  to  be  provided  for  would  far  exceed 
the  amount,  which,  according  to  the  pro* 
posed  plan,  was  destined  to  meet  it ;  and 
by  assuming  that  the  value  of  ecclesiastical 
property,  of  every  description,  was  equiva- 
lent to  twenty-five  years'  purchase,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  precluded 
himself  from  compensating  for  the  loss 
which  be  would  thus  sustain  on  the  one 
hand,  by  increasing  the  charge  on  the  other. 
Every  man,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
bad  said,  might  obtaia  a  perpetuity  at 
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surely,  however,  be  vain  (as  every  ban. 
Member  must  peFceive)  Iq  offer  to  a 
tepant  of  household  property  thepption  of 
purchs^sing  dX  twenty-five  years^  while  (he 
prQperty  w^9  confessedly  f\o\.  wortU  tpor^ 
to  Uim  than  pixt^ep  years'  purqbasc ;  an4 
they  must,  consequently,  make  a  prgpor- 
tioBftl  deduction  from  the  aqnual  rental 
which  they  would  be  entitled  to  receive 
fpr  {\ie  next  twenty-four  years — a  dedpc- 
tion  amounting  to  almost  one-fourth  of 
th^  wbol^i  80  that  the  annq^l  income 
would  b^  45^,000/.  instead  of  54|,000;, 
Can^eri  that  sum  intp  capital,  and  pro- 
ceed with  the  proposed  plan,  and  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  might  de* 
pend  ^n  it  th^%  the  final  loss  on  his  fin^nr 
ciai  8(;)Yeme  would  an^ount  to  some  mil- 
lions, Sypppsing  thirty  years  to  be  the 
averagip  subsisting  term»  instead  of  t^fintyr 
four  ye^rs,  an  annuity  of  641,000/.  at 
foMr  per  cent^  h^  ^biriy  years,  was  worth 
9,354,990/,  Aj?  ^PQuity  for  ever  pf 
782,000/.,  4eferred  for  thirty  ye^rs,  lyas 
worth  oply  6,027,630/.  the  loss  here 
wauld  b^  most  considerable.  It  would 
ajgopunt  to  tbrjee  milijops  of  jmoney.  Pld 
xkQi  that  single  statement  evince  of  wbai 
importaJQ^  it  w^  to  ascertain  with  accu- 
ra^cy  whether  the  average  subsisting  terj^ 
wexe  twenty-four  years,  and  npt  t,o  ^s- 
su^e  that  term  at  random  ?  And  if, 
agaiq^  the  rate  o.f  iiUer.est  upop  renewals 


was io  ft  great  variety  of  inst<^aces,  a^  he,  apally  ftelling  a  reversion^  whic,h  w^s  just 


had  shown,  not  seven^  hut  five  per  cent., 
ought  j^(X\,  th,is  fact  alone  to  induce  t,|;ie 
House  to  9fit  upon  this  subject  with 
eiUr^me  oautiop  ?  It  \vas  possible  th?vt 
some  hon.  Qentlem^,  one  pf  the  Chan- 
callor  of  the  Exchequer's  Friends,  migl^t 
pre^ntly  tell  him  of  all  the  advantages 
which  U  w.as  e^cp^cted  would  be  derived 
from  au  improvement  in  the  y^Iue  of 
Church  Jands,  an  improvement  which 
w^uld  take  place  the  moment  the  tenure 
vi,^s  changed*  t*'//ear."]  As  he  had' 
ex^pected,  hpo.  Gentlemen  opposite  seemed 
to  attach  vs^lue  to  this  argument;  but  be. 
Hiould  show  them  th^it  it  was  a  complete 
fallacy ;  and  that  they  would  not  derive 
]s.  of  profit  from  this  improved  valne. 
Why  ?  Because  they  were  going  to  per- 
mit the  tepant  to  purchase  at  twenty-five 
yeass.  Whenever,  therefore,  an  improved 
vaUe  arose,  it  would  be  derived  not  by 
the  State  but  by  the  tenant.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  endeavoured 

tp  make  hia  plan  e2(««edingly  populftri  by 


s  4ying,  thai  ^he  "  werved  fut^4 "  wMp^ 
woqld  rapifiiip,  after  allpcfi^pg  th^  prp- 
ceeds  pf  Church  lands  to  the  p^ypp^nt  of 
fin^s,  ^nd  tp  the  main^qs^pce  pf  tl^e 
fabric  of  tl^e  Chprch,  would  l^^  applied  to 
tl^e  incfe^^e  of  (()^  spiritu£|l  acqQ^in>Pf)a- 
tion  of  the  popp.  T^®  Hfti^t  t^qn.  Gpnttp- 
piap  said,  that  l)e  was  really  the  friepfl  pf 
the  poor,  aUt^ough  it  had  be^p  ^t^R()t^(| 
pp  thissiibject  to  raise  a  prejqdjcp  agaiiis^ 
hip),  ^nd  that  hil  answer  fp  fhe  charge  pf 
indifi>renoe  tp  the  ipterests  of  the  popr 
was  ^liocaMng;  ^V^^  reserved  ^Mud,  ^^nsir^g 
frpre  the  profit^  of  his  finapciaj  plan  |;p  U|^ 
increase  of  \\)e  spiritual  copjfprts  or  tpp 
ppor.  He  should  like  to  ^^0}s  >vb^t  ^uy 
hon.  Gentleman  wo^M  gl^^  f^f  ^h^  ^h^U' 
cejlor  of  the  Exchequer's  r/eserve4  funq  ? 
Had  he  ppt  showp  tl^e  j^oi^se  tl^ajt, 
according  tp  thfi  Chancjelj^r  of  tl}|e  ]plx« 
chequer's  plan,  jthefe  waa  only  616,00,9/. 
to  meet  541^,000/.,  whil,e>  according  to  bif 
calculation^  the  sum  which  ^^  i^tate,d  ^ 
516,000/.  yfould  not  turn  pp^  to  be  mpfje 
thap  4^0^000/.,  leaying  an  actual  and 
present  deficiency  pf  90,000/.  a-year  in 
the  ^naAcja)  plan  of  the  rigl^  bpn. 
Qeptiep^.an.  The  essence  pf  the  Chap- 
ceUpr  pf  thie  ^chequej^*s  plan  <;onj^tc;4 
ip  selling  the  reversion  to  a  pope^ty.  H.e 
had  yexy  rexrently  heard  a  hjgb  a^juiprity 
advance  the  foJlo.wiog  opinion  i^—x'^  The 
Church  was,  therefpre,  exfict.ly  in  tjbe  pp- 
sition  of  an    individual  who  was  Cfipf^i- 


the  nipst  unproG^table  of  all  xn^aus  which 
an  impijovident  per§pn  coul^  jrpsort  (p  for 
the  mauage^^ent  q£  his  proDerty.'*  This 
opinion  he  h^4  h^ard  from  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  a^d  he  had  profited  by 
the  sound  doctrine  which  ,that  /'^ght  hon. 
Qeotleman  bad  advanced  uppn  tUe  .im- 
providence of  selling  a  reversion.  )y«ts 
not  the  sale  of  a  remote  reversion,  aU 
thoueh  condemned  in  the  paragraph 
which  he  had  quoted,  the  very  essence 
of  the  ChanceUpr  pf  the  Exchequer's 
plan  ?  Was  that  right  hon.  G(^nt|i^man 
justified  in  atating  the  termpf  twenty-five 
years  arbitrarily  as  the  term  of  ^^ars  by 
the  purchase  of  which,  in  every  instance, 
a  perpetuity  was  to  be  obtamed?  He 
contended  th^t  the  application  of  the  rule 
of  twenty-five  years  to  household  pro* 
perty  was  utterly  irreconcilable  with  jus« 
tic€.  There  were  four  sources  of  tihtii^Gh 
property  derived  from  land,  and  of  them 
only  one  had  been  adverted   to    by  the 
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that  right  hon.  Gentlemen  propose  doing 
with    regard  to    mines,  which  formed   a 
most  important  subject  of  consideration  ? 
He  had  given  no  explanation  whatever  of 
his   views  with  regard  to   tithes.      After 
next  year,  owing  to  the  provision  of  the 
Tithe  Commutation   Act,  this  source  of 
revenue  would  become  fixed,  varying  only 
as  a  corn-rent.    Tbe  calculation  of  the 
period  of  twenty-five  years,  upon  which 
the   Chancellor    of  the    Exchequer  had 
founded  his   arguments    as  perpetuities, 
had  manifestly  no   relation  whatever   to 
houses  ;    and   to  those   tenants  of  the 
Church     whose    property     consisted    of 
houses  it  was  manifestly  unjust    to  say, 
**  You  shall  be  entitled  to  a  perpetuity, 
like  persons  holding  lands  at  twenty-five 
years'  purchase."    He  never  would  con- 
sent that  ecclesiastical  property  should  be 
disposed  of  on  terms  not  only  so  disadvan- 
tageous^ but  so  unjust,  to  the  proprietors 
in  one  case  and  to  tlie  lessees  in  another. 
He  could  easily  conceive  a  very  wealthy 
proprietor  to  whom  the  holding  of  Church 
lands  was  a  great  accommodation,  from 
iU  being  mixed  with  his  own   property, 
who  had  never  used  it  for  building  pur- 
poses, and  who  had  money  at  his  com- 
mand— he  (Sir  R.    Peel)    could   readily 
believe,  that  to  allow  such  a  person  to 
purchase  lands  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
large  towns  and  convert  it  into  building 
leases   at    twenty-five    years'    purchase, 
would   be  to  put  money  in   his  pocket. 
But    persons    who    had    no    particular 
object  to  attain  by  such  land,  no  hope 
of  gain,  who  had   lived  upon  the  land, 
who    had   not    the    means    of    raising 
money  to  purchase  a  perpetuity  to  con- 
vert it  into  an  increased  rent — he  could 
believe,  that    exacting   from    such    per- 
sons  tweny-five    years'  purchase,  might 
be  the  greatest  possible  injustice.     The 
only  plan,  the  only  principle  he  contended 
which  cottld  be  acted  upon  with  justice, 
was,  by  making  an    aetaal  valvation  of 
property  ia  alt  cases  and  dealing  with 
eacn  individual  for  the  purchase  or  sale 
of  his  interest*    He  should  say,  do  doubt, 
give  ev^y  coosideration  to  the  tenant's 
right,  treat  him  with  all  indulgoace ;  but 
he  should  also  say,  that  the  application  of 
tbe  invariable  rule  to  purchase  at  twenty- 
five  years,  would  be  pregoaot  with  the 
Eossest  inequality  and    injastice.     Tbe 
ffiefit  would  be  to  the  rich  man,  who 
heU  laad  'm  the  neigbboarbood  of  towns, 
for  if  be  could  (et  pofiaeasioa  of  land  ao 


situated  at  twenty-five  years'  purchase 
he  might  increase  his  annual  income  to  a 
great  extent.  So  much  for  the  financial 
part  of  the  measure.  He  did  not  impusn 
the  calculations  in  all  respects  of  tne 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  but  he  had 
state!  grounds  upon  which  they  were 
entitled  to  doubt  whether  that  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  assumptions  could  be  9afely 
relied  upon.  He  would  next  proceed  to 
the  discussion  of  a  part  of  the  subject  in 
which  the  House  of  course  must  take^  and 
in  which,  certainly,  he  felt  a  much  deeper 
interest— he  meant  the  character  of  the 
proposed  plan  as  it  concerned  the  eternal 
principles  of  justice  and  of  sound  policyt 
The  proposal  was,  that  tbe  whole  of  the 
rateable  property  of  the  country,  whether 
held  by  Dissenters  or  not,  should  be  dis* 
charged  from  the  burden  to  which  it  bad 
been  subjected  from  time  immemorial  and 
that  an  equivalent  should  be  found  for 
that  burden  by  a  charge  upon  the  pro* 
perty  of  the  Church.  The  noble  Lord  bad 
stated  the  other  night,  that  there  was  a 
manifest  distinction  between  the  charge 
for  tithe  and  the  charge  for  Church'ratet. 
He  admitted  that  there  wae  in  some  re- 
spects a  distinction  ;  but  this  could  oot 
be  denied,  that  whatever  diSicalty  there 
might  have  been  in  iaereaaiog  tbe  pay* 
meot  in  particular  instances,  the  principle 
of  the  laws  of  England  bad  been  for  maoy 
ages,  that  the  property  of  the  pari»b 
should  be  responsible  for  the  maifitenai^oe 
of  the  Church.  There  might  be,  no  doubt, 
a  power  on  the  part  of  the  parishioners  ia 
defeat  or  postpone  that  payment«  but 
could  it  be  denied  thai  the  expectatioa 
uflder  which  nioeteeo-twentieths  of  the 
inhabitants  of  this  country  had  inherited 
and  purchased  their  property  vas«  tiiat 
this  charge,  existing  from  time  imise- 
morial,  was  a  charge  to  which  that  pro* 
party  was  legally  avt^ted  ?  La  t^oi 
one-twentieth  of  tbe  cases  in  which  pce*- 
perty  had  been  purchased?  he  vnould  v«b«- 
ture  to  any  had  tfae  pn^ohaaera  giiwein  ibA 
Ml  value  for  the  fNioperty  under  the  aiif- 
posltion  that  they  oould  defeat  that 
charge;  on  the  cotatrary,AU  Mrcjbaaers 
had  aknost  invariably  aaswoed  that  the 
Church-rate  was  a  valid  iin|ioat  upon  the 
property,  and  had  aoooi^ni^y  claimed  a 
correspoDding  deduction  in  the  price* 
This  i^an  then,  proposii^  that  ifthe  whole 
amount  of  the  charge  atovld  .be  aomoved 
from  tbe  xatesaUe  pMtpecty  of  the  fsovMefg 
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and  that  an  equivalent  should  be  drawn 
from  the  revenues  of  the  Church,  was  a 
perfect  novelty  and  was  now  for  the  first 
iitqe  broached.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  said,  that  in  supporting 
this  plan  he  would  rely  upon  very  great 
authorities,  not  for  the  purpose  of  taunt- 
ing any  party  with  any  possible  inconsis- 
tency, but  for  the  purpose  of  supporting 
his  calculations  by  the  opinion  of  those 
authorities,  deliberately  delivered,  and 
which  he  had  seen  no  reason  to  question. 
He  should  have  thought  that  so  skilful  a 
debater  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  have  touched  with  more  lightness 
upon  arguments  derived  from  authority — 
the  single  authority  upon  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  relied  having  been 
derived  from  the  precedent  estQiblished  in 
the  case  of  the  Irish  church.  He  must 
say,  that  the  appeal  to  that  precedent  was 
rather  ungenerous.  When  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Irish  church  had  l>een  first 
brought  under  their  notice  in  the  speech 
from  the  throne,  they  were  distinctly  told 
that  the  circumstances  of  Ireland  were 
peculiar,  that  they  were  so  far  distin- 
guished from  those  of  England  as  to  re- 
quire a  separate  consideration.  When  the 
measure  had  been  brought  forward  by 
which  Church-rates  were  to  be  removed 
from  property  in  Ireland,  they  had  been 
distinctly  told  that  the  case  was  a  special 
one,  and  ought  to  be  considered  on  its 
special  grounds,  and  yet  now  they  were 
told  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
that  the  case  of  Ireland  was  applicable  to 
England.  '<  Make  that,"  said  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  "  which  I  told  you  was 
an  exception,  a  general  rule — make  an 
example,  which  I  told  you  was  peculiarly 
and  separately  applicable  to  Ireland,  a 
precedent  which  shall  be  and  must  be 
applied  to  England.*'  Let  the  House 
look  at  the  preamble  of  the  Church  Tem- 
poralities Act.  Did  not  that  Act  raise 
special  differences  in  the  case  of  the  two 
countries,  warranting  a  perfectly  different 
course  from  that  proposed  by  the  right 
h6n.  Gentleman  opposite  ?  Could  he  say, 
that  in  England  it  was  convenient  to  dis- 
pense with  ten  bishops?  And  had  not 
two  additional  bishops  been  appointed  to 
districts  which  required  the  superintend- 
ence and  care  of  episcopal  authority  ?  In 
argQiDgp  upon  the  Charch  Temporalities 
Act,  yon  referred  (said  the  right  hon. 
Baronet)  to  the  distinction  there  was,  in 
point  of  populatioDt  f*  **•-  "^^'Qiberof  per* 


sons  in  Ireland  who  were  not  members  of 
the  Established  Church,  and  the  charge 
which  was  imposed  upon  the  occupying 
tenant  by  making  him  responsible  for  the 
payment  of  Church-rates,  and  the  support 
of  a  Church  from  which  he  derived  no 
benefit.  With  the  case  of  Ireland  before 
you,  with  that  Act  before  you,  and  to 
which  you  were  a  party,  did  you,  in  1834, 
propose  to  follow  the  precedent  of  Ire- 
land ?  You  then  knew  there  was  Church 
property  in  England ;  you  had  your  at- 
tention specially  called  to  it ;  you  had  the 
Irish  Act  then  in  existence  upon  the 
Statute  Book  ;  but  you  did  not  in- 
voke the  Irish  precedent  as  an 
example  to  be  applied  to  England. 
No,  you  brought  forward  an  act  proceed- 
ing upon  a  totally  different  principle,  an 
act  certainly  recognizing  the  exemption 
of  property  from  the  charge  of  Church- 
rates,  but  which)  at  the  same  time,  dis- 
tinctly maintained  this  great  principle, 
that  the  charge  of  supporting  the  fabric 
ought  to  be  borne  by  tlie  State.  And 
when  you  speak  to  me  of  authority,  I  will 
attempt  to  show  you,  so  far  as  arguments 
are  to  be  derived  from  authorities  in  mat- 
ters of  this  kind,  that  you  have  no  autho- 
rity to  appeal  to  in  the  Irish  Act,  but  that 
from  your  own  course,  from  your  own 
acts,  and  from  your  own  declarations,  I 
am  furnished  with  most  powerful  aid  in 
support  of  my  arguments,  as  far  as  that 
aid  extends."  He  would  take  first  (the 
right  hon.  Baronet  continued)  the  decla- 
ration of  the  noble  Lord  who  had  pro- 
posed the  Act  for  the  Regulation  of  the 
Church  Temporalities  in  Ireland,  and  who, 
upon  the  following  year,  had  proposed  a 
plan  for  the  substitution  of  another  fund 
in  lieu  of  Church-rates.  Lord  Althorp, 
on  April  21,  1834,  the  Irish  Act  having 
passed  in  the  preceding  year,  and  relieved 
the  owners  of  property  in  Ireland  from  the 
charge  of  Church-rates — that  noble  Lord 
who  had  brought  forward  that  Act,  which, 
as  he  had  said  before,  was  one  proceeding 
upon  a  totally  different  principle,  at  the 
period  alluded  to,  proposed  that  250,000^. 
should  be  paid  out  of  the  consolidated 
fund  and  applied  to  the  repairs  of  the 
Church.  After  the  discussion  that  arose 
upon  the  proposition.  Lord  Althorp  stated 
in  reply,  "  The  principal  argument  used 
this  evening  has  been,  that  no  contribution 
ought  to  be  made  by  the  State  out  of  the 
public  funds,  for  the  purpose  of  maintain* 
10^  the  places  of  worship  belongiog  to  thQ 
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Established  Church.  Now^  I  entirely 
agree  with  my  right*  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Wynn),  that  it  is  the  absolute  duty  of  the 
Siate  to  provide  places  of  worship  for  the 
poorer  classes  of  this  community."  There 
«was  a  distinct  recognition  of  the  principle 
that  it  was  the  absolute  duty  of  the  State 
to  provide  places  of  worship  for  the  poor. 
["Hear.'*]  From  the  cheers  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  he  (Sir  Robert 
Peel)  supposed  he  was  to  infer  that  the 
present  plan  was  not  at  variance  with  the 
declaration  of  Lord  AUhorp.  But  that 
declaration  had  been  made  after  an  amend- 
ment had  been  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex,  to  the  effect  that 
no  sum  ought  to  be  issued  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund  for  the  repairs  of  the 
fabric,  until  it  had  been  clearly  ascer- 
tained that  the  Church  property  was  not 
able  to  bear  the  expense  of  those  repairs  ; 
and,  therefore,  it  was  stated,  not  merely 
in  forgetfulness  of,  but  in  direct  collision 
with,  the  antagonist  principle,  as  con- 
tended for  by  that  hon.  Member,  that 
Lord  AUhorp  had  expressed  so  decided 
an  opinion  on  the  subject.  Upon  the 
amendment  proposed  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Middlesex,  a  division  took  place. 
He  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  and  all  his  Friends 
supported  Government  on  the  occasion, 
and,  with  their  assistance,  the  numbers 
were,  in  support  of  Lord  AUhorp  and  his 
principle,  256,  negativing  the  amendment 
contending  for  the  opposite  principle  by 
a  majority  of  116.  Now,  as  the  doctrine 
was  afloat,  that  the  "  majority  ought  to 
govern  the  minority,"  and  as  there  was 
recorded  a  majority  of  116  in  favour  of  a 
principle  which  had  never  since  been  sub- 
mitted to  the  House  of  Commons,  or,  at 
least,  upon  which  the  sense  of  the  House 
of  Commons  had  never  since  been  taken, 
might  not  he,  so  far  as  authority  was  con- 
cerned, appeal  to  that  decisive  majority  as 
a  proof  that  the  opinion  of  the  House. of 
Commons  was  in  accordance  with  that  of 
Lord  Althorp,  and  that  it  was  the  abso- 
lute duty  of  the  State  to  provide  for  the 
repairs  of  the  fabric  out  of  the  public 
funds,  as  distinguished  from  those  of  the 
Church  ?  But  it  might  be  said,  that  that 
was  in  an  unreformed  Parliament.  No, 
it  was  the  first  Parliament  that  had  been 
elected  after  the  passing  of  the  Reform 
Bill,  and  could  not  be  said  t3  have  been 
a  Parliament  returned  under  Conservative 
auspices.  That  Parliament  was  returned 
under  the  Government  of  Lord  Grey,  at  a 


time,  too,  when  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Johfi 
Russell)  formed  a  part  of  the  GoverameDt* 
and  the  decision  then  come  to  by  the 
House  had  never  publicly  been  called  in 
question  by  any  proposal  upon  which  the 
sense  of  the  House  had  been  taken.  Still, 
continuing  his  arguments  as  derived  from 
*^  authority,"  he  would  refer  to  the  decla* 
ration  made  in  the  Report  of  a  Commis- 
sion bearing  date  the  4lh  of  March,  1836, 
— a  Commission  not  composed  exclusively 
of  Churchmen,  but  one  which  included  in 
it  five  Members  of  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. The  Report  from  which  he  was 
about  to  read,  bore  the  signatures  of  the 
whole;  and,  amongst  the  rest,  those  of 
Lord  Cottenham,  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
Lord  Lansdowne,  Lord  Melbourne,  Lord 
John  Russell,  and  Mr.  Spring  Rice.  They 
had  to  consider  this  very  question — whe- 
ther it  was  fitting  that,  for  ecclesiastical 
purposes,  a  profit  should  be  extracted 
from  a  different  appropriation  of  Church 
lands,  and  they  had  come  to  this  conclu- 
sion : — 

"  One  mode  of  rendering  those  incomes  less 
uncertaiu  would  be,  to  allow  the  existing  leases, 
both  for  lives  and  for  terms  of  years,  to  expire. 
But  any  plan  for  accomplishing  this  object 
roust  involve  the  necessity  of  borrowing  money 
upon  the  security  of  the  episcopal  estates,  in 
order  to  compensate  the  Bishops  for  the  loss 
of  the  fines  winch  accrue  to  them  under  the 
present  system,  and  which  form  an  important 
part  of  their  incomes.  The  practical  result  of 
such  an  operation  would  be,  to  transfer  to  the 
parties  lending  their  money  that  interest  in  the 
episcopal  estates  which  is  now  possessed  by 
the  lessees.  We  are  not,  therefore,  prepared 
to  recommend  the  adoption  of  any  general 
measure  for  allowing  the  leases  for  lives  and 
terms  of  years  to  expire;  although,'  for  the 
purpose  of  correcting,  in  some  degree,  the  in- 
convenience now  arising  from  the  great  varia- 
tions in  the  annual  amount  of  the  episcopal 
incomes,  we  recommend  that  facilities  should 
be  afforded  for  the  conversion  of  leases  for 
lives  into  leases  for  terms  of  years/' 

He  apprehended  that  the  noble  Lord 
( Lord  John  Russell,)  when  the  Report 
containing  that  recommendation  had  been 
laid  upon  the  Table,  still  adhered  to  the 
opinion  that  Lord  Althorp  was  correct  in 
the  principle  he  had  laid  down,  that  in 
relieving  the  land  from  the  charge  to  which 
it  was  subjected,  the  State,  and  not  the 
Church,  ought  to  provide  for  the  alteration ; 
for^  as  a  party  to  that  Report,  the  noble 
Lord  in  a  few  weeks  after  it  was  presented, 
had  given  expression  to  a  similar  opinion 
in  answer  to  a  question  put  by  his  noble 
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Friend,  Lord  Stanley.    Hie  noble  Friend, 
on  the  oocaeion,  said — **  I  avail  myself  of 
this  opportunity  to  ask  my  noble  Friend 
whether  it  is  his  intention  to  bring  in  any 
meaiore  this  Session  on    the  subject  of 
Church-rates  1"     In   reply  to  which  (he 
noble  Lord  {John  Russeili)  after  stating  that 
he  would  not  be  able  to  introduce  a  Biil 
that  Session  observed,  that  by  means  of 
Church-rates  or  in  some  other  way,  it  was 
expedient  that  the  state  should  provide  for 
the  maintenance  and  repair  of  Churches."^ 
He  would  say  it  was  rather  strange  that 
the  noble   Lord,  having;  had   the  whole 
subject  of  bishops'  lands  under  his  consi« 
deration,   and  having  signed   the  Report 
containing  the  recommendation  quoted  in 
March,    1836,  and   moreover  having  so 
expressed    himself    in    answer  to  Lord 
Stanley  in  June,  1836,  should  now  be  of 
opinion  that  ecclesiastical  property  should 
be  differently  settled    and    appropriated 
from  the  manner  recommended  by  the 
Chiireb  Commi«ioners,and  should  be  made 
available  for  the  maintenance  of  the  fabric 
of  the  Church,     The  hon.  Member  for 
Middlesex  having  on  that  occasion  «x« 
pressed  his  dissatisfaction  at  (he  answer 
of  the  noble  Lord,  the  noble  Lord  in  reply 
to  the  hon.  Member,  made  a  fuller  and 
more  complete  declaration,  and  one  which 
established  the  most  conclusive  proof  that 
the  plan  now  proposed  was  then  repudiated 
by  the  high  authority  of  the  noble  Lord. 
He  argued  thus,  in  the  same  sense  as  that 
in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
argued,  not  for  the  purpose  of  invidious 
taunts,    by   pointing  at  any    change  of 
O|)inion,  but  for  the  bond  fide  purpose  of 
showing    that   the  opposition,  and    His 
Majesty's  Government  had,  up  to  a  very 
recent  period ,  remained  precisely  of  the  same 
opinion  — namely,  that  those  church  ex- 
penses ought  to  be  borne  by  the  state ;  and 
that  by   the  profits  which   were  derived 
from   ecclesiastical  revenues,    there  were 
other  objects  to  be  attained.    The  noble 
Lord,  on  the  occasion  to  which  he  had  just 
alluded,   said,  '*  whatever  might  be   the 
anxiety  of  the  Dissenters,  they  could  not 
have  been  in  doubt  as  to  the  opinions  of  the 
Goverament."t  Could  the  Dissenters  have 
inferred  from  this    that  there  was  at  the 
time  a  secret  reservation  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  that  it  was  possible  to 
derive  the  necessary  amount  of  expenses 
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to  which  Church-rates  were  applicable  from 
other  than  die  resources  then  proposed  ? 
The  noble  Lord  contintied— <'  Two  years 
ago  Lord  Althorp  brought  in  a  biil  on  the 
subject,  in  which  the  principle  was  de<- 
ciared,that  Church-rates  should  not  be 
abolished  unless  the  state  provided  a  sub* 
stitute."     He   had   never  said    anything 
inconsistent  with  that  principle,  or,  at  least, 
anything  to  lead  the  Dissenters  to  suppose 
that  Ministers  meant  to  abolish  Church- 
rates  without  an  equivalent,  or  that  that 
equivalent  was  to  be  found  in  the  revenues 
ot  the  Church.    To  that  principle  he  had 
adhered,  and  to  it  he  intended  to  adhere.* 
Let  the  House  observe,  that  this  declaration 
had  been  made  two  months  after  the  Report 
had  been  made  in  which  they  declined  to 
recommend  that  by   which   they   would 
transfer  the    interest  in  the  land  from 
the  trustees  to  those  who  lent  money* 
That,  together  with  the  noble  Lord's  de- 
claration, he  (Sir  R.  Peel)  thought  fully 
entitled  them  to  infer  that  the  noble  Lord 
adhered  to  the  opinions  of  Lord  Althorp^ 
The  noble  Lord  added-**'*  On  various  oc- 
casions he  had  explained  his  views  to  the 
Dissenters,  and  they  were  satisfied  that  be 
did  not  mean  to  bring  forward  any  Bill  that 
would  accomplish  their  wishes.     He  did 
not  believe,  therefore,  that  they  were  at  all 
anxious  that  any  measure  should  be  intro- 
duced."t    Mr.  Hume  then  said— *'  As  far 
as  he  was  acquainted  with  the  wishes  of 
the  Dissenters,  they  never  would  consent 
that  Church-rates  should  be  paid  out  of  the 
general  revenues  of  the  country.     Means 
to  pay  them  ought  to  be  found  in  the 
sinecure  revenues  of  some  of  the  deans 
and  chapters;"!  upon  which  the  noble  Lord 
observed,  '*  That  is  a  question  upon  which 
the  House  has  not  yet  come  to  any  deoi« 
sion."^     He  would,  however,  say,  that  the 
House  had  come  to  a  decision  last  Session, 
and  had,  he  would  not  say  appropriated 
church-rates,  but  by  the  increase  of  small 
livings  given  increased  accommodation  out 
of  the  revenues  of  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  spoken.     Now,  so  far  as  ar- 
guments deduced  from  authority  went, 
had  he    not    shown    in  support  of  his 
arguments,  that  they  had  the  authority  of 
the  Commissioners'  Report,  bearing  the 
signatures  of  five  of  his  Maiesty*s  present 
Ministers,  that  they  had  the  opinion  of  the 
majority  of  the  House  of  Commoni 
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flMjcrity  of  116,  ftod  tbat  tliey  l»ad  the 
ofMoion .  of   h&8    Majesty's    GovernmeDt 
tiaeqiiivoeally  ond  exfNnttily  declared  at 
eo  reeeut  a  period  as  Jane,  1836  ?    What 
then  were  the  new  ctrcumstances  wliich 
had  ariseti  to  mdace  thie  change,  evinced 
in  the  proposal  that  church-ratea  should 
be  abolished,    and    that    an    equivalent 
ahould  be  derived  from  the  reventses  of  the 
Chorch?     He  had  voted,  that  the  con« 
aeieiitioua    seritples    of     the    Dtssenters 
•hauld  be  respected,  and  believing,  that 
the  issue  from  the  eonsoiidated  fund,  by 
reiie?ing  him  from  all  penonal  and  imme- 
diate charge,  would  give  satisfaction,  had 
voted  in  favour  of  the  proposition  sug* 
geated  by  Lord  Althorp.     He  referred  to 
that  as  a  eonelttsive  proof  that  he  was  not 
insensible  to  the    inconvenience  of  the 
present  system,  and  that  he  was  ready  to 
make  a  saoriice  for  the  purpose  of  re^ 
specting  a  eonscieations  scruple  where  it 
existed,  but  without  injury  to  the  religious 
Interests  of  the  rest  of  tlut  eommuntty.    If 
they  consented  to  the  proposed  meaaove, 
were  they  sure  that  it  would  efiect  thatde^ 
grse  of  hamuuiy  and  peace  which  was  pro- 
mised by  those  w  ho  origjnatsd  it  ?  He  feared 
not.     If  he  ever  entertained  that  hope,  he 
must  say,  that  he  should  still  view  with 
the  utmost  regret  the  exemption  from  this 
pecuniary  charge  of  all  those  who  held 
and  had  purchased  their  property  upon 
the     understanding  of    supporting     the 
Church  and  wlio  were  themselves  members 
of  that  Church.  He  would  not  discuss  what 
other  measures  might  be  devised  for  the 
purpose  of  effecting  the  object  which  was 
aimed  at  by  Lord  Althorp.  If  his  Msjesty's 
Qovernment  had  adhered  to  their  original 
proposal — if  they   had   taken  any  other 
courie  than  they  had  done,  he  might  have 
supported  them.     Thrybad  condemned 
the  existing  system,  and  yet    had  per- 
mitted three  years  to  elapse  without  pro- 
viding another.     Why  should   he  enter- 
tain a  different  opinion  in   1837  to  that 
which,  with  the  knowledge  of  the  whole 
faots,  the  noble  Lord  had  entertained  in 
183B?    Did  the  conscientious  scruples  of 
the  Dissenter  arise  from  his  being  called 
upon  to  support  the  fabric  or  the  estab- 
liahment  with  which  he  was  not  in  com- 
munion, and  was  it  limited  to  that,  or  did 
it  arise  fh>ni  his  objection  to  the  principle 
of  an  establishment.    If  it  arose  simply 
from    the    pecuniary    charge,    and   was 
limited  to  that,  and  if  exemption   from  I 
that  charge  would  indeed  assuage  all  the  i 


'animosities  and  difieneocee  that  existed 
faetweeo  Dissenters  and  Members  of  Ae 
eatabUshment,  and  would  lay  the  basis  of 
a  permanent   acquiescence  in  the  prin- 
ciple of  an  establishment— then,  nodoub#« 
it  would  be  wi^e  to  incur  almost  any  sa- 
orifice  for  the  purpose  of  insuring  that 
desirable  end  so  far  as  Dissenters  were 
concerned.     It  would  not  necessarily  pro- 
vide that,  therefore,  members  of  the  es- 
tablishment ought  to  be  relieved  from  the 
charge  to  which  they  were  subject.     U 
would  not  necessarily  imply  that  therefore 
it  was  wise  to  dissever  the  landed  pro* 
perty  of  this  country  from  all  immediate 
connexion  and   interest  with  the  fabric, 
where  the  landed  property  was  hekl  by 
men  who  had  no  conscientioas  scruples. 
He  admitted  it  was  difficult,  in  point  of 
detail,  to  draw  a  distinction;   but  still, 
whatever  that  difficulty  might  be,  there 
was  an  evil,  in  his  mind,  in  separating 
altogether    the   connexion    between  the 
landed  property  of  this  country  and  the 
immediate  parochial  charges  for  church 
purposes,  particularly  when  that  property 
was  held  by  Members  of  ihe  establish- 
ment.   With  this  view  he  had  voted  ae 
he  did  in  1634,  because  if  an  equivalent 
were  taken  from  the  public  revenue,  the 
holders  of  landed  property  would  in  that 
case  contribute,  in  some  degree,  to  the 
charge  from  which  they   bad  been  ex- 
empted ;  and  if  he  bed  an  assurance  that 
peace  and  harmony  would  be  the  result, 
then  should  he   again  think  it  perfectly 
fair  to  take  the  course  he  had  pursued  in 
1834,  and  assent  to  the  principle  of  pro- 
viding a  sufficient  sum  for  the  permanent 
repair  of  the  fabric  out  of  the  public  purse. 
But  if  the  objection  of  the  Dissenter  were 
not  to  the  pecuniary  charge,  but  amounted 
to,  or  was  connected  with,  an  objection  in 
principle    to  an  establishment,  then  he 
(Sir  Robert  Peel)  must  abandon  the  idea 
that  tranquillity  would  be  the  result  of 
such  a  measure,  because  the  objection  in 
principal  to  an  estabr^hment  would  still 
remain  unmitigated  by  that  concession. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex,  in  dis- 
cussing this  question  the  other  night,  had 
stated  that  the  Dissenters  at  present  put 
forward  no  other  claim  than  that  of  ex- 
emption.    He  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  wished 
to  speak  of  them  with  that  respect  be  had 
uniformly  maintained  towards  them,  as 
well  by  his  acts  as  his  expressions :   but 
still  he  conceived  it  quite  consistent  with 
that  feeling  of  respect  fairly  to  inquire 
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what  was  the  nature  of  the  objection 
which  they  urged  against  the  pecuniary 
grieyance  of  Church-rates.  If  it  was  im- 
portant for  him  to  inquire  whether  the 
removal  of  that  charge  would  in  point  of 
fact  restore  harmony  between  Dissenters 
and  Churchmen,  it  was  equally  raiportant 
to  ask  whether  objection  would  not  still 
be  found  to  exist.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Middlesex  had  said,  that  the  Dissenters 
would  abandon  any  further  claims  for  the 
present.  Why,  what  satisfaction  did  the 
House  and  the  country  derive  from  their 
abandonment  for  the  present  of  any 
further  claim  ?  Did  that  not  rather  add 
to  the  reasons  for  supposing  that  their  ob- 
jection was  not  confined  to  the  pecuniary 
charge,  but  extended  to  the  establishment 
itself?  In  a  work  recently  published  he 
found  explicitly  discussed  the  question— 
what  would  be  the  degree  of  satisfaction 
we  might  expect  to  arise  from  the  abo- 
lition of  Church-rates  ?  It  was  there  dis- 
tinctly asked  in  the  following  words— 
''  But  let  us  suppose  the  Church  rates 
abolished,  and  the  Dissenters  entirely 
relieved  from  any  share  in  the  cost  of 
maintaining,  churches  which  their  minis- 
ters are  not  allowed  to  occupy,  and  re- 
ligious services  of  which  they  decline  to 
avail  themselves  —  will  they  be  satisfied 
with  the  redress  of  this  grievance  ?  Our 
reply  to  this  question  shall  be  explicit. 
They  will  be  satisfied  with  nothing  short 
of  the  recognition  of  those  principles  upon 
which,  in  resisting  this  ecclesiastical 
impost,  they  take  their  stand."  That 
principle,  he  apprehended,  went  to  this 
extent,  that  the  continuance  of  an  estab- 
lishment constituted  a  civil  inequality 
between  Churchmen  and  Dissenters,  and 
that  the  latter  never  would  be  satisfied 
while  the  principle  of  an  establishment 
existed  ;  and  although  the  tenure  of  tithe 
might  be  different  from  the  tenure  of 
Church-rates,  and  though  one  had  its 
origin  at  an  earlier  time  than  the  other, 
yet  that  the  objection  in  principle  would 
be  equally  applied.  But  he  did  not  now 
address  himself  to  Dissenters. 

Mr.  Hume  begged  to  know  the  name  of 
the  work  from  which  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  quoted  ? 

Sir  Robert  Peel,  The  Eclectic  Retnew. 
It  did  not,  he  admitted,  profess  to  speak 
the  opinions  of  all  the  Dissenters,  but  of 
a  considerable  majority  of  them.  He 
now  addressed  himself,  not  to  Dissenters, 
but  to  those  members  of  the  establish- 


ment who  were  holders  of  property  sub- 
ject to  this  charge,  and  those  he  would 
ask,  what  proportion  of  that  charge  was 
borne  by  Dissenters  ?  Of  the  landed 
property  of  this  country  he  apprehended  a 
very  small  proportion  was  possessed  by 
Dissenters.  He  had  seen  estimates  of 
different  populous  towns,  one  of  which 
was  that  of  Stroud,  stating  that  the 
amount  of  church-rates  collected  from 
Dissenters,  contrasted  with  the  amount 
paid  by  i^embers  of  the  Established 
Church,  was  about  l-12th.  If  that  were 
the  case  in  these  towns,  he  apprehended 
that  throughout  the  rural  parishes  of  the 
country  the  proportion  would  be  still  smaller 
and  it  should  be  always  borne  in  mind 
that  there  was  one  object  to  which  Church- 
rates  were  applied,  in  respect  of  which 
Dissenters  could  claim  no  exemption — 
namely,  the  expenses  connected  with 
Church-yards.  But  supposing  the  charge 
borne  by  Dissenters  should  not  exce^, 
in  respect  of  the  whole  of  the  property, 
one-twelfth  or  even  one-tenth»  or  any 
other  reasonable  proportion,  what,  after 
all,  was  the  result  of  the  proposition  now 
made,  as  it  bore  upon  the  interests  of  the 
landed  proprietors  and  owners  of  property 
who  were  in  communion  with  the  estab- 
lished Church  ?  The  proposal  was,  that 
from  the  charge  of  Church-rates  they 
should  be  wholly  exempt,  that  they  should 
not  contribute  to  any  fund  for  the  repairs 
of  the  Churches,  as  they  would  under  Lord 
Althorp's  plan,  but  that  the  charge  which 
they  now  bore,  against  which  they  had  no 
conscientious  scruples,  should  be  entirely 
transferred  to  the  revenues  of  the  Church. 
Now,  doubtful  as  he  was  regarding  the 
financial  scheme  of  this  measure,  and 
doubtful  as  he  was  as  to  its  effect  in  giving 
satisfaction  and  restoring  peace  to  the 
Dissenter,  he  felt,  in  addition,  that  the  pro- 
position it  made  to  members  of  the  estab- 
lishment, that  they  and  their  descendants 
should  be  altogether  exempt  from  the 
charge,  and  that  the  revenues  should  be 
taken  from  the  Church  to  supply  the  de- 
ficiency raised  at  once  an  insuperable  ob- 
jection to  it.  If  it  were  proposed  by  them 
to  the  House  of  Lords,  putting  aside  for  a 
moment  the  case  of  the  Dissenters,  that 
from  this  chargCi  the  permanence  of  which 
had  been  so  long  and  confidently  caleu« 
lated  upon^  they  should  altogether  relieve 
themselves,  and  throw  it  upon  the  Church, 
what  would  be  said  by  their  Lordships  of 
the  enormity  of  such  a  proposition  ?    For 
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the  sake  6(  argument,  let  him  admit  the 
claim  of  the  Dissenters.  For  the  purpose 
of  satisfying  that  claim,  it  was  proposed 
that  the  whole  property  of  the  Church 
should  be  taken  from  its  present  possessors, 
and  placed  under  the  control  of  a  board, 
in  which  the  Government  of  the  day  must 
have  a  paramount  interest — a  proposal  by 
which  the  deans,  chapters,  and  bishops, 
would  be  made  mere  annuitants,  in  order 
that  a  certain  fixed  sum  might  be  made 
available  out  of  their  property  for  the  sup- 
port of  the  fabric.  They  could  not  make 
that  alteration  without  producing:  im- 
portant political  consequences.  Was  it 
possible  exactly  to  calculate  what  might  be 
its  effect  upon  the  stability  and  depend- 
ence of  the  Church  of  England,  by  thus 
severing  it  altogether  from  the  landed 
property  of  the  establishment  ? — by  com- 
pletely altering  the  tenure  by  which 
bishops  held  their  property,  and  by  con- 
verting them  into  State  annuitants,  who 
were  to  receive  from  the  Government 
board  fixed  quarter  salaries  ?  The  noble 
Lord  had  contended  the  other  night  hon- 
estly and  vigorously  for  the  maintenance 
of  the  right  of  the  bishops  to  sit  in  the 
House  of  Lords ;  but  when  he  should  have 
created  this  great  change  in  the  tenure  of 
th«ir  property — when  he  should  have  con- 
vertea  them  into  mere  State  annuitants, 
did  he  think  it  would  then  be  so  easy  for 
him  to  maintain  that  right  ?  And  did  he 
not  think  that  by  depriving  the  establish- 
ment of  all  connexion  with  the  landed 
property  of  the  country,  and  of  all  oppor- 
tunity of  establishing  relations  of  equity 
with  the  proprietors  of  other  property- 
did  he  not  think  that  by  so  doing  he  would 
be  striking  a  blow  at  the  independent 
character  and  stability  of  the  Church  of 
England  ?  To  apply  this  to  the  case  of 
any  great  landed  proprietor  who  let  his 
property  on  a  lease  for  lives — suppose  a 
noble  Lord  had  20,000/.  a-year  derived 
from  land,  let  for  a  term  of  years  on  re- 
newable leases ;  and  suppose  the  State 
stepped  in,  and  said,  that  the  noble  Lord's 
was  an  improvident  method  of  settling  his 
property ;  that  the  State  accordingly  in- 
terfered, let  the  leases  run  out,  gave  the 
property  a  new  value,  and  assigned  the 
noble  Lord,  by  quarterly  payments,  the 
20,000/.  he  had  hitherto  received, — sup- 
posing that  case,  the  amount  of  the  noble 
Lord's  pecuniary  revenue  must  be  the 
same  ;  but  did  not  every  man  feel  that  the 
Stale  wou)(l  thereby  be  making  a  complete 
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alteration  in  the  position  and  independenc  e 
of  that  individual,  and  depend  upon  it 
they  could  not  apply  the  same  rule  to  the 
bishops  of  this  country  without  in  a  cor- 
responding degree  affecting  also  the  inde- 
pendence of  their  order,  and  the  stability 
of  the  Church.  He  objected  to  this  re- 
solution as  interfering  with  the  properly  of 
the  Church.  But  the  main  ground  upon 
which  he  objected  to  it,  and  to  which  he 
felt  confident  no  sufficient  answer  could  be 
given,  was  this — that  if  by  any  plan  of 
this  kind  it  were  possible,  consistently 
with  strict  justice  to  the  lessees  to  raise  a 
profit  out  of  the  Church  revenues  there 
existed  a  prior  claim  a  prior  recognized 
claim,  which  they  were  bound  to  support; 
and  he  appealed  to  that  House,  he  ap- 
pealed to  the  gentlemen  and  noblemen  of 
England,  and  particularly  to  those  who 
were  in  communion  with  the  establishment, 
and  entertained  no  conscientious  scruples 
— he  appealed  to  all  to  attend  to  the  case 
which  he  should  make  out.  It  was  first 
important  that  they  should  consider  what 
were  the  necessities  of  the  Church  Estab- 
lishment. He  asked  them  not  to  derive 
that  information  from  any  statement  of 
his  own,  but  to  give  their  utmost  attention 
to  one  which  he  had  extracted  from  the 
Report  before  referred  to.  That  Report 
stated,  that  there  were  no  less  than  3,528 
benefices  under  150/.  per  annum;  that 
there  were  130  of  these  benefices  that  had 
a  population  of  more  than  10,000 ;  that 
fifty*one  had  a  populationof  from  5,000  to 
1 0,000 ;  that  251  had  a  population  of  be- 
tween 2,000  and  5,000,  and  that  there  were 
1,125  having  a  population  of  between  500 
and  2,000.  It  further  stated,  that  even  if 
there  were  no  addition  to  be  made  to  those 
having  a  population  below  500,  it  would 
take  no  less  a  sum  than  235,000/.  per 
annum  to  raise  all  the  benefices  having  a 
population  of  between  500  and  2,000  to 
the  annual  value  of  200/.  There  were 
2,878  benefices  on  which  there  was  no 
house  of  residence,  and  there  were  1 ,728 
benefices  in  which  the  houses  were  either 
unfit  for  residence,  or  in  which  houses  fit 
for  the  incumbents  did  not  exist  at  all.  A  nd 
what  was  the  probable  extent  of  the  fund 
out  of  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  proposed  to 
supply  these  deficiencies  ?  Why,  235,000/. 
would  be  necessary  for  the  purpose  of  in. 
creasing  the  present  provision  for  the  pa- 
rochial clergy.  The  Report  went  on  to 
say — 
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"  We  enterlain  a  confident  expectation  that 
the  amount  of  the  fund  will  nut  be  lesft  than 
130,000/i  per  annum,  while  to  raise  small 
livings  containing  populations  of  from  500  to 
2,000  to  the  amount  of  200/.,  the  sum  of 
235,000/.  per  annum  would  be  neeessary." 

The  House  would  not  fail  to  observe, 
that  he  (Sir  R.  Peel)  was  not  speaking  as 
one  who  had  resisted  the  reform  of  the 
Church ;  but  he  was  now  merely  showing, 
that  in  consequence  of  the  Commission 
appointed  on  his  advice  to  the  Crown,  it 
appeared  there  was  a  hope  of  deriving  from 
chapter  property  funds  to  the  amount  of 
130,000/.  per  apnum,  to  be  applied  to  the 
increase  of  small  livings,  but  still  there 
would  be  a  deficiency  of  105,000/.  a- year 
for  that  purpose  alone.  But  the  Church 
Commissioners  in  their  Report,  state,  that 
this  is  by  no  means  the  most  urgent  de- 
mand on  the  part  of  the  Church  :  they 
state — 

''  The  most  prominent,  however,  of  those 
defects,  which  cripple  the  energies  of  the 
Established  Church,  and  circumscribe  its  use- 
fulness, is  the  want  of  Churches  and  ministers 
in  the  large  towns  and  populous  districts  of 
the  kingdom.  The  growth  of  the  population 
baa  been  so  rapid,  as  to  outrun  the  means 
possessed  by  the  establishment  of  meeting  its 
spiritual  wants ;  and  the  result  has  been,  that 
a  vast  proportion  of  the  people  are  left  desti- 
tute of  the  opportunities  of  public  worship  and 
Christian  instruction,  even  when  every  allow- 
ance is  made  for  the  exertions  of  those  reli- 
gious bodies  which  are  not  in  connexion  with 
the  Established  Church.  It  is  not  necessary  in 
this  Report  to  enter  into  all  the  details  by  uhich 
the  truth  of  this  assertion  might  be  proved. 
It  will  be  sufficient  to  state  the  following  facts 
as  examples.  Looking  to  those  parishes  only 
which  contain  each  a  population  exceeding 
10,000,  we  find  that  in  London  and  its 
suburbs,  including  the  parishes  on  either  bank 
of  the  Thames,  there  are  four  parishes  or  dis- 
tricts, each  having  a  population  exceeding 
SOfOOOy  and  containing  an  aggregate  of  166,000 
persons,  with  Church-room  for  8,200  (not 
quite  l-20th  of  the  whole),  and  only  eleven 
clergymen.  There  are  twenty-one  others,  tlie 
aggregate  population  of  wliich  is  739,000, 
while  the  Church-room  is  for  66,155  (not  one- 
tenth  of  the  whole),  and  only  forty-five  cler- 
gymen." 

This  demand  was  as  yet  unanswered. 
He  would  not  fatigue  the  House  by  stating 
all  the  details  of  the  instances  in  uhich 
this  pressing  want  appeared.  The  Com- 
missioners, however  observed, 

"  Tlie  evils  which  flow  from  this  deficiency 
in  the  means  of  religious  instruction  and  pas> 
toral  superintendence,  greatly  outweigh  all 
other  inconveniences  resulting  from  any  de- 


fects or  anomalies  in  our  ecclesiastical  institu- 
tions; and  it  unfortunately  happens^  that 
while  these  evils  are  the  most  urgent  of  all,  and 
most  require  the  application  of  an  effectual 
remedy,  they  are  precisely  those  for  which 
a  remedy  can  be  least  easily  found.  The 
resources  which  the  Established  Church  posses- 
ses, and  which  can  be  properly  made  available 
to  that  purpose,  in  whatever  way  they  may  be 
husbanded  or  distributed,  are  evidently  quite 
inadequate  to  the<  exigency  of  the  case  :  and 
all  that  we  can  hc\pe  to  do  is,  gradually  to 
diminish  the  intensity  of  the  evil." 

The  Report  then  adverted  to  the  efforts 
of  the  Incorporated  Society  for  building 
and  repairing  Churches,  and  the  Chris- 
tian exertions  of  private  individuals,  and 
it  then  proceeded:  — 

''In  addition  to  these  efforts,  many  Churches 
have  been  built  and  endowed  by  pious  and 
hberal  individuals.  Upon  the  whole  we  may 
state,  that  within  the  last  twenty  years  addi- 
tional Church-room  has  been  secured  for  at 
least  600,000  persons,  and  some  hundreds  of 
additional  clergymen  have  been  stationed  in 
populous  districts  which  were  before  destitute 
of  the  advantages  of  pastoral  care  and  in- 
struction. But  all  that  has  been  hitherto 
done  in  this  way  falls  very  short  of  the  neces- 
sity of  the  case." 

He  took  his  position  on  that  Report. 
He  would  say,  that  all  other  considera- 
tions were  subordinate — that  the  finan- 
cial plans  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite,  in  this  respect,  were  mere  specu* 
lations  ;  there  might  be  doubts  as  to  whe- 
ther the  authority  of  this  or  the  other 
side  of  the  House  might  be  most  relied 
on  ;  but,  he  repeated,  that  the  Report  of 
these  Commissioners,  presented  in  March, 
1836,  sup{)lied  a  case  of  crying  necessity, 
for  which  it  was  the  duty  of  a  Christian 
Legislature  to  make  provision.  The  Re- 
port showed,  that  the  annual  tom  of 
235,000/.  would  be  required  to  raise  the 
stipends  of  existing  clergymen  to  mode- 
rate and  decent  competencies,  and  that  if 
pluralities  were  abolished,  and  residence 
insisted  upon,  more  would  of  necessity  be 
required.  He  had  shown  that  there 
were  4,800  curacies  in  which  no  fitting 
income  was  provided  for  a  resident  cler- 
gyman ;  he  had  shown  to  the  Hotise  that 
there  were  within  its  reach  four  parishes, 
containing  a  population  of  166,000  per- 
sons, but  having  Church  accommodation 
provided  only  for  8,000,  thus  leaving 
158,000  persons  without  the  means  of  re- 
ligious consolation  and  instrtiction.  If 
those,  then  ,w  re  facts,  and  he  should  be 
enabled  fiom  the  revenues  of  the  Church 
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to  retltfle  any  disposable  sum,  he  would 
ask  could  any  claim  be  put  in  competition 
with  the  necessities  which  arose  from  the 
case  he  had  stated  ?  Depend  upon  it,  the 
members  of  the  Established  Church  could 
not  escape  the  odium  which  agreeing  to 
this  resolution  would  throw  on  them,  if 
they  left  th>6  evil  unremedied.  They 
had  been  told  that  it  was  difficult  in 
detail,  to  separate  the  case  of  the  Dis- 
senter from  that  of  the  establishment, 
but  the  Dissenters  contributed  to  the 
Church-rates  one-tenth,  while  the  Mem*' 
bers  of  the  establishment  contribute  nine- 
tenths.  Disguise  it  as  they  might,  the 
proposition  amounted  to  this,  that  the 
members  of  the  Established  Church,  the 
noblemen  and  gentlemen  who  held  lands 
and  property  on  'which  there  was  this  legal, 
and  in  point  of  equity,  this  indefeasible 
claim^  were  to  be  altogether  relieved  of  the 
great  part  of  the  impost,  while  the  Dissenter 
wasonly  relieved  to  so  trifling  an  extent. 
Let  him  ask  what  was  intended  to  be  done 
in  the  case  of  Scotland  ?  If  there  existed 
on  the  part  of  the  English  Dissenters,  who 
contribute  now  to  the  repair  of  the 
fabric  of  the  Church,  a  claim  to  be  re- 
lieved on  the  grounds  of  conscientious 
scruples-^if  the  English  Dissenter  felt  no 
common  interest  with  the  Churchman  in 
the  maintenance  of  that  Establishment 
which  was  to  provide  for  the  spiritual 
instruction  of  the  rich  and  of  the  poor--- 
what  answer  was  to  be  given  to  the  landed 
proprietor  of  Scotland,  who  dissented  from 
the  Established  Church  of  that  country, 
but  whose  property  was  subject  to  con* 
tributions  for  its  support  ?  Were  the  great 
landed  proprietors  of  Scotland,  who  dis- 
sented from  the  Establishment  there,  to 
continue  subject  to  the  charge  of  support- 
ing that  Establishment?  Were  its  mem- 
bers to  relieve  themselves  and  leave  the 
charge  on  the  Dissenters  ?  Above  all,  in 
what  position  would  his  claim  be,  if,  after 
the  House  had  consented  to  exempt  the 
Lands  of  the  Churchman  in  England  it  left 
upon  the  Dissenter  in  Scotland  the  charge 
of  supporting  a  Church  to  the  tenets  of 
which  he  was  opposed  ?  Let  also  this  be 
considered,  that  a  large  and  most  respect- 
able portion  of  the  Dissenting  body  in 
England  had  not  urged  upon  the  Legisla- 
ture any  objection  to  the  continuance  of 
this  charge.  The  whole,  or  at  all  events 
a  great  part,  of  the  Wcslcyan  body  — a 
body  influential  from  its  high  character, 
akliough  dissenting  from  the  Churchi  and 


not  joining  in  communion  with  it^elt  a 
common  interest  in  the  maintenance  of  the 
Establishment  as  a  national  Church — 
rejoiced  as  much  as  did  the  Churchmen  in 
witnessing  the  improvement  made  of  late 
years  in  the  characters  of  the  ministers  of 
the  Church  and  the  zeal  with  which 
they  performed  their  duties,  and  felt  so 
innately  that  the  cause  of  Christianity  was 
maintained  by  the  recognized  principle  of 
a  Christian  Establishment,  that  they  had 
come  forward  with  no  petitions  urging  to 
be  exempt  from  the  charge  upon  them  to 
support  the  Church.  Could  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Church  of  England  — -  the 
landed  proprietors  of  this  country — the 
possessors  of  real  and  rateable  property 
m  it,  easily  consent,  on  account  of  the 
supposed  difficulty  of  drawing  a  dis- 
tinction between  the  Dissenters  and  them-* 
selves,  to  accept  this  relief  at  the  expense 
of  the  Church,  when  the  necessity  of 
spiritual  consolation,  instruction,  and  ao« 
commodation  had  been  proved  to  the 
extent  and  amount  stated  in  the  Report  of 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  to  whioh 
he  had  referred  ?  It  was  incumbent  on  the 
House  well  to  consider  this  subject.  The 
time  would  shortly  arrive  when  the  acta 
of  the  present  Legislature  would  be  subject 
to  the  scrutiny  of  a  posterity  judging  the 
matter  with  far  different  views  from  those 
which  some  who  heard  hhn  cherished. 
It  had  been  proved  that  thousands  and 
tens  of  thousands  of  the  population  of 
this  country  were  now  without  the  means 
of  religious  instruction,  that  they  wanted 
and  desired  such  instruction ;  it  had  been 
proved  that  churches  were  falling  into 
decay,  that  g1ebe*houses  were  unrepaired 9 
that  some  parishes  were  without  a  minis- 
ter,  and  if  it  should  appear  to  posterity 
that  with  these  necessities  before  them  the 
present  Legislature  consented  to  sell  the 
property  of  the  Church,  to  alienate  it  to 
other  purposes^  to  cut  off  all  hope  now 
and  for  ever  of  deriving  increased  re« 
sources  from  Church  property— above  ell, 
if  it  should  be  found  by  those  who  were  to 
follow  that  in  committing  these  irreparable 
evils  the  Churchmen  of  the  present  day 
had  relieved  themselves  from  an  impost  to 
which  they  were  most  justly  subject,  the 
House  might  depend  upon  ii  that  a  severe, 
and  he  must  say,  not  an  unrighteous 
judgment,  would  be  exercised  upon  their 
acts  if  not  upon  their  heads.  If  to  meet 
these  necessities  a  sum  was  to  be  taken 
from  the  Consolidated  Fund,  it  would 
M  2 


527 


Church^Raie$» 


{COMMONS} 


Church'Rates. 


328 


relieve  the  landowners  of  the  country  from 
the  duty  of  supporting  the  Church.  Whe- 
ther there  should  be  a  new  apportionment 
of  this  charge  on  the  land,  making  the 
owner  and  not  the  occupier  contribute 
'(a  plan  which  he  owned  would,  in  his 
judgment,  be  justice)  thus  continuing  the 
connexion  between  the  landowner  and  the 
Church — whether  it  would  be  po$sib:e  to 
'reconcile  such  a  plan  with  some  means  of 
giving  relief  to  the  Dissenters,  without 
any  invidious  test  being  imposed, —  whe- 
ther it  would  be  possible  to  draw  a 
distinction  between  the  cases  of  town 
parishes  and  rural  parishes,  in  the  latter  of 
which  the  House  might  be  assured  the 
people  did  not  wish  to  see  the  Church 
degraded — whether  it  would  be  possible 
to  do  these  things,  he  was  not  prepared 
to  say,  but  at  least  they  were  deserving 
the  best  consideration.  His  present  object 
Was  to  implore  those  in  communion  with 
the  Church  not  to  cut  off  altogether,  by 
consenting  to  these  resolutions,  all  hope  of 
'supplying  from  the  revenues  of  the  Church 
(if  consistent  with  equity  they  might  be 
found  applicable)  means  of  relieving  the 
great  wants  and  of  curing  the  defects 
which  the  Report  of  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners  pointed  out;  and,  above 
all,  he  would  entreat  the  House  to  avert 
from  itself  that  judgment  which  posterity 
would  pronounce  upon  it,  if  those  in  com- 
munion with  the  Church  were  parties  to  a 
transaction  from  which  they  themselves, 
at  the  expense  of  that  Church,  were  to 
derive  pecuniary  benefits. 

Viscount  Howick  said,  that  in  rising  to 
answer  the  right  hon.  Baronet  he  was 
sensible  in  no  ordinary  degree  of  the 
extreme  difficulty  of  his  situation.  Unequal 
at  all  times  to  compete  with  that  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  he  felt  particularly  so 
after  the  reiy  able  and  elaborate  speech 
which  the  House  had  just  heard.  The 
complexity  of  the  subject  also  greatly 
embarrassed  him.  Undoubtedly,  how- 
ever, if,  before  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  he  were  convinced  of  the 
expediency,  the  policy,  and  the  justice  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend's  proposition,  that 
conviction  was  now  infinitely  increased. 
For,  if  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  with  bis 
acknowledged  power  and  ability,  and  with 
the  opportunity  which  he  had  of  consider- 
ing the  subjecty  had  been  unable  to 
produce  more  vital  or  important  objections 
to  the  motion  than  those  which  the  right 
hOD,  Baronet  had  s^fed^ho  felt,  that  how- 


ever he  might  personally  fail  in  bringing 
the  case  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House  as  it  ought  to  be  brought,  that 
failure  must  in  all  fairness  be  attributed 
entirely  to  himself,  and  not  to  the  want 
of  weight  or  goodness  in  the  case  itself. 
He  thought  that  he  should  trespass  for 
the  shortest  time  on  the  patience  of  the 
House  if  he  followed  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet in  the  order  of  succession  in  which 
that  right  hon.  Baronet  had  made  his 
different  statements.  In  pursuance  of 
this  plan  he  must  first  advert  to  the  finan- 
cial objections  which  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet had  made  to  his  right  hon.  Friend's 
proposition.  On  that  part  of  the  subject, 
however,  he  thought  it  better  to  abstain 
from  going  into  details.  He  would  do  so 
because  among  other  reasons,  there  were 
some  parts  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet's 
statement  which  he  confessed  he  was 
unable  to  follow,  and  thoroughly  to  com- 
prehend ;  and  because  he  was  not  so 
familiar  with  such  subjects  as  to  be  able 
to  speak  of  them  without  much  reflection 
and  consideration.  There  were  some  points, 
however,  on  which,  without  any  postpone- 
ment, he  felt  desirous  of  making  some 
observations.  In  the  first  place,  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  contended,  that  if  the 
average  had  been  taken  for  a  shorter 
period  of  years  the  result  of  the  calcula- 
tion would  have  been  different.  All  that 
he  (Lord  Howick)  wished  to  say  on  that 
topic  was,  that  the  calculations  were  made 
from  the  returns  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
missioners, founded  on  principles  which 
the  Commissioners  had  themselves  laid 
down.  He  did  not  conceive  it  likely  that 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  would  bo 
disposed  to  estimate  the  property  of  the 
Church  too  highly ;  and  it  would  probably 
be  found,  that  instead  of  having  over- 
rated the  annual  amount  of  fines  derivable 
from  Church  leases,  they  had  under-rated 
them,  and  that  property  of  the  Church 
under  this  head  was  much  more  consider- 
able than  his  right  hon.  Friend  had  stated. 
At  least,  all  the  private  information  that 
had  reached  him,  and  all  the  facts  which 
at  various  times  he  had  become  ac- 
quainted with,  had  invariably  led  him  to 
the  consideration,  that  it  was  undisputed 
hat  the  whole  property  of  the  Church,  as 
shown  in  the  papers  which  had  been  laid 
on  the  table,  so  far  from  being  overstated, 
had  been  largely  under  estimated.  But 
then  the  right  hon.  Baronet  argued,  that 
ia  bringing   forward  this  revolution  his 
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Majesty's  Government  had  altogether 
omitted  to  make  an  important  deduction 
from  the  whole  amount  of  available  pro- 
perty ;  that  whilst  they  reckoned  upon  an 
income  of  250,000/.,  they  proposed  to  raise 
it  by  an  improved  system  of  management, 
but  had  not  allowed  for  the  expenses  of 
that  management.  He  must  confess  he 
was  surprised  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
should  have  fallen  into  this  mistake,  be- 
cause the  amount  of  fines  of  renewals  on 
leases,  and  the  incomes  *of  the  bishops 
from  that  source,  as  returned  to  the  Ec- 
clesiastical Commissioners,  were,  as  he 
believed,  calculated  with  this  necessary 
exception  or  deduction  ;  and  therefore  the 
amount  returned  was  the  net  income  and 
not  the  gross.  Nay,  he  did  not  speak 
from  mere  belief,  for  he  had  had  the  good 
fortune  to  receive  an  account  of  the  actual 
state  of  the  case,  in  respect  to  the  see  of 
Durham,  when  returns  having  reference 
to  a  period  of  three  years  were  given  in. 
In  those  returns  which  formed  the  basis  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend's  calculations,  it  ap- 
peared that  the  income  of  the  see  was 
17,000/.  a  year.  But  it  had  since  been 
ascertained  that  the  gross  income  of  the 
see  was  not  17,000/.  a-year  from  fines,  but 
23,000/.,  of  which  2,000/.  might  fairly  be 
deducted  for  the  amount  of  expenses.  Let 
the  House  then  form  its  opinion  from 
these  facts;  and  if  it  formed  its  judgment 
of  the  matter  in  dispute  by  the  see  of 
Durham,  it  must  be  admitted,  that  he 
Government  had  underrated  their  case; 
because  the  whole  property  of  the  see  of 
Durham,  instead  of  being  17,000/.  was 
21,000/.,  to  which  was  to  be  added  the 
amount  quoted  for  expenses,  2,000/., 
making  the  gross  income  23,000/.  This, 
then  was  the  principle  upon  which  the 
right  rev.  Prelate,  the  Bishop  of  Durham, 
had  made  the  return  of  his  revenue  (and 
a  most  exemplary  Prelate  he  was),  and 
they  had  no  right  to  suppose  the  other 
dignitaries  would  not  make  similar  returns. 
He  contended,  therefore,  that  the  Govern- 
ment bad  a  right  to  assume  the  amount  of 
income  given  in  was  not  the  whole  sum 
arising  from  fines  from  the  renewal  of 
bishops'  and  deans  and  chapters'  leases. 
The  returns  made  were  certainly  not 
below  the  amount,  because  they  did  not 
represent  the  gross  but  the  net  income. 
But  it  must  be  plain,  that  the  whole  ex- 
pense of  management  under  the  direction 
of  a  large  number  of  persona  acting  on  no 
Bjitem  would  far  exceed  the  amount  under 


the  projected  united  and  central  system, 
when  they  would  have  a  few  persons  of 
superior  description  and  station  giving  up 
all  their  time  in  promoting  the  object,  in 
carrying  out  which  they  were  to  be  em- 
ployed ;  and  he  would  say,  that  whether 
it  were  in  the  case  of  the  union  of  pa- 
rishes, of  an  individual  parish,  or  of  whole- 
sale merchants  or  retail  dealers,  a  benefi- 
cial result  generally  followed  from  con- 
ducting affairs  on  a  great  scale.  There- 
fore, the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  no 
right  to  make  the  deduction  for  ex- 
penses of  management,  which  he  had 
assumed.  Then  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
said,  that  they  had  no  right  to  assume 
twenty- four  years' purchase  as  the  exists 
ing  value  of  leases  of  Church  property. 
Very  extensive  inquiries  had  been  insti- 
tuted into  this  part  of  the  subject,  and  the 
result  had  been  to  confirm  all  the  opinions 
which  the  Government  had  origin'^lly 
entertained,  and  to  show  that  the  real 
amount  of  Church  property  was  under- 
rated. So  with  respect  to  the  rate  of 
interest,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  assumed 
the  rale  of  interest  of  seven  per  cent,  was 
only  applicable  to  property  of  a  particular 
description,  and  not  to  landed  property. 
He  admitted,  that  as  to  house  property  the 
case  was  somewhat  different  as  to  the 
value.  But  with  reference  to  the  question 
of  fines  upon  renewals  of  leases,  he  hap. 
pened  to  have  heard  of  a  case  in  point, 
from  the  best  authority,  and  he  would 
state  it  to  the  House.  An  Archdeacon  in 
the  central  part  of  England  informed  his 
lessee  that  he  could  not  give  him  a  re- 
newal of  his  lease  unless  he  paid  him  the 
sum  of  1,500/.  The  party  complained  of 
these  terms,  and  intended  to  resist  the 
demand  thus  made  upon  him ;  but  before 
doing  so,  be  thought  it  proper  to  consult 
an  actuary,  to  know  what  the  value  of  bis 
interest  was.  The  actuary  having  looked 
at  the  documents  which  had  been  fur- 
nished him  by  the  lessee,  made  a  calcu- 
lation, and  said,  **  Renew  by  all  means — 
close  at  once ;  because  the  real  value  for 
which  you  will  obtain  your  renewal,  if 
calculated  upon  the  strictest  rate  of  arith- 
metic, would  be  not  1,500/.  but  2,900/." 
This  case  occurred  in  a  central  county  of 
England ;  and  he  mentioned  it  as  a  strong 
fact  to  show,  that  under  the  existing  laws 
of  Church  property,  those  who  held  these 
leases  expected  terms  as  advantageous  as 
in   the  calculation  which  his  right  hon. 

Friend  (the  Cbancellor  of  the  Exchequer) 
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amount  for  building  these  ediBces  (which 
did  not  exist  when  he  pcquirod  his  pro- 
perty), he  was  subjected  to  the  payment 
of  the  rate  levied,  which  was  sixpence  in 
the  pound.     Was  that  immemorial  usage  ? 
True  it  was,  that  the  evil  was  the  effect  of 
tho  Churches  Building  Act ;  and  he  would 
ttill  thQ  right  hon.  Baronet,  that  if  it  were 
MQt  for  the  impolitic  and  incautious  man- 
ner in   which  the  provisions  of  that  Act 
were  applied,  they  never  would  have  been 
placed    in    the    present  difficulty — they 
would  never  have  heard  of  this  cry  for  the 
abolition  of  Church-rales.  Parliament,  by 
its  own  deed — by  coupling  these  charges 
with   Church-rates,   had  created   all  the 
fuelino"  which  e;(isted  in  the  country,  and 
causQQ  those  evils  which  were  complained 
of;  and   now,  unfortunately,  they   could 
not  retrace  their  steps.     But  he   would 
pursue  the  case  a  little  further  to  which  he 
nad   c^d verted.     It  was  not  of  the    mere 
paying  sixpence  in  the  pound  for  rates  for 
Churches  built  since  he  had  acquired  the 
property,  that  tlie  party  in  question  com- 
plained.    He  complained  (perhaps  he  did 
not  sympathise  in  it)  that  the  Church-rates 
which  were  in  existence  when  he  acquired 
this  house   vvere   the   old    Church-rates; 
but  then  he  said  that  a  Church-rate  was 
incurred  for  a  new  Church-yard,  and  yet 
when  a  person  died  in  the  complainant's 
house,  he  was  charged  6*2/.  for  burying 
him,  the  whole  amount  of  which  sum  went 
to  the  rector.     As  he  had  contended  on  a 
former  evening,  the  Church- rales  were.  In 
common  sense,  nothing  more  thun  a  tax 
upon  property — ''a- tax  totallv  distinct  in  its 
character  from  tithes,     Titnes  were  a  de- 
duction from  property  every  one  knew,  but 
they  would  now  ue  converted  into  a  posi- 
tive fixed  amount,  which,  if  not  received 
by  the  Church,  would  go  to  the  landlord, 
and  not    benefit    the  country   at    large. 
Titltes  and  Church-rates  weie  two  things 
so  distinct,  that  there  was  no  sort  of  ana- 
logy between  them.     An  objection  to  the 
payment  of  tithes  on  the  part  of  the  land- 
owner had  DO  better  foundation  than  the 
objection  an  individual  would  have,  who 
having  bought  a   property  subject  to   a 
rent  charge,  afterwaras  objected   to  pay 
that  rent  charge.    The  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  admitted  that  the  present  system  was 
deeply  iniurious  to    the    utility  of   the 
Church  ;  he  had  admitted  that  in  the  year 
1834,  so  convinced  was  he  of  the  neces- 
sity of  adopting  some  change,  that  he  was 
pieparcd  to  assent  to  the  measure  at  that 


time  brought  forward  by  Lord  Ahhorp' 
•*  But  still,  said  the  right  hon.  Baronet* 
•'  the  stale  under  any  circumstances,  mu$^ 
provide  for  the  Church,  and  therefore  it  is' 
that  I  object  to  the  measure  at  presept 
brought  forward  ;  because,  under  Ihe  ope- 
ration of  that  measure,  the  Church  will 
be  made  to  maintain  Itself."  He  (Lord 
Ho  wick)  begeed  to  dispute  the  latter  pro- 
position of  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  He 
maintained,  that  under  the  proposition  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellorof  the 
Exchequer,  the  state  would  still  continue 
to  support  the  Church ;  at  all  events  it 
would  continue  to  support  it  quite  as  much 
as  it  could  have  done  under  the  measure 
proposed  by  Lord  Ahhorp.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet,  adverting  to  what  fell  from  an 
hon.  Gentleman  on  that  (the  Ministerial) 
side  of  the  House  on  a  former  evening, 
when  the  subject  of  Church-rates  was 
under  consideration,  said,  "The  argu- 
ment used  on  that  occasion  was  quite  un- 
fair, the  precedent  of  the  Irish  Church 
does  not  apply  to  the  English  Church — 
there  is  no  analogy  between  Vestry  Cess 
in  Ireland  and  Church-rates  in  England- 
there  Is  a  vast  difference  in  the  circum- 
stances of  the  Church  in  the  two  coun- 
tries.*' He  wished  that  when  they  were 
discussing  Other  topics  the  right  hon*  Ba* 
ronet  could  as  distinctly  see  the  difference 
that  existed  between  the  two  Churches.  It 
was,  however,  necessary  to  introduce  the 
subject  of  the  Irish  Church  on  that  occa- 
sion. Seeing  a  practical  evil  existed  in 
England — seeing  that  the  keeping  up  the 
existing  system  interfered  materially  with 
the  usefulness  of  the  Church — seeing  that 
it  impaired  its  popularity  in  the  estimation 
of  the  country  generally — seeing  that  it 
tended  to  injure  the  cause  of  religion  itself 
— seeing  also,  from  another  source,  the 
means  of  making  an  adequate  and  satis- 
factory provision  for  what  he  admitted  to 
be  very  essential  purposes,  he,  for  one,  was 
fully  prepared  to  adopt  the  change  then 
proposed  to  them.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
said,  **  If  you  are  prepared  to  do  this,  why 
was  the  Report  laid  before  the  House, 
signed  by  five  Cabinet  Ministers,  in  which 
it  was  stated,  that  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Commissioners  it  would  be  inexpedient 
that  episcopal  property  should  be  improved 
in  the  manner  proposed  ?  If  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  looked  well  at  the  Report,  he 
would  see,  that  the  grounds  assigned 
for  not  attempting  the  proposed  im- 
provement of  episcoped  lands  was;  that 
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U  would  transfer  the  whole  interest  of  that  i  him  for  saying  so— to  be  exceedingly  in- 
description  of  property  into  the  hands  of  discreet  in  the  language  he  used.     All 


the  then  holding  lessess.     It  had  been 
argued  that  the  present  available  amount 
of  Church-rates  was  not  sufficient  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  fabric  of  the  Church, 
and  yet  an  attempt  to  render  that  income 
more  secure  and  valuable  was  opposed  by 
those  who  professed  to  be  the  friends  of 
the  Church*    He  supported  the  plan  of 
his  noble   Friend   in    1834,  because   he 
thought  it  would  induce   the  Church  to 
make  further  advances  in   reform.      His 
right  hon.  Friend  had  endeavoured  to  fol- 
low the  example  which  Mr.  Pitt  set,  in 
reference  to  Crown  property ;  and  he  had 
considered  how  far  it  was  practicable  to  in- 
terfere with  Church-rates,  not  only  without 
diminishing  the  present  available  resources 
of  the  Church,  but  how  he  could  increase 
them,  and  find  means  for  dispensing  with 
the  levying  of  Church-rates  at  the  same 
time ;  and  the  result  of  that  investigation 
was — the  scheme  which  had  been  presented 
by  his  right  hon.  Friend  to  the  House  for 
its  adoption.    The  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
stated  that  he  did  not  think  it  necessary 
that  he  should   suggest   any  alternative 
to  the  measure    proposed.     It    certainly 
was  not  expected  that  gentlemen,   act- 
ing in  opposition    to    the    Government, 
should      bring     forward    any     matured 
measure  to  supply  the  place  of  one  to 
which  they  objected;    but  at  the  same 
time  it  was  usual  that  they  should  state 
some  general  principles  upon  which  their 
objections  rested,  or   upon   which   they 
would  wish  to  see  the  measure  proceed. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  told  them  that  the 
measure  would  not  satisfy  the  Dissenters ; 
that  they  would  demand  a  great  deal 
more;    and  that  this    concession    once 
made,  would  lead  the  way  to  many  more. 
He  confessed  that  this  was  a  mode  of 
argument  that  always  created  a  great  deal 
of  suspicion  in  his  mind.     He  could  never 
regard  it  as  a  sound  argument  to  say,  "  I 
will  not  do  this  thing,  even  though  it  be 
good,   because  hereafler,  perhaps,  other 
things  may  be  asked  that  I  shall  not  wish 
to  grant."    He  had  never  known  one  in- 
stance where  the  concession  of  what  was 
just  and  right  had  led  to  evil  afterwards. 
It  was  true  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Middlesex   might  have  alluded  to  other 
measures  which  the  Dissenters  would  wish 
to  see  adopted;  but  the  hon.  Member  for 
Middlesex,  they  all  knew,  was  apt— he 

was  lore  hon.  Gentleman  would  excuse 


that  he  entreated  of  the  House  was,  that 
the  present  measure  might  be  considered 
on  its  own  separate  merits,  and  without 
any  reference  to  the  fancied  measures 
that  were  to  follow  it.  If  it  were  good  in 
itself,  it  ought  to  be  adopted.  What  was 
the  real  justice  or  injustice  of  the  case? 
In  most  of  the  large  towns  it  appeared  the 
Churchmen  and  Dissenters  were  both  of 
opinion  that  the  system  of  church-rates 
was  not  the  most  expedient  means  of 
maintaining  the  fabric  of  the  Church ; 
and  that  it  was  highly  injurious  to  the 
cause  of  religion.  Was  not  that  a 
sufficient  ground  for  interference,  and  for 
the  introduction  of  some  such  measures  as 
that  then  proposed.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  said,  it  would  be  dangerous  to 
the  Church,  because  it  would  reduce  the 
Bishops  to  mere  annuitants.  No  church 
could  be  built  solidly  upon  any  other 
foundation  than  the  affections  and  respect 
of  the  people,  a  general  sense  of  its  im- 
portance to  the  best  interests  of  the  in- 
habitants of  the  country,  and  a  feeling  of 
gratitude  for  the  service  it  had  performed. 
If  that  were  the  real  foundation  on  which 
the  Church  of  England  rested,  and  which 
he  for  one  believed  it  did,  there  could  be 
no  doubt  that  it  would  stand  unshaken 
for  ages  yet  to  come.  If  so,  then,  if 
there  were  no  other  object  in  this  measure 
than  the  taking  from  the  Bishops  those 
functions  which  were  now  imposed  upon 
them,  of  immediately  managing  the  pro- 
perty from  which  their  incomes  were 
derived,  it  would,  in  his  opinion,  be  con- 
ferring an  immeasurable  advantage  as 
well  upon  them  as  upon  the  Church  itself. 
They  had  often  heard  of  the  extreme 
weight  of  the  Bishops'  duties.  Some, 
indeed,  of  the  greatest  ornaments  of  the 
Church,  had  gone  so  far  as  to  say  that, 
looking  at  the  duties  to  be  performed,  the 
number  of  Bishops  was  very  insufficient; 
and  they  had  over  and  over  again  been 
told  that  the  sacred  functions  of  the 
Bishops  were  amply  sufficient  for  the 
greatest  mortal  strength  and  greatest 
mortal  ability.  He  held  in  his  hand  a 
pamphlet,  written  in  a  spirit  highly  ap- 
proved, by  a  clergyman  of  the  Established 
Church — and  although  be  differed  from 
him  on  many  points,  yet  he  must  say,  it 
was  distinguished  by  an  excellent  and 
commendable  spirit  which  he  should  wish 
to  see  more  frequently  emulated.     He 
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said,  ''  No  bishop,  whatever  may  be  the 
strength  of  his  mind,  can  possibly  dis- 
charge his  duties  in  the  manner  he  would 
desire ;  he  has  to  exhort  young  ministers 
— confirm  children— visit  the  clergy — and 
numberless  other  spiritual  duties."  The 
pamphlet)  went  to  show,  in  a  manner  that 
he  thought  quite  conclusive,  that  if  any 
additional  leisure  could  be  granted  to  the 
Bishops  for  the  discharge  of  their  sacred 
functions  an  immense  advantage  and 
benefit  would  be  conferred  upon  the 
Church  ;  and  further  on  it  was  argued,  in 
a  very  able  and  masterly  but  temperate 
tone,  that  one  of  the  chief  faults  of  the 
Church  of  England  was,  that  it  partook 
too  much  of  the  worldly  and  secular 
character.  He  wished  he  could  honestly 
say,  that  he  thought  there  was  no  ground 
for  that  statement.  If  the  Bishops, 
instead  of  having  their  time,  their  thoughts, 
and  their  attention  distracted  by  the 
management  of  their  landed  estates — if, 
instead  of  being  in  a  situation  full  of 
temptation  even  to  the  very  best  of  men — 
if,  instead  of  this,  they  received  a  well 
assured  permanent  income,  and  had 
leisure  anorded  them,  apart  from  all 
worldly  concerns,  to  devote  their  whole 
energy  and  talent  to  their  pastoral  duties, 
it  would,  in  his  opinion,  be  an  immense 
benefit  to  the  Church,  and  to  religion.  Had 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  considered  the 
temptations  that  the  best  of  men  were 
exposed  to  from  the  manner  in  which 
Bishops'  lands  were  at  present  ad- 
ministered ?  A  Bishop  entering  upon  his 
see  found  his  income  totally  unsettled, 
and  might  at  first  be  in  the  receipt  of  ab- 
solutely nothing ;  he  found,  at  the  same 
time,  a  natural  disposition  on  the  part  of 
the  lessee  to  drive  the  hardest  possible 
bargain  with  him.  Here  at  once  was  a 
ground  of  dissension,  of  discontent,  per- 
haps of  discord.  Again,  as  every  lease 
fell  in  there  was  a  contest  about  the 
amount  of  the  fine  to  be  paid  for  its  re- 
newal. Here  was  another  ground  of  dis- 
content. Here  there  were  temptations  to 
provide  for  a  family  by  taking  advantage 
of  the  temporary  power  attached  to  the 
see.  Here  was  the  temptation  to  the 
young  Bishop  to  run  his  life  against  that 
of  the  lessee.  There  was  the  temptation 
to  the  old  Bishop  to  conclude  on  any 
terms  with  the  lessee,  and  to  make  a 
renewal  rather  than  run  the  chance  of 
leaving  the  profit  of  the  fine  to  be  reaped 
by  bis  successor.    Would  any  man  tell 


him  that  these  details  of  worldly  business 
were  not  great  temptations  in  the  way  of 
men  whose  thoughts  and  energies  should 
be  wholly  devoted  to  their  pastoral  duties  ? 
More  than  that,  would  any  man  tell  him 
that  the  Bishops  of  the  English  Church  had 
never  been  suspected  of  going  beyond  an 
honest  and  decent  regard  to  their  own  in- 
terests, and  the  interestsof  their  successors  ? 
Would  any  man  tell  him  that  there  had  not 
been  accusations  against  the  bishops  of 
providing  for  their  families  in  a  manner  not 
creditable  to  them  either  as  Christians  or 
honourable  men  ?  He  did  not  say,  that 
these  accusations  were  true — he  trusted 
and  believed  that  in  some  instances  there 
might  have  been  a  foundation  for  them,  in 
the  great  mass  they  were  altogether 
groundless.  But  the  very  circumstance 
that  such  things  could  be  said  and  be« 
lieved  even  for  a  moment  was  deeply  in* 
jurious  to  the  whole  of  the  Church,  and, 
more  than  anything,perhaps,  would  tend  to 
alienate  the  affections  of  the  people  from 
their  clergy.  He  maintained,  then,  that  it 
was  not  an  advantage  to  the  Church  that 
the  present  state  of  things  should  continue. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  said,  that  under 
the  existing  system  the  bishops  had  an  op- 
portunity of  acquiring  the  affection  of 
their  tenantry  by  the  lenity  they  showed 
towards  them.  The  bishops  no  doubt  had 
opportunities  of  evincing  their  lenity  and 
liberality,  but  what  was  the  result  ?  Did 
they  thereby  gain  the  affections  of  their 
tenants?  Were  the  lessees  generally  sa« 
tisfied  with  the  terms  on  which  their  leases 
were  renewed  ?  In  nine  cases  out  of  ten 
he  would  venture  to  say  the  Church  lessee 
complained  of  the  terms  on  which  he  held 
his  lease.  He  was  aware  that  th*  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  pointed  out  instances  in 
which  great  improvements  had  taken 
place ;  and  he  believed  that  to  be  the  case ; 
but  he  thought  that  if  ever  a  system  was 
ingeniously  contrived  for  making  parties 
quarrel,  and  setting  them  by  the  ears,  it 
was  the  system  of  leasing  Church  pro- 
perty, the  leases  being  renewable  on 
payment  of  fines,  ^ut  he  would  say 
more — not  with  reference  to  the  bishops 
indeed,  because  his  observations  would  not 
apply  so  particularly  to  them — but  in  re- 
ference to  ecclesiastical  corporations,  he 
would  say,  that  he  had  known  cases  in 
which  the  power  held  by  them  had  been 
used  in  a  manner  which  made  the  Church 
most  unpopular.  Was  any  Gentleman 
ignorant  of  the  fact  that  there  was  no 
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eounly  in  Englunc]  prot>ahly  in  whioh  dii- 
aeni  was  more  prevftleiU  than  in  tho  county 
of  Durham  ?  Why  wa«  dissent  bo  preva- 
lent in  that  eonniy  ?  Not  because  there 
was  any  deficiency  of  wealth  on  the  part 
of  lh«  Church.  No  one  would  assert 
that*  No ;  the  great  prevalence  cf  dl%n 
sent,  and  the  great  unpopularity  of  the 
Church  in  that  countyp  arose  merely  from 
this  circumstance-^that  there  wag  an  iro* 
roenae  mass  of  property  which  belonged  to 
the  Church,  and  a  perpetual  collision  be- 
tween the  leasees  and  the  owners  of  that 
property  arising  from  the  unfortunate 
tenure  on  which  the  property  was  heldt 
He,  for  OBQ'--Bot  being  altogether  ignorant 
f  that  cQunty«<*firmly  believed,  that  the 
tenure  by  which  that  property  was  held,  to 
a  considerable  degree  explained  the  extent 
to  which  distent  had  proceeded  there.  He 
came  at  length  to  the  last  argument  of  the 
right  bon.  Baronet,  which  was,  that  if  we 
realised  any  surplus,  to  that  surplus  there 
was  a  prior  claim  ;  and  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  mentioned  as  constituting  that 
prior  claim  the  necessity  of  providing 
further  means  for  affording  religious  in* 
atruction  to  the  poorer  classes  of  this 
country,  and  for  the  augmentation  of 
small  livings.  He  believed  there  did  exist 
a  necessity  for  much  being  done  to  furnish 
religious  instruction  to  the  poorer  classes 
of  soeiatytand  he  should  be  very  far  indeed 
from  withholding  his  assent  to  any  propo* 
aition  for  that  purpose.  On  the  contrary, 
he  was  not  less  anxious  than  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  that  steps  should  be  taken  to  ex- 
teod  that  religious  instruction  which  was 
so  essential  to  the  well-being  of  the  peo<- 
ple.  But  he  begged  to  remind  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  that*  even  supposing  nothing 
more  ware  done  in  the  way  of  removing 
the  sinecures  of  the  Church  than  what  was 
proposed  by  the  noble  Secretary  of  State 
(Lord  John  Kuaaell)  last  Session,  yet  in 
that  case  a  very  considerable  fund  might 
be  found  for  that  purpose.  But  beyond 
ilmt,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  himself  had 
ahown  that  Parliament,  and  society  gene- 
rally, by  private  su6scriptions,  had  already 
clone  much.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
read  the  report  of  the  Commissionera, 
abowiog  that  a  great  number  of  new 
Churches  had  of  late  been  built,  and  Mi- 
niattra  provided  for  them  i  and  that  great 
aueceas  had  attended  the  efforts  which  bad 
beon  aaade  to  extend  religious  instruction 
among  the  people.  He  rejoiced  at  thatt 
.but  wbatwM  tbainfereace  to  be  drawn  Cmo 


it.  Why,  that  neither  Parliament  nor  the 
country,  when  a  case  of  necessity  was 
shown,  would  be  slow  to  come  forward 
to  provide  the  means  of  meeting  it.  Hei 
for  one,  would  promise  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet that  whenever  he  would  digest  the 
means  of  removing  what  he  conceived  to 
be  a  crying  evil  in  this  countrv.  and  would 
bring  forward  a  plan  for  extending  religious 
instruction  in  the  three  kingdoms,  be  was 
perfectly  prepared  to  consider  those  meausy 
and  adopt  whatever  might  appear  to  be  re« 
quired.  But  since  the  report  of  the  Com« 
missioners  was  drawn  upa  much  more  bad 
been  accomplished  by  private  subscript 
tions.  He  believed  that  in  the  metropolis 
alone  a  sum  exceeding  100»0002,  had  been 
raised  by  private  subscription  for  the  pur- 
pose of  Church-building^and  to  this 
fund  the  Duke  of  Bedford  and  the  hoi}« 
Member  for  Middlesex  had  most  magnifi* 
cently  contributed ;  a  circumstance  which 
ought  not  to  bo  kept  out  of  view.  espCf 
cially  when  Gentlemen  on  the  Ministerial 
side  of  the  House,  were  accused  of  hold^ 
ing  opinions  inimical  to  the  Church.  But 
if  private  means  were  insufficient,  let  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  make  out  a  case,  and 
propose  other  means  to  supply  the  defi<- 
ciency,  and  if  the  means  pro[|Qsed  were 
not  liable  to  any  serious  omeotioni  he 
would  promise  the  right  hon.  Baronet  his 
most  cordial  support.  But  before  they 
applied  any  additional  revenue  for  the 
purpose  of  extending  religious  instruction 
among  the  people,  they  were  bound  in 
justice  to  the  Church  itself  to  show  that 
they  had  done  all  that  waa  possible  in 
the  way  of  correcting  existing  abuses. 
He  felt,  that  at  present,  neither  he  nor 
the  right  hon*  Baronet  had,  any  case  to  go 
to  the  country  with  and  demand  a  grant 
in  substitution  of  Church-rates  before  he 
had  done  whatever  was  possible  in  the 
way  of  removing  those  existing  abuses,  by 
the  application  of  a  surplus,  merely  be- 
cause there  was  another  purpose  to  which 
that  surplus  might  be  applied.  He  agreed 
in  the  principle  laid  down  by  his  noble 
Friend,  the  Member  for  North  Lancashire, 
with  reference  to  the  Irish  Church  Tem- 
poralities Act,  that  any  surplus  derivable 
from  Church  property  was  applicable  for 
Church  purposes  by  Parliament.  He  did 
not  consider  the  sum  of  260,000i.  surplus 
to  be  a  diversion  of  the  existing  revenues 
of  the  Church,  because  it  was  by  the 
means  proposed  to  be  adopted  a  positive 
augmentation  of  Uioae  revenues  to  thM 
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amount.    His  noble  Friend,  in  the  case  of  |^ 
the  Irish  fiill,  thought  il  would  be  exceed-  j 
ingly  wrong  to  apply  any  surplui  hi  any  j 
other  mqnner  than  for  the  benefit  of  the 
Church ;  but»  at  the  same  time,  he  was  of 
opinion,  that  Parliament  had  a  right  to 
consider  how  that  surplus  might  best  be 
applied  to  some  ecclesiastical  object.     So, 
when  he  looked  at  the  question  now  before 
ihem  with  the  same  view,  namely,  that  of 
applying  the  surplus  to  some  Church  ob- 
ject, it  struck  him  that  there  was  no  object 
to  which  he  could  so  usefully  apply  that 
surplus  fund  us  to  the  abolition  of  Church- 
rates;    because    the  continual    agitation 
caused  by  levying  those  rates  not  only  in, 
but  out  of  Parliament,  the  bitterness  of 
feeling  it  excited  both  in  Churchmen  and 
Dissenters^    the    animosities    which    it 
created,  were  such  an  injury  to  the  Church 
that  it  was  absolutely  necessary  it  should 
be  removed.    But  he  did  not  think  it 
could  be  effectually  removed  by  their  now 
adopting  (whatever  might  have  been  the 
case  in  1834)  the  plan  of  his  noble  Friend 
on  the  opposite  side.    He  was  afraid  that 
the  time  was  gone  by  when  they  could 
hope  for  that  measure  to  be  successful. 
Id  cases  like  this,  they  all  knew  that  time 
made  the  whole  difference.    Circumstances 
since  1834  rendered  it  impossible^  with  a 
view  to  the  real  interests  of  the  Church, 
that  the  plan  of  1834  could  now  be  sue* 
cessfuK    Then  there  was  no  other  resource 
to  which  they  could  turn,  except  that  to 
which  his  right  hon.  Friend  (the  Chan- 
eellor  of  the  Exchequer)  proposed  to  turn, 
and  he  did  think  that,  by  applying  to  that 
resource,  he  should  be  doing  a  benefit  to 
all  parties.    If  on  no  other  account,  the 
measure  would,  on  that  account  alone, 
deserve  the  most  favourable  consideration 
of  the  House.    Although  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  very  slightly  touched  upon 
the  subject  of  the  lessees,  he  thought  it 
necessary  to  say  a  few  words  with  reHBr* 
ence  to  their  interest.     He  did  not  collect 
from  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
whether  be  proposed  to  avail  himself  of 
the  means  by   which   Church    property 
might  be  improved  or  not.     He  was  pecu* 
liarly  desirous  to  know,  whether  the  right 
lion.  Baronet  intended  to  avail  himself  of 
this  property  in  any  manner  or  not.    He 
was  upon  tne  whole,  however,  disposed  to 
consider  that,  as  related  to  the  property  of 
the  bishops^  the    right  hon.  Gentleman 
did  not ;  because  his  objection  to  make 
the  bishops  annuitants  implie<}|  that  it 


was  not  intended  to  adopt  any  means  of 
taking  their  landed  property  from  under 
their  control.     But,  perhaps,  with  respect 
to  the  property  of  the  deans  and  chapters^ 
it  might  be   different.     He    thought    it 
would  be  for  the  interest  of  the  lessees 
holding  property  under  deans  and  chap- 
ters to  considrr  whether  there  was  any 
prospect  whatever  of  obtaining  a  measure 
better  calculated  to  promote  their  interest 
than  the  present.     Let  the  lessees  reflect, 
that  if  the  measure  proposed  last  Session, 
with   respect   to  ecclesiastical    sinecures 
were  passed  into  a  law,  there  would  be  no 
longer  that  interest  in  the  lessors  whioli 
now  compelled  them  to  grant  renewals  of 
leases  of  chapter  property ;  beoause  that 
property  would  then  come  into  the  hands 
of  a  corporation,  which,  instead  of  having 
an  immediate  personal  interest  at  stake 
as  to  the  disposal  of  the  property,  would 
have  no  such  interest;    the  probabilttVi 
therefore,  would  be,  that  very  speedily 
some    mode    of   manng^mant  would   be 
adopted,  which  would  have  the  etiPect  of 
depriving  the  lessees  of  those  advantages 
which   they   now  possessed.     But   inde* 
pendently  of  that,  he  was  prepared  to 
contend,  however  paradoxical    it  might 
sound,  that  the  lessees  would  be  gainers 
by  the  measure  of  his  right  hon.  Friend, 
in  common  with  the  Church  and  with  the 
State.      It  had  been  stated,  indeed,  in 
another  place,  that  it  was  quite  impossible 
that  four  gentlemen  should  sit  down  at  a 
whist  tahle  and  all  rise  up  winners.     Cer- 
tainly  that  seemed  to  be  a  very  clear  and 
very  obvious  proposition.     But  he  roust 
say,  that  the  case  of  a  game  of  cards  sup- 
plied no  analogy  to  Church  lands.     He 
was  quite  convinced,  that  there  was  a  very 
large  value  lying  dormant  in  Church  pro- 
perty which  might  be  called  into  activ^ 
existence,  and  that,  by  the  measure  pro^ 
posed-*- without  prejudice  to  the  lessees 
but  with  positive  advantage  to  them,  and 
with  advantage  to  the  country,  a  large 
surplus  might  be  realiaed  and  appropriated 
with  beneficial  effect  to  the  Church  itself. 
He  would  appeal  to  any  Gentleman  wbo 
was  acquainted  with  Church  property  held 
under  lease,  whether  they  did  not  find 
that  the  buildings  were  dilapidated,  that 
there  was  no  planting,  no  draining,  no 
permanent   improvement  —whether,   in 
short,  the  land  was  not  almost  universally 
a  century  behind  other  lands  with  regard 
to  its  state  of  cultivation  ?   He  wonld  say, 
then,  that  it  was  most  practieablOy  without 
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injury  to  the  lessees,  by  following  an  im- 
proved system  of  cultivation,  to  produce 
a  large  additional  value  to  the  benefit  of 
all  parties.  He  felt  that  he  had  trespassed 
upon  the  attention  of  the  Committee  much 
too  long,  and  he  was  perfectly  sensible 
that  he  very  inefficiently  attempted  to 
follow  the  right  hon.  Baronet  through  all 
the  details  of  his  able  speech :  but,  before 
I  conclude,  said  the  noole  Lord,  I  cannot 
avoid  calling  upon  hon.  Gentlemen  not  to 
judge  of  the  measure  proposed  by  his  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  from  the  character  given 
of  it  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  in  the  very 
eloquent  conclusion  of  his  speech.  Do 
not  let  the  inhabitants  of  the  country  be 
tormented  by  the  picture  which  he  has 
drawn  of  Churches  falling  down,  of 
parishes  left  deserted,  of  a  total  cessation 
of  every  attempt  to  increase  the  income  of 
small  livings  or  supply  the  means  of  re- 
moving the  want  of  that  religious  instruc- 
tion which  now  exists  in  our  large  towns. 
Do  not  let  the  country  judge  of  our  mea- 
sure by  this  character.  Let  it  regard  the 
plan,  rather  as  one  which  will  supply  effi- 
cient means  for  maintaining  the  fabrics  of 
the  Church,  and  of  completely  and  satis- 
factorily insuring  all  those  objects  to 
which  Church-rates  are  now  applied  ;  at 
the  same  time,  that  it  will  remove  the 
serious  and  continual  contentions  and 
disputes  which  now  exist  in  all  the  cities 
and  towns  of  this  country,  and  which,  I 
am  sorry  to  say,  are  beginning  to  take 
place  in  not  a  few  of  our  agricultural  dis- 
tricts. Moreover,  it  must  be  regarded  as 
a  measure  for  advancing  the  national 
wealth,  by  calling  into  play  the  dormant 
capabilities  of  Church  property,  and  in- 
creasing to  an  enormous  extent  the  value 
of  Church  land  ;  as  a  measure,  too,  for 
rendering  the  income  of  the  ecclesiastical 
dignitaries  of  this  country  secure  to  them 
free  from  all  suspicion  of  improper  prac- 
tices— and  from  all  temptation  to  consult 
their  own  interests  at  the  expense  of  those 
of  their  successors,  or  those  of  the  lessees; 
— a  measure,  finally,  to  enable  those  dig- 
nitaries to  devote  their  whole  time  to  the 
discharge  of  the  important  duties  which 
are  intrusted  to  them.  Let  the  House, 
and  let  the  country  be  assured,  that  this 
measure  is  honestly  and  sincerely  intended 
to  promote  the  welfare  of  the  country,  to 
give  permanency  to  the  establishment, 
and  extend  the  utility  of  the  Church. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  begged  to  explain  one 
point.    The  noble  Lord,  in  the  course  of 


his  speech,  had  paid  him  the  compliment 
to  suppose  that  he  was  in  possession  of  a 
great  deal  of  information  which  had  been 
withheld  from  his  Majesty's  Ministers. 
He  dared  say,  that  when  he  should  get 
possession  of  additional  information,  he 
should  be  able  to  make  a  better  speech 
than  he  had  made ;  but  he  was  really  not 
aware  of  possessing  one  tittle  of  informa- 
tion which  was  not  in  possession  of  his 
Majesty's  Government,  and  of  every  other 
Member  of  the  House,  as  it  was  all  con- 
tained in  papers  already  laid  on  the  table, 
and  printed  for  the  use  of  the  House. 

Mr.  GranviUe  Harcourt  Vernon*  The 
powerful  appeal  which  has  been  made  to 
our  reason  this  night,  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Tamworth,  has  not,  in  my 
judgment,  been  at  all  weakened  by  the  ar- 
guments of  the  noble  Lord.  With  regard 
to  the  financial  branch  of  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  l^shall  not  dwell  much 
on  that  subject.  His  calculations  are  en- 
titled to  the  serious  consideration  of  the 
House,  and  their  ingenuity  has  sufficed  to 
shake  the  conviction  which  I  own  that 
I  previously  entertained  that,  in  thisre- 
spect,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  not  over- rated  the  result  of  his  pro- 
posed operations.  1  shall  be  much  de- 
ceived if  the  difference  between  the  value 
of  the  property  as  heretofore  enjoyed  by 
the  lessees  of  the  Church,  and  that  which 
will  be  left  to  them  under  the  proposed 
measure,  is  not  at  least  as  much  as  that 
for  which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
has  taken  credit ;  — but  I  care  not 
whether  I  am  right  or  wrong  in  these  cal- 
culations, because  I  am  desirous  of  resting 
the  question  mainly  on  those  higher 
grounds,  on  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
placed  it  in  the  other  branches  of  his  most 
able  and  convincing  speech.  Without, 
therefore,  demanding  the  assent  of  others, 
or  at  once  conceding  my  confidence  to  the 
calculations  which  he  has  submitted  upon 
this  subject,  i  will  only  affirm,  that  the 
statements  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  from 
their  weight  and  importance,  well  deserve 
the  careful  consideration  of  every  Gentle- 
man who  heard  them,  and  were  calculated 
deeply  to  impress  those  hon.  Gentlemen, 
even,  whose  attachment  to  the  interests  of 
the  Established  Church  may  be  supposed 
to  be  less  warm  than  that  of  Gentlemen  who 
sit  on  these  (the  Opposition)  benches.  I 
have  many  means^  as  perhaps  the  House 

.*  From  a  corrected  report. 
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18  awttre,  on  account  of  some  domestic 
connexions  of  my  own  who    are  distin* 
guished  members  of  the  Establishment,  of 
knowing  the  value  of  Church  property. 
This  is  a  subject  to  which  I  have  devoted 
much  attention,  and  upon  which,  1  believe 
I  am  entitled  to  say,  I  possess  considerable 
information*   Now,  Sir,  I  am  not  disposed 
altogether  to  differ  from  two  of  the  pro- 
positions which  were  laid  down  in  the  very 
tem prate  and  honest  speech  of  the  noble 
Member  for  Northumberland .     In  the  first 
place,  as  to  what  regards  the  bcneBcial 
character  of  the  leases  enjoyed    by  the 
lessees  of  Church  property.     There  is  a 
general  tendency    to   suppose,  that  the 
Church   has  come  much  nearer  the  real 
amount  of  value,  in  the  consideration  de- 
manded for  these  leases,  than  in  point  of 
fact  the  liberality  of  the  Church  has  re- 
quired.    One  very  striking  instance  of  this 
species  of  insensibility  on    the    part  of 
lessees    to  the  beneficial  terms  allowed 
them  in  these  leases,  occurred  not  many 
years  ago,  in  the  case  of  a  great  philoso- 
pher distinguished  for  his  own  liberality, 
as  well  as  for  his  high  and  various  attain- 
ments,— I    mean    the    late     Sir    Joseph 
Bankes.    I  have  heard  this  instance  men- 
tioned, by  a  very  eminent  connexion  of 
mine  in  the  Church,  as  a  striking  exem- 
plification of  how    little    gratitude  was 
elicited  from  lessees  for  the  great  advan- 
tages derived  by  them  from  their  holdings. 
It  was  a  question  of  a  renewal  for  life,  and 
the  lands  were  held  by  Sir  Joseph.     The 
Archbishop  of  York  required,  I  think,  the 
sum  of  900/.  Sir  Joseph  Bankes  objected, 
because  for  the  last  renewal  for  one  life. 
his  Grace  had  received  only  600/.     It  was 
agreed  between  the  parties  to  refer  the 
matter  to  Mr.  Morgan,  the  actuary  of  the 
Equitable  Assurance  ofBce  ;  and  both  of 
them  said,  that  they  would  abide  by  the 
result  of  that  reference.     Mr.    Morgan 
decided  that  the  proper  sum  to  be  received 
by  the  Archbishop  for  the  proposed  re- 
newal at  five  per  cent,  interest  (on  which 
calculation   Church  leases  for  lives  are 
usually  renewed)  was  1,800/.     From  that 
period,  the  Archbishop  has  been  very  much 
in  the  habit  (I  think,  almost  universally) 
of  applying  to  Mr.  Morgan  for  his  esti- 
mates as*  to  the  terms  on  which  renewals 
should   take  place.     Gentlemen  smile,  I 
perceive ;  but  they  must  understand  that 
the  Archbishop  has  had  many  other  re- 
newals before  him  which  he  has  not  re- 
ferred to  w  f^ctuary ;  s^s  in  cases  where 


the  lives  in  being  have  been  under  fifty 
years.    In  this  case  of  Sir  Joseph  Bankes, 
the  two  other  lives  being  very  old,  the 
terms  proposed  were  a  very  great  bargain 
for  him.    The  archbishop  has  taken  ad- 
vantage of  the   information    thus    acci- 
dentally   acquired,   though   not    to    the 
full    extent^    as  he  has   always  allowed 
various    deductions   as  a  boon    to    the 
lessees.     With  regard  to  leases  for  It  es, 
it  is  the  general  practice  to  renew  at  five 
per  cent.,  and  in  leases  for  terms  of  years 
at  nine  per  cent.    That  is  the  usual  cus- 
tom, I  believe,  with  the   Prelates  of  the 
establishment.    What  the  working  of  this 
practice  on  the  principle  of  the  measure 
may  be  I  do  not  know,  as  it  depends  on 
the  proportion  of  the  leases  for  lives  to 
those  for  years ;  but  my  conviction  is,  that 
a  very  considerable  sum  would  be  found  to 
be  capable  of  being  raised  by  carrying 
into  effect  the  plan  of  the  right  hon.  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.     But  do  I 
say,  therefore,  that  that  measure  is  either 
just  or  politic,  —  that  by  any   "hocus- 
pocus,"  except  in  the  few  cases  of  un- 
improved property  suggested  by  the  noble 
Lord,  any  fund  or  capital  is  created  which 
did  not  before  exist?    Take  the  instance, 
to  which  I  have  before  adverted,  of  Sir 
Joseph  Bankes  and  the  archbishop ;  and 
suppose,  that  that  case  had  occurred  sub- 
sequent to    the   passing  of  the  present 
resolution.   The  fine  of  the  Church  having 
been  previously  estimated  at  the  minor 
sum,   the  archbishop  would    have  been 
precluded  from  obtaining  the  difference ; 
nor  would  the  lessee  have  had  the  benefit 
of  it,  as   before.     Although  the  Church 
never,  in  point  of  fact,  enforced  the  full 
amount  which  it  had  a  right  to  demand  on 
these    renewals — it    undoubtedly  always 
possessed  that  right.     It  was  a  property, 
thought  not  in  essCf  still  always  in  posse ; 
and  that  it  was  not  enforced  was  merely 
matter  of  grace  and  liberality.    The  next 
proposition  upon   which   I  am    disposed 
very  much  to  concur  with  the  noble  Lord 
(Howick^  is  that  with  regard  to  the  man- 
agement by  the  prelates,  and  the  chapters, 
of  the  property  held  under  the  Church 
two  years  ago.  I  should  myself  have  said, 
that  Parliameut  had  no  more  right,  by  a 
declaratory   resolution,  or  otherwise,  to 
interfere  between  bishops  and  their  lessees, 
or  between  deans  and  chapters  and  their 
lessees,    than  between  any  private  land- 
owners'and  their  tenants.  TbeDukeofDe- 
voQshirei  or  Earl  Fitjswilliami  may  bea|oo4 
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tandlord;  bat»  luppotef  for  some  elec- 
lioaeeriDg  porposesi  or  other  roason,  his 
estates  are  badly  administered,  and  his 
denial  to  grant  leases  operates  to  prevent 
improvement  in  the  system  of  cultivation, 
sould  we  have  any  right  to  say,  if  such 
were  the  case,  that  Parliatnent  had  any 
pretext  to  interfere^-to  create  a  capital, 
by  a  different  management  of  their  estates, 
which  did  not  exist  before — and  to  have 
the  appropriation  of  that  capital  ?  I  do, 
however,  now  feel  myself  under  some  dif- 
llettlty ;  and  I  confess  that  1  think  some 
measure  should  be  had  recourse  to  (cer« 
tainly  not  that  proposed  by  his  Majesty's 
€k)vernment)  which  would  have  the  effect 
of  relieving  the  bishops,  for  the  future, 
from  a  situation  into  which  they  have  been 
led  partly  by  the  agency  of  the  noble 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment. The  Church  Commission,  partly 
composed  of  Members  of  the  Government, 
has  imposed  upon  the  Prelates  a  duty 
whioh  they  do  not  like.  Take,  for  in- 
stance, the  case  of  the  Bishop  of  Durham, 
and  other  Prelates  situated  like  him,  who 
will  be  required  to  superintend  the  col* 
lection  and  administration  of  the  whole 
revenues  of  their  respective  sees  after  you 
have  already  taken  away,  by  Act  of  Par- 
liament, a  portion  of  those  revenues  from 
them.  It  is  unfair  that  you  should  impose 
upon  these  Prelates  all  the  unpopularity 
that  may  be  consequent  upon  their  raising 
their  leases,  while  you  diminish  their 
incomes  to  an  enormous  extent,  and  exact 
of  them  the  administration  of  funds  which 
are  to  be  realised  not  for  their  own  profit. 
f  carihot  conceive  how  such  a  conrse  can 
be  looked  upon  as  being  either  a  just  or  a 
proper  one.  My  own  opinion  is,  that  the 
funds  which  have  been  allotted  to  the 
bishops  are  perfectly  ample ;  and  if,  by 
some  fresh  and  more  beneficial  adminis- 
tration of  ecclesiastical  funds-*if,  for  ex* 
ample,  by  the  transfer  of  the  management 
of  these  estates  to  the  Commissioners  for 
the  ad  ministration  of  Queen  Anne's  Bonnty 
(a  Board  of  which  all  the  Prelates,  I 
believe,  are  members) — if,  from  this  ad- 
ministration of  the  property  of  the  Church 
by  an  ecclesiastical  corporation  for  ec- 
clesiastical purposes,  any  surplus  should 
be  found  to  arise,  I  should  be  perfectly 
satisfied  that  that  surplus  should  go  to 
the  promotion  and  extension  of  the 
services  of  the  Church  at  large.  I  am 
aware  that  his  Majesty's  Government,  in 
shaping  this  measure,  have  taken  care  to 


make  it  popular,  by  availing  themselves  of 
the  experience  of  former  Governments, 
and  by  combining,  on  behalf  of  its  prin- 
ciploi  all  the  elements  which  may  be  rooet 
likely  to  conduce  to  its  success ;  and  they 
have  done  wisely  in  their  generation.  I 
admit,  that  when  Lord  Grey*s  Government 
brought  forward  a  measure  respecting 
church-rates,  which  was  introduced  into 
this  House  under  the  sanction  of  the  pre* 
sent  Earl  Spencer,  I  cordially  supported 
it,  because  I  thought  it  was  based  on 
principle.  The  present  measure  is  baited 
only  with  popularity.  The  parties  who 
are  the  great  complainants  against  church- 
rates  are  those  to  whom  any  tax  is  ob- 
noxious ;  and  of  that  class  there  are 
always  plenty  ready  to  throw  up  their 
hats  in  clamorous  approbation  of  any  pro- 
position of  this  sort.  In  the  next  place, 
(though  I  mean  not  to  say  it  invidiously), 
this  plan  of  his  Majesty's  Government  is 
obviously  meant  as  a  peace-ofiering*-a 
bribe,  in  short,  to  the  Dissenters.  Then, 
again,  there  are  many  professing  frieodi 
of  the  Established  Church  who  are  very 
fond  of  displaying  their  magnanimity  by 
voting  away  the  property  of  the  Estab- 
lishment toother  uses,  especially  if  it  can 
be  converted  to  their  own  benefit;  a  great 
many  who  have  so  much  declaimed  against 
the  right  (to  quote  that  hackneyed  phrase) 
**  of  doing  what  they  like  with  their  own," 
that  they  seem  at  last  to  have  fallen  upon 
the  illogical  conclusion  that  they  are 
entitled  "to  do  what  they  like"  with 
what  *Ms  not  their  own."  An  apposite 
illustration  of  the  just  limits  of  this  prin- 
ciple may  be  drawn  from  a  passage  which 
I  have  met  with,  in  some  book  of  memoirs, 
relative  to  an  occurrence  which  took  place 
between  King  James  the  1st  and  tutro  of 
his  bishops,  who  were  disctissing  the  right 
of  the  King  to  deal  with  the  property  of 
the  Church.  The  King  asked  one  of  the 
Prelates,  Bishop  Neal,  whether  it  was  not 
in  his,  the  King's  power,  to  dispose  of 
their  property  for  State  purposes.  "  God 
forbid  1"  replied  Bishop  Neal,  *<  but  that 
your  Majesty  should,  for  you  are  the  very 
breath  of  our  nostriU  l"  Thereupon  the 
King  turned  to  the  other  Bishop,  I  forget 
his  name — [Mr.  W,  Wyrm\  Bishop  An- 
drews,^—yes,  Andrews;  and  recfuired  his 
opinion  as  to  that  doctrine.  The  Bishop 
hesitated  ;  the  Monarch  insisted.  At 
length,  said  Bishop  Andrews,  "  I  know 
not  what  to  tell  your  Majesty  of  others ; 
but,  at  any  rate,  you  may  take  my  brother 


»49 


Church-Saies. 


(March  13} 


Ckurch^RaUi* 


350 


Neal'8»  for  he  freely  offers  it  to  you*"  I 
see  something  of  the  Stuart  spirit  about 
the  present  plan.  It  is  to  be  a  voluntary 
acton  the  part  of  the  Church,  and  of  the 
lessees  of  Church  property — only  under 
strong  compulsion.  If  I  was  in  the  place 
of  the  Stuart,  I  would  adopt  the  advice  of 
the  courtier  Andrews,  and  deal  with  the 
property  of  those  only  who  are  so  ready 
to  expose  to  prejudice  arid  injury  the  pro- 
perty of  the  bishoprics.  Sir,  I  am  here 
desirous  of  observing,  that  1  do  not  wish 
to  say  anything  in  disparagement  of  the 
Dissenters.  Aly  own  feelinti:  is,  that  we 
owe  great  obligations  to  the  Dissenters  in 
spirituals.  I  think  they  have  very  usefully 
supplied  the  gaps  which  have  been  left 
by  our  own  Church,  either  from  the  occa. 
sionat  apathy  of  lukewarm  ministers,  from 
its  insufficient  resources,  or  from  ineffec- 
tive machinery.  I  think,  indeed,  that  we 
are  under  mutual  obligations.  1  conceive 
that  the  Dissenters  owe  much  to  our 
Church,  for  having  set  up,  and  so  long 
maintained,  a  standard  of  sound  morality, 
of  pure  divinity,  and  extensive  learning: 
on  the  other  hand  I  am  free  to  confess, 
with  that  degree  of  ingenious  shame, 
perhaps^  with  which  we  take  blame  to 
ourselves  for  faults  which  we  might  have 
obviated — that  the  Dissenters  have  very 
tifefully  stimulated  that  zeal  which  may, 
not  unnaturally  be  supposed  to  flag, 
sometimes  in  an  establishment,  reposing 
under  the  easy  security  of  its  endow- 
ments. Competition  has  thus  produced  a 
useful  rivalry  between  the  respective  mi- 
nisters in  exercising  the  incessant  duties 
of  their  high  profession.  But,  whilst  I 
bear  this  willing  testimony  to  the  efforts 
of  those  excellent  Dissenters  who  have 
confined  their  differences  from  Establish- 
ment within  the  bounds  of  legitimate  dis- 
sent (that  is,  as  to  spiritual  matters),  I 
must  add,  that  I  think  an  earnest  solici- 
tude about  temporal  matters  has  too 
frequently  interposed  to  interrupt,  on  their 
part,  that  holy  and  auspicious  rivalry 
which  might  otherwise  have  continued  to 
work  harmoniously  in  promoting  the 
'*  Glory  of  God  in  the  highest ;  and  on 
earth,  peace  and  goodwill  towards  men." 
But  the  fames  of  religious  discord  have 
been  Jcindled  by  selfish  agitators.  Dis- 
content has  been  fanned,  in  order  to  mi- 
nister to  objects  of  political  excitement. 
Conscientious  scrnples  have  been  studi- 
ously suggested,  where  they  niiglit  else 
have  lain  dormant ;  sordid  feelings  have 


been  called  into  action  in  the  place  of 
religious  convictions;  and  the  pure  waters 
of  spiritual  zeal  have  been  rendered  turbid 
and  embittered  by  the  infusion  of  worldly 
selfishness  and  sectarian  pride.  Hai-n 
there  been  no  motives,  and  no  rewards,  for 
this  species  of  agitation  within  our  recent 
experience  ?  It  must  be  notorious  to 
every  one  who  has  marked  the  temper  of 
public  meetings,  and  the  tone  of  the 
debates  of  Parliament  during  the  last  few 
years,  what  has  been  its  object  and  its 
success.  I  do  not  agree  with  the  noble 
Lord,the  Member  for  Northumberland, that 
if  it  had  not  been  for  the  discontent  excited 
by  the  building  of  the  new  Churches  under 
the  recommendation  of  the  Church  Com- 
missioners* we  should  have  heard  nothing 
of  this  outcry  against  Church-rates.  Why, 
Sir,  the  new  Churches  were  erected  for 
the  accommodation  of  the  poor,  on 
account  of  the  discontent  which  had  been 
created  by  the  want  of  them.  Yet  it  is 
true  that  the  additional  charges  which 
they  have  caused,  furnished  an  ostensible 
grievance  to  the  aroused  Dissenter  and  the 
shabby  churchman.  We  have  had  geeat 
political  agiuition  mixed  up  with  these 
topics,  and  no  unskilful  management  de- 
voted to  the  attainment  of  its  objects. 
Seats  in  Parliament  have  been  cheaply 
purchased,  by  adroitly  influencing  these 
passions,  by  strenuous  denunciations  of 
this  species  of  grievance,  and  by  unhesita- 
ting pledges  to  procure  its  redress.  Again, 
it  is  almost  within  every  Gentleman's  ex- 
perience, that  professional  men  have 
found,  in  similar  declamations,  the  path  to 
exclusive  and  extensive  practice*  Again, 
there  have  been  delegates  appointed  by  the 
various  classes  of  sectarians,  who  have  dis- 
covered themselves  to  be  invested  with  a 
personal  consequence,  on  that  account,  in 
the  eyes  of  their  brethren,  and  with  hon- 
ourable, perhaps  profitable,  employment. 
Dissentirg  ministers  have  been  enabled  to 
flatter  their  congregations  into  larger  and 
more  liberal  contributions,  by  urging  their 
claim  of  equality  with  the  Church,  and  by 
descanting  on  their  importance,  their 
power,  and  their  rights.  I  say  this,  be- 
cause I  do  not  think  that  the  Dissenters, 
from  what  I  have  seen,  do,  as  a  body,  en- 
tertain these  conscientious  scruples  to  the 
payment  of  Church-rates.  What  has  been 
the  feeling  of  the  ablest  and  most  pk>us 
men  among  them  on  this  subject  ?  If  Dis- 
senters, generally,  cherished  this  conscien- 
tious objection,  of  which  we  have  heard  so 
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much,  to  the  payment  of  Church-rates, 
we  should  suppose,  at  least,  that  it  must 
have  existed  among  them  in  the  days  of  a 
Watts,  a  Doddridge,  or  of  the  late  Adam 
Clarke?  One  would  have  supposed  that 
this  objection  must  have  been  insisted  on 
in  the  writings  of  those  good  and  eminent 
men.  But  the  fact  is  not  so.  Now,  from 
my  own  knowledge  of,  and  occasional  in- 
tercourse with,  some  of  the  best  Dissenters 
living,  I  can  state,  that  so  far  from  their 
having  interfered  to  protest  against  Church  - 
rates,  they  deprecate — as  the  distinguished 
men  I  have  just  named  did  deprecate  in 
their  time — any  temporal  interference  on 
this  subject.  It  is  known  to  some  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  hear  me,  that  I  have  the 
honour  to  hold  a  high  ecclesiastical  office 
in  the  province  of  York;  and,  from  my 
experience  in  that  capacity,  I  can  speak 
with  some  degree  of  practical  knowledge 
on  this  subject.  In  the  speech  which  he 
delivered  last  week,  on  this  question,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  quoted  some 
instances  in  which  the  payment  of  Church, 
rates  has  been  resisted.  The  first  case  of 
this  description  which  he  selected,  was 
that  of  Sheffield.  There,  the  Church  was 
remarkably  well  served^  and  the  clergyman 
very  popular — (a  fact  which  is  to  be  noted, 
because  in  some  of  the  cases  of  new 
Churches,  where  the  service  has  been  less- 
ably  performed,  the  Church-rates  have 
caused  discontent;  but  the  new  Churches  in 
Sheffield  have  been  ably  [served,  and  well 
attended,  and  popular).  The  Churches  in 
Sheffield  which  have  been  built  under  the 
new  Act,  the  Church-building  Act,  have 
been  found  to  work  exceedingly  well,  and 
from  the  pew-rents  alone,  in  each  of  them, 
a  very  handsome  salary  has  been  raised 
for  the  ministers.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  quotes  this  as  the  first  instance 
in  which  a  strong  opposition  was  mani- 
fested to  the  payment  of  Church-rates. 
No  doubt  it  was  very  well  judged  of  him 
to  cite,  if  he  could,  some  striking  instance 
of  a  popular  resistance  to  these  rates,  prior 
to  the  agitation  of  those  great  political 
questions  which  have  lately,  in  such  rapid 
succession,  occupied  the  public  mind. 
Now,  what  was  the  case  of  Sheffield  ?  I 
advert  to  it  because  it  was  the  only  case, 
among  those  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
the  mao  referred  that  preceded  the  passing 
of  the  Reform  fiill.  The  case  was  this: 
there  was  a  fund  already  vested  in  the 
hands  of  the  Church  burgesses  of  Sheffield, 
and  the  resistance  in  that  inatance  arose, 


not  from  the  Dissenters  alone,  but  from 
all  the  rate  payers  in  common.  They 
said  **  the  Church  burgesses  ought  not  to 
be  at  liberty  to  apply  their  funds  at  their 
own  discretion,  to  embellish  the  Church, 
or  provide  for  it  such  luxuries  as  organs,  or 
other  similar  objects  of  ornament  or  con- 
venience,— but  they  ought,  first,  to  pay 
the  proper  demands  on  account  of  the  sup- 
port, and  repairs  of  the  building."  The 
next  case  was  that  of  AttercliflPe.  That 
came  before  me,  in  the  Ecclesiastical 
Court  of  York,  as  Chancellor  of  the  Dio- 
cese ;  and  I  decided  for  the  rate.  In  that 
case,  the  rate  was  not  abandoned  (as  was 
erroneously  stated  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer),  but,  on  the  contrary  it  was  all 
paid.  The  Church  of  A  tterclifFe  had  consisted 
of  a  miserable  dilapidated  Chapel.  The 
Duke  of  Norfolk  (1  speak  it  to  his  honour, 
— and  I  mention  this  as  another  pregnant 
proof  of  the  feeling  actually  existing  on 
this  question,  among  conscientious  Dis- 
senters)— gave  a  piece  of  ground,  on 
which  the  Church  was  built  by  the  Chutch- 
building  Commissioners ;  and  contributed, 
I  think,  a  pecuniary  subscription  aUo,  for 
the  purposes  of  additional  decoration  to 
that  edifice.  It  was  served  by  a  clergy- 
man,— not  the  worse,  allow  me  to  observe, 
for  being  one  of  that  class  who  are  called 
evangelical  preachers.  That  service,  I 
must  say,  from  that  day  to  the  present, 
has  become,  under  his  ministry,  more 
and  more  popular  in  the  parish.  But  the 
case  in  which  Church-rates  were  refused 
at  AttercliiFe  arose  out  of  the  resistance  of 
a  Captain  Flower,  who  had  only  become 
a  resident  in  the  parish  just  before,  and 
who  has  already  quitted  it,  in  consequence 
of  an  altercation  between  him  and  the 
churchwardens.  When  the  case  came  before 
me,  I  found  that  one  of  the  most  active 
supporters  of  the  rate  was  an  eminent 
Dissenter  of  the  same  parish ;  and  I  must 
repeat,  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer was  quite  in  error,  in  stating  that 
that  rate  was  not  paid.  The  whole  of  it 
was  collected.  But  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlernan  also  took  occasion  to  say,  that 
the  costs  of  the  legal  proceedings  were 
enormous.  Why,  Sir,  the  House  will 
allow  me  to  state,  that  it  was  one  of  the 
most  aggravated  cases  of  vexatious  and 
dilatory  resistance  which  could  by  possi- 
bility occur.  The  greatest  efibru  were 
made  on  the  part  of  those  who  supported 
the  rate,  to  accelerate  the  proceedings. 
The  defendant  had  procured  a  subscript. 
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lion,  and  thus  had  other  people's  money 
to  play  with ;  and  thus  the  opposition  to 
the  rate  was  persisted  in  for  two  years.   It 
was  then  felt  hy  the  friends  of  the  Church, 
that,  pending  this  suit  in  the  Ecclesiasti- 
cal Court,  it  would  be  better  to  suspend 
any  further  rate,  which   might  be  simi- 
larly   contested.      A    subscription    was, 
therefore,  raised  for  supplying  the  ser- 
vices of  the  Church;  and  this  practice, 
having  been  adopted  from  a  temporary 
difficulty,  has  been  persevered  in.     But  a 
gentleman,  who  has  taken  a  deep  interest 
in  these  proceedings,  writes  me  word  from 
the  spot  that  he  has  not  the  slightest  doubt, 
that  if  he  were  to  propose  a  rate  to-mor- 
row, it  would  be  carried  in  the  vestry  by 
a  large  majority.    Several  cases  of  a  si- 
milar nature  have  been  tried  in  the  court 
over  which  I  preside,  with  similar  suc- 
cess. I  have  seen  so  much,  however,  of  the 
evil  growing  out  of  these  cases,  that  I  am 
very  anxious  that  some  law  should  be 
passed  whichi  by  judiciously  altering  that 
which  now  exists  on  the  matter  of  Church- 
rates,    might   remove  those   impressions 
which  unfortunately  exist  in  some  parts  of 
the  country.     If  the   Church-rates    had 
been  originally  placed  under  the  cognizance 
of  the  common  law,  instead  of  the  eccle- 
siastical law,  I  do  believe,  from  what  I 
have  seen  and  known  of  the  most  popu- 
lous towns  of   Yorkshire,  that  the  hos- 
tility to  their  payment,  which  has  since 
been  manifested  by  Dissenters  in  those 
districts  would  never  have  been  exhibited. 
The  dislike  of  Church-rates  has  usually 
arisen  from  some  hostility  to  the  church- 
warden; some  suspicion  of  jobbing  on  his 
part,  or  some  payment  which  the  parish- 
ioners have  thought  proper  to  resist  as 
illegal   or    exorbitant.      If   the  measure 
which  was  introduced  into  this  House  by 
the  present  Lord  Spencer,  for  the  regula- 
tion of  Church-rates,    had  passed    this 
House,  which  it  would  have  done,  in  my 
opinion^  but  for  the  part  that  was  adopted 
in  reference  to  it  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Boston  (Mr.  Wilks),  it  would  have  given, 
ere  this,   universal  satisfaction,  and   re- 
stored peace  and  tranquillity,  on  this  sub- 
ject, in  every  parish  of  the  country.  Since 
that  period,  however,    time  enough   has 
elapsed — and  the  interval  has  been  but 
too  industriously  employed — to  aggravate 
that  feeling,  and  work  upon  that  irrita- 
tion, which  has  been  so  perpetually  ex- 
cited for  purposes    totally    unconnected 
with  those  which  the  proposers  of  this 
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measure  profess  to  have  in  view.  Disputes 
originating  in  local  contentions  and  per- 
sonal jealousies  thus,  in  many  parishes, 
have  given  birth  to  religious  dissensions 
and  animosities,  which  it  is  becoming  more 
and  more  difficult  to  allay.      In   other 
cases,  the  opposition  to  Church-rates  has 
arisen  from  the  mistakes,  or  through  the 
fault,  of  the  churchwardens;    in  others, 
again,  it  has  been  the  result  of  the  errors, 
or  the  neglect,  or  the  ignorance  of  the 
minister.   There  are  many  ministers  of  the 
Church,  who  are  by   no  means  so  well 
informed  of  their  rights  as  they  should  be, 
who  think  that  a  Church  must  of  neces- 
sity be  entitled 'to  have  ornaments  and 
appendages  which,  in  strictness  of  law, 
are  not  held  to  be  necessary.    And  in 
many  cases,  likewise,  where  churchwar- 
dens have  imagined  that  they  have  a  right 
to  order  such   things  for  their  Church, 
'propria  vigore,   1    have  been   obliged  to 
send  them  back,  and  tell  them  that  the 
rate,  which  they  had  made  for  those  ob- 
jects without  the  consent  of  a  vestry, 
could  not  be  confirmed.  Now,  Sir,  1  not 
only  say  that,  in  my  judgment,  Dissen- 
ters have  not  conscientiously  objected,  as 
a  body,  to  pay  Church-rates,  but  1  think 
that  they  ougnt  not  to  do  so ;  and  I  con- 
cur with  Dr.  Doddridge,  Dr.  Watts,  and 
others  of  their  best  authorities,  that  they 
have  no  right  to  do  so.     I  think  that  an 
establishment, —  by  which   I   mean,   not 
one  supported  by  private  subscription,  by 
popular  favour,  by  the  occasional  vote  of 
this  House,  or  by  other  casual  means  or 
funds,  but  a  fixed,  independent,  endowed 
establishment,  recognised   and  protected 
by  the  Legislature, — is  a  benefit  to  the 
country,  and  a  benefit  which  I  ought  not 
to  object  to  pay  for.     I  think  that  the 
Budget  gives  the  most  decisive  refutation 
of  this  kind  of  objection,  in  providing  for 
so  many  local  or  partial  objects  out  of  the 
general  national  taxation.     For  example, 
— the  inhabitants  of  England,  Scotland, 
and  Ireland,  are  charged  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  every  year  for  the 
expenses  of  the  Metropolitan  Police,  be- 
cause that  is  deemed  a  national  object ; 
and  it  would   be  no  answer,  for  any  one 
who  demurred   to  pay  his  taxes,  to  say, 
''  I  have  never  been  in  London,  nor  bene- 
fitted by  it."     I  remember  that  one  of  my 
constituents  said  to  me  once.     *'  What  a 
shame  it  is  that  I  should  have  this  high- 
way  rate  levied  upon  me.**    I  asked  him, 
*'  Why  V    His  answer  was,  "  Because  I 
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never  drive  or  ride ;  I  always  walk,  and 
therefore  don't  wjint  your   M-Adamised 
Yoads.''      In  short,  Sir,  as  to  the  dlffi- 
eulties  about  paying  Church- rales,  which 
tome  people  profess  to  entertain,  I  wiil 
only  add,  that  there  would  be  no  end  to 
these  objections,  which  might  be  brought 
against  al)  taxes,  if  nobody  were  to  pay 
any  taxes  to  the  State  but  tlK>se  for  pur- 
poses of  which  he  himself  conscientiously 
approved.  The  Government  of  I/)rd  Grey, 
as  I  have  already  sajd,  in  adverting  to 
Lord   Althorp's  Bill,    proceeded   on   the 
principle  of  the  recognition  of  a  national 
Establishment.      In  order  to  justify  the 
support  of  this  Establishment,  assent  is 
Yeqt^ired  to  two  propositions,  which  here, 
at  least,  few,  I  presume,  would  be  dis- 
posed to  deny.    The  first  is,  that  it  is  not 
Ht  that  there  should  be  no  Establishment 
whatever;  the  second,  that  the  Church 
Establishment  of  this  country  is,  under 
existing  circtjmstances,  the  best  that  could 
be  devised.    If  the  House  concur  in  these 
two  proposition?!  it  follows  that  they  must 
agree  vfkh  me  in  holding,  that  if  we  do 
less  than  provide  the  establishment  with 
nyeftns  to  support  the  fabric  of  that  na- 
tional Church,  we  altogether  desert  her ; 
i^nd  I  contend  that,  \o  adopt  this  measure, 
woqld  be  to  interfere  with  property  in  legal 
possessioi)  of  the  clergy,  just  a9  much  as 
if  we  were  to  interfere  with  property  in 
legal  possession  of  the  Dissenters.     Sup- 
pose that  they  were  to  find  out,  some  day, 
that  any  party  had  given  to   a  private 
chapel,  of  the  sect  of  Johanpa  Soqthcote, 
for  example,  an  endowment  much  more 
extensive  than  could  actually  be  required 
Ibr  its  sustentation  and  repair.     Unques- 
tionably, it  never  could  be  permitted  that 
thq  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  should 
interfere  with  that  property,  although.  In 
the  eonrse  of  time,  or  from  circumstances, 
it  phould  have  more  than  sufficed  for  the 
specific  purpose  fbr  which  it  was  originally 
intended.     80,    I  say,  that  Church  pro- 
perty in  general,  cannot,  with  any  greater 
warrant  of  justice  or  of  right,  be  inter- 
fered with,    than   property  in   the  other 
ease*    And  if  you  choose  to  relieve  per- 
sons from   a  bqrthen  to  which,  by  long 
I>rescription,  they  have  been  for  centuries 
egally  liable, — to  which  they  would  he 
still  as  much  liable  now  as  ever,  were  it 
not  (hat,    in  some  parishes,   the  power 
which   is  opposed   to  the  claim  asserted 
under   that   prescription,  by  the  passive 
resistance    of    vestries,    neutralises,    not 


repeal?,  the  law, — I  say  that  tbe  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Excheouer  would  be  robbing 
the  Church  Establishment,  by  just  the 
precise  amount  to  which  the  property 
of  the  country,  so  liable  at  present,  would 
be  thus  relieved.  I  think  that  the  noble 
Lord,  th3  Secretary  of  State,  and  his  col- 
leagues, members  of  the  Church  Com- 
mission, h^ve  fairly  exposed  themselves 
to  the  same  imputation  which  was  cast 
upon  their  forerunners  in  similar  measure^ 
above  a  century  and  a-hnlf  ago, — of  whom 
it  w^s  said,  that  they  had  contrived  to 

Mal^e  an  utensil  of  the  Churcb, 
And  then  to  leave  her  In  the  lureh. 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  thpugl^t 
proper  to  quote  from  a  pamphlet,  written 
by  an  eminent  divine,  a  very  grave  autho- 
rity for  his  proposition  that  •*  bishops  may 
be  paralytic ;"  he  actually  thought  It  wortii 
his  while  to  cite  this  authority  In  order  to 
found  upon  it  an  argument  for  the  measure 
he  now  submit?.    I  am  bound  to  admit^ 
that,  as  a  matter  within  the  range  of  phy- 
sical chances,  bishops  may  become  so,  and 
by  consequence  unable  to  judge  of  the 
valge  of  tne  lease?  whi^ih  the  law  permits 
them  to  grant.     But  as  the   right   hon. 
Gentleman  quoted  that  authority  for  other 
purposes,  I  must  take  leave  to  correct 
him.     He  has  quoted  another  passage  to 
the  effect  that   "  bishopa  ynay  grant  a 
concurrent  lease ;  and  they  generally  ask 
two  years'  income  for  the  renewal,  while 
chuptfrs,  &c."     And  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Northqmberland   (Lord  Ho- 
wlck)  said,  •'  that  bishops  frequently  renew 
leases  for  twenty-one  years,  asking  a  fine 
of  two  years'  income,  or  rent;  chapters, 
not  having  that  piivllege,  a  fine  of  only 
one  year  and  a  half.*'     Sir,  1  do  not  pre- 
tend to  know  what  the  universal  priotice 
of  the  sees  of  England  may  he,  as  to  the 
terms  on  which  renewals  of  leases  under 
them   are  renewed;  but,  I  do  know  two 
cases,  and  I  am  certain  that  they  are  not 
exceptions,  but  conforntahle,  to  the  ge- 
neral rule,  in  which  the  practice  is  just 
the  reverse  of  that  which  nas  been  stated. 
In    the  dioceses  of  Carlisle   and    York, 
bishops'  leases  of  twenty-one  years  have 
been  during  the  last  forty-6ve  years  re- 
newed invariably  on  fines  of  a  year  and  a 
half  income,  while  in  my  own  experience 
a  year  and  three  quarters  has  been  taken 
by  several  chapters.  The  rest  of  this  para- 
grai)h  is  to  the  effect  that  the  Legislature 
tooK  different  views  of  the  relative  merits 
of  bishops  and  of  chapters  from  those 
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ftet«d  on  by  the  commissiofi,  and  had 
anacted  laws  making  the  daan  and  chapter 
aafeg^ardt  against  episcopal  rapacity.  It 
is  hardly  necessary  for  me  to  say,  that  the 
▼ery  reverse  of  this  is  the  truth.  By  the 
common  law,  bishops  could  grant  no 
lease  without  consent  of  (he  chapter ;  but 
the  Legislature  passed  an  Enabling  Statute, 
to  authorise  the  bishop  to  grant  these 
leases,  without  the  consent  of  the  dean 
and  chapter;  and  a  restraining  one,  to 
prevent  the  dean  and  chapter  from  grant- 
ing them  except  for  the  terms  and  with 
the  limitations  therein  prescribed.  Mr. 
Smith  in  the  same  pamphlet,  on  a  matter 
which,as  indicating  some  extraordinary 
sources  of  episcopal  revenue,  may  be  fitly 
connected  with  this  question,  states,  that 
the  sale  of  the  archiepiscopal  patronage 
called  Options,  is  "  a  corrupt  and  una* 
boltshed  practice;  that  the  Commissi- 
oners do  not  seem  to  know  of  its  exist- 
ence, at  least  that  they  are  profoundly 
silent  on  the  subject,  and  that  they  are 
not  alluded  to  in  the  church  returns, 
though  they  must  be  worth  some  thousands 
of  pounds.''  The  same  writer  proceeds  to 
make  some  handsome  remarks,  in  refer- 
ence to  the  Archbishop  of  York,— -such, 
indeed,  as  are  consistent  with  the  friendly 
interoourse  which  has  always  subsisted 
between  them,  personally, — as  to  his  prob- 
able conduct  in  this  matter.  Now,  Sir, 
1  take  it  upon  myself  to  say,  it  is  totally 
impossible,  in  law  or  in  practice,  for  any 
Archbishop  to  make  any  profit  whatever 
by  these  Options.  They  possess,  indeed, 
the  peculiarity  of  being  transmissible 
by  wdl;  but  they  are  more  tied  up  by 
strict  regulations  than  any  other  presen- 
tations. There  is  a  case  in  the  books, 
in  whioh,  under  the  will  of  an  Archbishop, 
the  Court  of  Chancery^^ould  not  allow 
the  executor  even  to  give  an  appointment 
to  a  nephew  of  the  testator,  because  the 
preaentation  seemed  to  savour  of  marriage 
brocage*  It  only  allowed  the  executor  to 
name  a  person  to  whom,  in  the  judg- 
ment of  the  court,  the  Archbishop  would 
have  conferred  it  on  account  of  his  merits, 
as  collected  from  the  tenour  of  his  will— - 
and  even  a  fit  object  of  the  patronage 
was  debarred  from  profiting  by  it,  becaitse 
an  exchange  of  preferment  caused  suspi- 
cion of  a  siraoniacal  bargain.  I  trust, 
therefore,  that  the  House  will  perceive, 
from  the  nature  of  the  regulations  which 
govern  these  ap)K>intments,  that  it  is  im- 
possible  for  the  Archbishops^  personally,  to 


get  a  single  shilling  out  of  these  Optiont . 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  the  coune 
of  his  speech,  brought  forward  a  case,  from 
which  he  appeared  to  draw  a  different  con* 
elusion  from  that  which  it  ought  to  imprest 
on  the  Houseacase  in  which  certain  property 
of  the  see  was  sold  under  an  Act  of  Par* 
liament  by  a  Bishop  of  Bristol.  Why,  Sir, 
I  could  give  him  another  and  a  parallel 
case,  in  the  instance  of  the  Archbidiop  of 
York.  It  is  not  very  many  years  ago, 
since,  under  a  special  Act  of  Parliament, 
certain  lands  of  the  see  of  York  were  sold  2 
but  in  this,  as  in  the  other  case,  the  sale 
was  for  the  benefit  of  the  see,  not  for  the 
personal  benefit  of  the  bishop.  There  was 
also  a  personal  benefit  secured  to  the 
lessee  wno  applied  for  the  Act,  but  no 
tertium  quid  created  by  that  transaction. 
The  whole  of  the  imaginary  funds,  upon 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  going 
to  lay  his  paw,  consists  in  the  proceeds  of 
a  sale  of  a  beneficial  interest,  for  a  term 
of  twenty*five  years  which  has  at  present 
been  purchased  and  is  held  for  a  oon- 
sideration  equivalent  to  a  term  of 
twenty  years  only.  In  the  leases  for 
lives  this  is  the  difference  s  — «  in  those 
for  years,  the  greater  profit  allowed  bj 
the  Church  makes  the  difference  between 
the  present  terms  of  enjoyment  by  the 
lessees,  and  those  now  offered,  much 
greater.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  pro* 
poses  to  take  the  difference  between  the 
two.  That  difference,  if  realised,  will 
indeed  produce  a  material  gain  to  the 
public ;  for  they  acquire  just  the  value 
which  will  be  lost  by  the  leasees.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  deluding  the 
House,  when  he  puts  the  case  as  that  of  ft 
proposition  for  the  voluntary  acceptance 
of  the  lessees.  He  has  suggested  the  ana« 
logy  of  the  proceedings  in  the  Crown 
leases ;«— in  that  case  the  Crown  imposed 
such  terms  on  the  Crown  lessees,  that 
for  them,  it  was  "  Hobson's  choice,'' 
The  lessees  in  the  one  case,  however  pre- 
judiced by  the  arrangement,  had  a  lessor^ 
with  whom  it  was  useless  to  contend  ; 
in  the  other  they  have  lessors  from  whom, 
as  dignitaries  of  the  Church,  they  may 
count  on  renewal  on  favourable  terms. 
With  regard  to  the  working  of  the  plan 
propounded  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
I  certainly  believe  that  a  larger  surplus 
would  be  found  to  arise  from  realising  the 
amount  of  the  beneficial  value  of  these 
church  leases,  than  has  yet  been  antici- 
pated ;  and  I  am  prepared  to  look,  with 
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some  degree  of  confidence,  for  support 
from  those  Ministers  who  have  advocated 
the  views  of  the  Gcclesiaslical  Commission, 
of  which  they  were  members,  wlven  I 
contend,  that  the  only  legitimate  purpose, 
to  which  such  a  surplus  can  be  appropri- 
ated, is,  the  augmentation  of  the  small 
livings.  That  is  an  object  especially  ad- 
vocated by  the  Commission  itself.  The 
Report  announces  the  utter  inadequacy  of 
the  means  which  it  can  contemplate  as 
fairly  within  its  disposal,  to  remedy  the 
enormous  deficiencies  which  it  describes 
to  exist,  in  the  supply  of  spiritual  instruc- 
tion to  the  people.  It  speaks  of  the  ma* 
jority  of  the  working  clergy  as  ill  paid, 
and  of  millions  of  souls  without  the  oppor- 
tunity of  public  worship.  If  Ministers 
have  now  become  convinced  of  the 
practicability  of  the  scheme  of  realising 
funds,  which  they  repudiated  in  the 
Report  of  the  Commission,  I  hope  they 
will  apply  them  to  this  admitted  exigency. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has 
made  merry  with  some  anecdote  from 
the  reign  of  Elizabeth.  He  has  also 
joked  about  the  Statute  of  Circumspect^ 
agatis.  Is  he  aware  that  the  author  of 
that  Statute  was  Edward  1st.;  our  Eng- 
lish Justinian,  as  he  has  been  called,  and 
that  it  was  passed  to  confirm  the  power 
of  the  ecclesiastical  law  to  enforce  Church- 
rates  ?  '  It  seemed  to  be  the  aim  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  citing  the  case 
Of  Queen  Elizabeth,  to  show  that,  at  that 
time,  the  bishops  of  our  Church  received 
only  2,000/.  a-year.  But  though,  with- 
out insisting  on  the  difference  in  the  value 
of  money  between  that  period  and  the 
present,  I  may  be  inclined  not  to  dispute 
that  Queen  Elizabeth  did  deal  hardly 
with  the  Church,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man must  give  me  leave  to  say,  that  he 
has  dealt  with  it  much  more  so — for,  if 
the  measure,  which  he  now  presses  upon 
our  adoption,  bad  been  passed  at  that 
time,  the  same  income  of  2,000/.,  which 
a  bishop  possessed  under  Elizabeth,  would 
have  been  all  which,  by  possibility,  he 
could  have  enjoyed  at  this  day.  There 
was  one  observation  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Leeds,  to  which  I  must  advert. 
He  said,  that  the  diflliculty  would  be 
greater  to  find  people  to  fill  the  Churches, 
than  churches  for  people.  I  believe  a 
more  conscientious  Gentleman  than  the 
hon*  Member  does  not  exist,  and  he  is 
considered  to  represent  a  very  large  body 
of  the   Dissenting  persuasion.    But,  to 


me,  the  observation  from  a  Representative 
of  the  part  of  Yorkshire,  from  whence  he 
comes,  was  a  most  extraordinary  and  sur- 
prising one.  He  must  have  shut  his  eyes, 
for  some  time  past,  to  what  has  been 
passing  around  him,  in  his  own  immediate 
vicinity.  Is  he  not  aware,  that  a  muni- 
ficent subscription  has  been  raised  within 
the  last  few  months,  amounting  to  not 
less  than  12,000/.,  to  erect  a  new  Church 
at  Leeds?  Are  the  people  so  very  full  of 
money,  at  the  present  time,  that  they  will 
lay  out  12,000/.  on  Churches,  when  they 
cannot  find  people  to  fill  those  which  they 
have  already  ?  I  think  there  cannot  be  a 
stronger  proof  adduced,  of  the  existing 
deficiency  of  Church  accommodation,  in 
that  district  of  the  kingdom,  than  the  fact 
which  [  have  mentioned,  of  this  subscrip- 
tion at  Leeds.  Have  we  no  analogy  in 
our  favour,  when  we  claim,  on  principle, 
that  there  ought  to  be  a  national  Church 
in  every  parish  of  England  and  Wales? 
Why,  Sir,  the  fact  is  so  in  Scotland. 
The  heritors  are  bound  to  repair  their 
Churches,  and  to  extend  the  accom- 
modation of  any  which  may  be 
dilapidated,  to  the  extent  of  providing  for 
two  thirds  of  the  population,  as  well  as 
for  the  residence  of  their  ministers.  Sir, 
believing,  as  I  do,  that  the  Established 
Church  is  tolerant  in  its  spirit,  Scriptural 
in  its  doctrine,  decent  in  its  ritual,  and 
pure  in  its  practice.  I  am  not  prepared 
to  deal  that  **  heavy  blow,  and  great  dis- 
couragement," (to  use  the  words  which 
have  been  employed  elsewhere),  upon  that 
Church  which  most  of  us,  in  this  House,  at 
least,  profess, — to  which  many  of  those, 
whom  I  have  now  the  honour  to  address, 
are,  I  am  sure,  sincerely  attached^ — 
which  others,  now  within  these  walls,  are 
sworn  not  to  injure, — which  almost  all  of 
those  who  sit  in  the  other  House  are  ear- 
nestly determined  to  protect ;— *I  will  not, 
I  say,  **  deal  that  heavy  blow,  and  great 
discouragement,''  which  this  measure 
should  it  pass  into  a  latv,  wduld  inflict 
upon  it.  To  that  Church,  of  which  one 
portion  of  this  assembly  are  communicants, 
— and  which  another  portion  is  bound,  by 
the  most  solemn  obligations,  not  to 
weaken  or  to  disturb, — I  trust  that  all 
who  hear  me  will  be  true;  but  if  I  find 
that  in  this  hope  I  am  deceived,  I  shall  be 
compelled  to  say  to  those  who  sought  and 
gained  emancipation  from  their  civil  dis- 
abilities, under  this  pledge,  that — 
Non  hos  qumitam  munus  in  usus. 
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Mr.  Fowell  Buxton  said^  he  did  not 
intend  to  enter  into  the  minute  details 
of  the  question^  after  they  had  been  so 
thoroughly  acquainted  with  many  of  those 
details,  through  one  so  perfectly  con- 
versant with  the  whole  subject,  as  the 
hon.  and  Learned  Member  who  had  just 
sat  down.  From  such  an  authority  it 
was  enough  for  him  to  learn  to-night^  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for 
Tamworth,  was  wrong  in  denying,  and 
that  his  right  hon.  Friend,  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  was  right  in  assuming, 
there  would  be  a  surplus.  It  was  a 
remarkable  feature  of  this  plan  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend  for  raising  the  fund  for 
sustaining  the  edifice  of  the  Church,  that 
though  in  all  other  sorts  of  contributions  to 
the  State,  some  one  class  of  subjects  must 
be  the  sufferer ;  yet  here,  from  what  they 
had  heard,  it  was  clear  that  all  must  be 
gainers.  The  lessees  who  were  called  upon 
to  make  an  outlay  of  capital  on  their  land 
leased  from  the  Church  in  proportion  to  the 
value  of  the  tenure  they  held,  were  not 
prejudiced  finally  thereby,  for  they  pro- 
cured, as  a  consequence,  the  renewal  of 
their  leases  on  easier  terms,  whilst  their 
prospects  of  gain  from  the  property  were 
also  increased.  In  answer  to  the  objection 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
opposite,  who  said  he  could  not  see  by 
what  sort  of  hocus-pocus  it  was  to  be 
contrived  that  the  public  should  benefit 
by  this  project  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  he  would  suggest  to  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  and  those  who 
thought  with  that  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman, that  the  public  at  large  must 
inevitably  be  benefitted  by  increased  out- 
lay of  capital  on  the  very  extensive 
domains  of  the  Church,  and  by  the  increase 
of  produce  from  such  lands  in  consequence 
of  the  improvements  made  in  the  culture 
of  the  land  of  the  Church.  Would  not 
this  produce  a  very  beneficial  effect  upon 
the  prices  of  the  necessaries  of  life,  and 
80  far  benefit  the  community  ?  He  agreed 
in  opinion  with  his  right  hon.  Friend, 
the  (Jhancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  that  the 
alteration  would  prove  a  benefit  to  the 
interests  of  the  Established  Church.  But 
should  it  fail,  the  whole  expense  of  it 
could  only,  as  the  right  hon.  Baronet  ad- 
mitted, fall,  upon  the  consolidated  fund. 
In  reply  to  the  assertion  that  the  whole 
plan  was  of  a  piece  with  the  conduct  of 
the  Government,  and  showed  that  there 
was  ft  ooiwpiracy  between  the  Goyernment 


and  a  powerful  body  in  the  state  to  con- 
fiscate and  divert  to  purposes  foreign  to 
its    proper  objects,  the  domains  of  hei 
Church  and  subvert  altogether  the  Estab- 
lished church,  he  would  ask  how  was  that 
to  be  effected  ?  Was  it  to  be  accomplished 
by  touching  any  vital  point  of  doctrine  in 
the  Church  ?     No  one  had  adverted  to 
such  a  cause  of  apprehension.     Was  it  to 
be  brought  about  by  subtracting  anything 
from  her  income  ?     Not  a  penny  of  that 
income   was  to  be  touched. — He  would 
repeat  in  substance  what  he  had  said.  The 
Church  would,  after  the  plan  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend  was  brought  into  operation, 
enjoy  the  same  amount  of  income. that  it 
had  enjoyed   for    some    centuries    past. 
The     projected     improvement     was     an 
improvement  which  was  to  cost  the  Church 
nothing.     It   would    be   borne  only  and 
entirely  by  the  surplus  revenue  arising  out 
of    the     expected     improvement ;    upon 
which   he  felt  the  House,  after  the  state- 
ment made  to  it  on  a  former  night,  had  a 
right  to  calculate.     But  he  would  assume 
that  the   danger  apprehended  by  many, 
though  not  openly  avowed  by  Members  on 
the  opposite  side  of  the  House  was,  that 
the    fabric   of    the    Churches  would  be 
permitted  to  go  to  ruin.     He  would  ask 
what  might  be  expected  to  be  very  soon 
the  state  of  those  Churches  where  Church 
rates  were  resisted  if  the  law  continued  as 
it  was  ?     It  was  true  they  had  the  law  on 
the  side  of  the  impost.    That  law  might 
be  strong  enough   for    individuals,     but 
would  it  be  safe  to  try  whether  it  was  strong 
enough  against  combined  resistance  ?     He 
confessed  he  knew  nothing  that  was  more 
likely  to  be  effectually  resisted  than  a  tax 
which  was  objected  to  by  the  public,  or  a 
large  body  of  the  public,  on  the  ground  of 
a  religious  scruple,  superadded   to  a  con- 
viction on  their  parts  that  there  was  a 
fund  more  than  adequate  for  this  object  in 
the  improved  revenue  of  the  Church.    If 
the  temper  of  the  times  and  the  increased 
intelligence  of  the  age  appeared  to  demand 
this  attempt  at  improvement  in  ecclesias- 
tical property,  why  not  place  the  provision 
for  this  important  object  upon    a  basis 
which  would  be  incapable  of  being  shaken 
hereafter  from  the  nature  of  the  fund,  and 
must  last  for  after  ages  ?    Why  was  it 
that  the  right[hon.  Baronet  said,  he  would 
if  he  were  in  power,  at  once  propose  in 
order  to  maintain  peace  and  promote  good 
will  amongst  all  classes,  to  pay  the  charge 
I  oat  of  the  consolidated  fund  ?    Did  it 
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escape  ihoie  who  opposed  the  measure  of 
the  King's  Government  that  the  present 
means  of  providing  for  the  sustentation  of 
the  edifice  of  the  Church,  and  other 
incidental  charges,  were  the  causes  of  that 
bitterness  of  spirit  and  hostile  feeling  to 
the  establishment  which  had  too  generally 
broken  out  in  different  parts  of  the  country  ? 
Gould  such  a  state  as  this  be  beneficial  to 
the  Church  Establishment,  or  conducive  to 
that  Christian  charity,  without  which  no 
true  religion  could  for  a  moment  exist  ?^^ 
There  were,  in  his  view  of  the  subject, 
three  distinct  reasons  why  the  proposition 
of  the  light  hon.  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  should  be  adopted  by  the 
House.  In  the  first  place  he  thought  the 
neans  suggested  would  produce  the  fund 
required  for  the  maintenance  of  the  fabric 
of  the  Church.  In  the  second  place,  he 
seriously  believed  that  this  alteration  in 
the  law  would  allay  the  ferment  and  irri» 
tation  but  too  generally  experienced,  in 
consequence  of  the  present  state  of  the 
law ;  and,  in  the  third  place,  he  believed 
the  improvement  might  be  efiected  with- 
out any  increased  cost  or  charge  to  the 
community. 

Having  so  far  expressed  his  satisfaction 
with  the  proposed  change  in  the  law,  as 
to  this  portion  of  Church  property,  he  was 
afraid  what  he  had  yet  to  say  upon  the  state 
of  the  property  of  the  Church  generally^ 
and  the  measures  proposed  lately  for  its 
distribution,  might  not  be  agreeable  to 
the  ears  of  those  who  had  recently  brought 
forward  a  series  of  measures  which,  though 
yaluable  in  some  respects,  were  far  from 
nacbing  the  evils  of  which  he  and  other 
Friends  of  the  establishment  felt  just 
reason  to  complain.  This  he  begged  to 
flvggest,  without  being  at  all  disposed  to 
follow  the  conduct  of  eome  individuale, 
who  one  day  were  seen  actively  engaged  in 
supporting  tlie  measuret  of  the  adminis- 
tratioo,  and  on  another  day  were  found  in 
the  ranks  of  those  who  were  its  bitterest 
opponents  and  revtlers.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  argued,  that  the  increased  rev* 
•nae  ought,  if  realised,  togo  totheaugmen* 
tation  of  smalt  and  ineuCficiently  paid  livings. 
following  up  that  line  of  arguiaent^  the 
ngiu  hon.  Baronet  had  oesumed  there  was 
a  veaily  surplus  pointed  out  by  the  Report 
of  tbe  Church  Commission,  amounting  to 
dd5,S00t  applicable  to  that  object.  In 
tibai  oseumptioii,  however,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  was  in  error.  U  was  true  that  the 
CgmaissiODws  stated  that  835,000/,  would 


be  required  for  the  augmentation  of  small 
livings,  including  private  as  well  as  public 
livings,  but  with  private  livings  the  public 
bad  nothing  to  do.  To  augment  the  small 
public  livings  in  the  proportions  stated  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  would  require  bnt 
145,195/.  Then  look  at  the  deans  and 
chapters.  Why  one  of  the  deans,  it  ap- 
peared from  the  Commissioners*  Reports, 
had  not  less  than  4,500/.  a-year,  and  each 
of  his  canons  2,000/.  while  the  arch- 
bishops and  bishops  enjoyed  their  7,000/. 
their  10,000/.  their  20,000/.  and  their 
50,000/.  a-year.  Was  it  not  very  rational, 
then,  that  the  people  should,  when  they 
were  told  of  the  poverty,  the  distresses  of 
the  lower  clergy»  and  when  similitudes 
were  drawn  between  the  condition  of  the 
clergy  and  that  of  servants  in  high  families, 
was  it  not  very  natural  for  the  people  to 
consider  that  there  were  other  resources 
whence  the  distress  of  the  lower  orders  of 
the  clergy  should  be  relieved  without  their 
being  called  upon  for  the  means }  Was 
it  not  an  acknowledged  principle  that  the 
labourer  was  worthy  of  his  hire,  that  there 
should  be  some  correspondence  between 
the  duties  discharged  and  the  amount  of 
remuneration  for  those  duties  ?  Was  it  in 
accordance  with  this  principle,  however, 
that  while  one  clergyman  received  but 
100/.  a-year,  for  attending  to  a  parish  with 
a  population  of  5,000,  another  clergyman 
should  be  paid  5,000/.  a  year  for  attending 
to  a  population  of  but  100?  He  was  free 
to  confess  that  he  had  not  come  prepared 
with  documents,  or  to  bring  forward  in- 
dividual instances,  to  illustrate  his  posi- 
tions ;  but  having  gone  so  far  he  was 
tempted  to  say  this  much-^that  looking 
at  thf  statements  which  had  been  made 
upon  official  authority,  he  saw  this  very  re- 
markable fact,  that  the  mea  who  had  the 
richest  parishes,  and  the  smallest  popula- 
tion, also  Invariably  had  with  them  one  or 
two  other  parishes.  Upon  these  grounds, 
then,  he  agreed  with  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  that  looking  at  the  case  of  the 
inferior  clergy,  seeing  the  position  in  which 
they  were  interested,  if  the  House  pro- 
posed to  make  a  provision  for  them  out  of 
the  sums  which  might  be  raised,  he  fbr 
one  would  vote  with  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
for  thus  allocating  it,  and  in  so  doing  he 
would  show  the  sincerity  of  his  feelings. 
He  hoped  no  boo.  Gentleman  would  say 
that  he  was  not  sensible  to  the  great  im* 
porunce  of  doing  away  with  the  animosity 
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%nd  frankly  md  thU,  Ib^t  theinfire  press- 
ing* th4»  more  gigiintlp  ^vil  was  ihai  tQ 
Vfhioh  lie  musi  allude-r^thM  multitudes  gf 
the  populaimn  h^^^l  nf^  me^ns  of  religipus 
inatTMcUPn  afibfded  to  thsm*  But  be  need 
not  go  throtigb  the  fiapia ;  they  hnd  been 
«Uied  by  |he  righ(  hQu.  B^rouet*     The 
i\^^t^  w^re  even  stpongpr  than  the  right 
hotii    Baronet  stated  Vbetn*    There  was 
thin   feet  which  it  occurred  to  him  to  re- 
mark upon:— Taking   St.  Paufs    as    a 
C0n|re»  and  qiaking  a  ojrcle  pf  eight  miles 
round,  there  wftS  a  population  for  whicby 
inclMding  eU  places  of  religious  worship — 
tbd.  ftynagogties  and  others — there  wss  ac- 
oon^modation  fqr  religious  worship  for  only 
500,000 ;  but  then   let  them  look  to  the 

YMt  nuipbem  wiihout  the  me^ns  qf  ob- 
inining  Admission  to  places  of  religious 
worship*  There  was  the  same  want  of  ao- 
qomiBodation  fpr  thousands  pf  persons  in 
every  manufactiiring  town*  It  was  the 
9%ine  in  Norv^ichi  in  Manchester,  and  in 
all  directions  throughout  the  coiintry. 
Whet  happened  in  his  more  immediate 
neighbpiirhood  would  justify  what  he  was 
gpjng  to  state.  He  had  heard  it  stated  at 
9  public  meetingy  that  in  Spitalfield^,  with 
which  he  was  wejl  acquainted,  there  were 
Q9t  I^ss  thftn  70,000  persons  who  had  not 
ib^  meani  of  religions  instruction.  He 
bad  conceived  that  ststemefit  to  be  an  ex- 
^ggerMion,  and  therefore  he  took  the  best 
0[)e^na  of  es£ertsining  wh»t  w^s  exactly 
tl)e  fi^ct.  There  was  in  ap  area  of  half  a 
mile  long  end  a  quarter  pf  a  mile  broad 
bt(t  one  chape)^  which  could  acpommodate 
but  70Q  persons ;  but  there  were  a  Chapel 
^nd  Pt  Chur/ch  about  three  tjmes  as  large; 
and  this  was  ail  the  accominodatiou  for  the 
population  of  the  district.  Now,  jo  that 
lilUe  spot  there  were  70,000  persons,  who, 
i/they  bad  the  desire  for  it,  had  not  ^he 
opportMuky  of  attending  public  w/^^rship. 
In  ik»  next  perish  to  that  there  were 
1Q,000  .children  without  the  means  of  re- 
ceiving religious  education.  There  were 
lOtOOO  of  tJ»e  rising  pppulation  in  tb^t 
parish  without  the  means  of  reeeivipg  e 
im^rill  end  religious  iostrucjUon.  lie  had 
b  ard  a  great  deal  about  the  comparative 
merils  of  tb«  voluntary  principle  and  the 
system  of  iKe  establisliment.  An  im« 
jIMM'iaot  qtu^stioo  he  admitted  U  CiO  be ;  but 
H  sunk  io  bis  mind  into  insignificance 
eompared  with  the  question^  should,  then, 
tlieir  fellow-^ubjects  remain  utterly  desti- 
i¥t9  of  a)i  religious  iostrttctioo  whatever  ? 


better  if  neither  the  One  nor  th^  other  ao- 
eomplished  what  ought  to  be  the  object  of 
both  ?  It  seemed  to  him  that  to  discuss 
which  was  the  best  was  idlej  what  tliey 
ought  to  do  was  to  strive  who  could  de 
the  most,  and  not  cavil  whether  One  had 
done  more  than  the  other.  Provided  anl]r 
that  the  essential  truths  of  Christianity 
were  taught,  he,  for  one,  did  not  Care — ha 
comparatively  cared  not  at  ajl — from 
whom  the  instruction  came,  whether  frona 
the  Quaker,  the  Methodist,  or  the  Mora* 
vian.  He  did  not  consider  that  he  waa 
an  enemy  to  the  Church  in  saying  this. 
He  wished  the  Church  would  look  to  the 
opening  there  was  for  it  in  the  uncultivated 
district  to  which  he  referred.  There  waa 
there  as  much  not  only  as  they  could 
do,  but  still  more;  and  the  advocatea 
for  the  voluntary  principle  could  rendec 
their  exertions  available  therealso.  Instead, 
then,  of  indulging  in  idle  dissensionf,  let 
Churchmen  say  to  Dissenters,  and  OissentT 
ers  say  to  churchmen,  that  '*  here,  at  least, 
is  an  open  field  for  us — here  we  cannot 
jostle  against  each  other — may  you  be 
fortunate  in  your  endeavours  ;*'  while  you 
may  both  say,  '*  May  I  be  fortunate  in 
mine,  and  both  successful  in  cultivating 
the  wihlerneMs."  Both  could  be  usefully 
employed  ip  this  endeavour,  He  felt  tb» 
importance  of  this  subject,  and  with  this 
feeling  on  his  mind,  be  s^id,  that  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  came  forward  and 
would  pledge  himself  by  a  resolution  0 
the  effect  that  whatever  could  be  secured 
out  of  this  or  any  other  snrplus  of  tha 
Church  would  be  applied  to  this  purpose, 
then  the  right  hon.  Baronet  should  have 
his  vote,  put  he  was  afraid  that  tbera 
was  but  little  chance  of  this,  because  it 
was  remarkable  that  amongst  all  the  facta 
relied  upon  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  this 
did  not  appear  to  be  one  of  them  ;  and 
when  he  (ftfr.  Buxton  took  the  liberty  last 
year  of  broadly  putting  forward  ibis 
poaitipn,  it  was  opposed  by  the  ligbt  hon^ 
Baronet.  He  then  ^sed  as  ao  argument, 
that  whatever  could  be  saved  out  of  tba 
Church-rates  ought  to  be  applied  ta  tiiis 
purpose.  [Cheers  from  both  sides  ^f  tkn 
[fpuse].  He  perceived  that  the  right  bon. 
Mie Member  for  the  university  of  Cambridgo 
cheered  that ;  but  then  he  recollecud 
the  ungracious  reception  which  tl)e  rigfai 
hon.  Gentleman  had  given  to  him  last 
year.  Did  the  right  bon.  GeatlenBaa 
recollect  the  tone  of  horror  with  which  be 
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sure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of  it 
as  if  he  felt  the  utmost  astonishment  that 
any  man  connected  with  the  Church  of 
England  coold  have  adopted  the  course 
which  he  then  recommended  and  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  assured  them 
would  tend  to  the  destruction  of  the 
Church.  The  right  hon.  Baronet,  when 
he  touched  upon  the  incomes  of  the 
Bishops,  used  these  expressions : — **  It  is 
said,  further,  that  there  is  to  be  a  reduction 
to  the  amount  of  5,000Z.  in  the  income 
of  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury,  for 
the  purpose  of  raising  the  incomes  of 
one  hundred  curates  50/.  each.  I  should 
be  glad  if  that  could  be  done;  but  in 
what  principle  would  it  end  ?  In  the 
utter  confiscation  of  Church  property". 
But  he  was  still  more  severely  treated  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Universaty  of 
Oxford.  He  could  not  find  the  words, 
though  he  had  looked  for  them  ;  but  the 
expressions  used  had  arrested  his  attention, 
because  it  was  the  first  and  last  time  that 
he  could  remember  that  the  hon.  Member 
had  used  such  harsh  expressions  to- 
wards him.  The  hon.  Member  was 
pleased  to  say  of  him,  that  in  making  such 
a  proposition  "  he  had  used  the  very 
words  of  Sir  Harry  Vane.''  He  was  not 
very  sanguine,  then,  of  the  support  of  the 
hon.  Members  opposite  ;  but  this  he  said, 
with  all  the  disposition  that  he  had  to  get 
rid  of  an  obnoxious  tax,  still  he  would 
ffive  his  vote,  provided  he  had  a  pledge 
firom  the  hon.  Members  opposite  that  they 
would  obtain  for  him  the  measure  that  he 
wanted  when  they  came  into  power  ;  that 
they  would  take  the  necessary  measures 
to  secure  his  object;  that  they  would 
sweep  away  all  sinecures  from  the  C  urch 
that  they  would  reduce  all  extravagant 
livings ;  that  they  would  make  all  needful 
reforms,  and  that  wherever  it  seemed 
necessary  they  would  have  Christianity 
incnlcated  amongst  the  destitute  and 
distressed  population.  And  If  they  did 
this,  then  he  for  his  part  would  say,  that 
no  vote  on  earth  could  be  given  with  greater 
satisfaction  than  in  support  of  the  pro- 
position of  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  But  if 
these  things  were  denied,  and  he  had  to 
vote  for  the  naked  proposition  before  the 
House,  "  ay"  or  "  no,"  then  he  would 
support  the  measure  proposed  to  them 
as  he  thought  it  much  better  that  mon%y 
that  coold  be  so  well  applied  should  not 
remain  hereafter  unprofitable  to  anybody. 
He  4«sired  to  see  removed  %  heairy  and 


obnoxious  tax — one  that  was  felt  to  be 
oppressive  to  the  Dissenters ;  and  if  it 
were  only  for  the  purpose  of  removing  a 
jealousy  that  created  great  distarbance— 
if  it  were  only  for  the  purpose  of  securing 
and  maintaining  the  fabric  of  the  Church, 
he  should  give  his  vote  for  the  motion 
before  the  House,  and  he  should  do  so 
with  great  satisfaction.  It  was  good,  he 
thought,  to  put  an  end  to  the  tax  ;  it  was 
good  to  put  an  end  to  the  vexation  that  it 
occasioned  ;  it  was  good  to  put  an  end  to 
the  contention  between  Churchmen  and 
Dissenters  ;  and  it  was  very  good  to  come 
to  a  measure  which  in  his  mind  would 
preserve  and  continue  the  fabric  of  the 
Church 

Mr.  Ooulburn  observed  that  as  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  done  him  the  honour  to 
refer  to  what  fell  from  him  in  a  discussion 
upon  the  state  of  the  established  Church, 
he  hoped  the  House  would  pardon  him  if 
he  partly  endeavoured  to  reply  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  partly  to  state  what  were 
his  views  and  opinions  upon  the  question 
then  under  the  consideration  of  the  House. 
It  was  a  question  the  importance  of  which 
it  was  not  possible  for  them  to  exaggerate. 
He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  that  it  was  not  necessary  to  enter 
into  details  respecting  the  calculations 
that  were  before  the  House.  It  was  always 
difficult  to  call  the  attention  of  Members 
to  dry  mathematical  questions  ;  but  it  was 
still  more  difficult  to  do  so  at  that  advanced 
period  of  the  evening,  and  it  was,  above 
all,  difficult  to  do  so  after  such  details 
had  been  stated  to  the  House  in  the  clear, 
accurate,  and,  as  it  appeared  to  him, 
unanswerable  manner  in  which  they  had 
been  laid  before  the  House  by  his  right 
hon.  Friend  near  him.  It  was  particularly 
unnecessary  to  do  so  as  the  details  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend  had  not  been  replied  to 
by  any  Gentleman  who  followed  him.  He 
therefore  should  do  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  Weymouth  had  done— he  should  not 
attempt  to  enter  into  the  calculations  upon 
the  questions  before  them.  He  dissented 
from  the  measure  then  before  them  because 
it  was  merely  a  measure  to  relieve  persons 
from  the  evils  sustained  by  the  present  state 
of  the  law  with  respect  to  the  levy  of 
Church-rates ;  and  because  it  involved 
other  and  far  greater  questions.  It 
involved  in  it  this  question  :  whether 
they  were  decided  on  maintaining  upon  a 
firm  basis  the  Established  Church  of  this 
country— whether  they  intended  to  main- 


369 


Chureh'Raies, 


{March  13} 


Church-'Rates, 


370 


lain  in  their  position  the  prelacy  and  dig- 
nitaries of  the  Established  Church,  both 
as  respected  the  other  branches  of  the 
Church  and  as  respected  the  other  branches 
of  the  community — and,  lastly,  whether 
they  should  make  a  change  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  one  species  of  property,  and 
thus  give  an  example  (and  he  contended 
an  nnprecedented  example,  which  threat- 
ened with  danger  every  other  species  of 
f>Toperty,  and  which  could  not  be  over- 
ooked  nor  regarded  but  with  alarm.  Before 
he  proceeded  further  he  wished  to  allude 
to  what  fell  on  the  previous  evening  from 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  relative 
to  the  position  in  which  the  Established 
Church  stood.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  laid  it  down  as  a  principle, 
that  the  parishioners  in  the  several  parishes 
were  not  bound  to  contribute  to  the  re- 
pairs of  the  fabric  of  the  Church :  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  too,  had  stated, 
that  if  they  agreed  in  reducing  the  amount 
required  for  such  a  purpose,  they  only  ex- 
ercised a  constitutional  privilege  which 
the  law  allowed  to  them*  In  that  he 
differed  from  the  right  hon.  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer.  This  was  not  his 
view  only,  which  he  admitted  would  be  of 
little  value,  but  he  was  confirmed  in  that 
opinion  by  the  most  eminent  men  who  had 
held  legal  offices  in  this  country  from  the 
earliest  period.  He  held  that  it  was  in- 
cumbent upon  the  landowners  of  every 
parish  in  the  country  to  contribute  to  a 
fund  for  the  necessary  maintenance  of  the 
Church.  In  putting  forward  such  an 
opinion  he  stood  upon  no  private  docu- 
ment, but  relied  upon  a  report  laid  upon 
the  table  of  that  House.  He  referred  to 
the  Report  upon  the  Ecclesiastical  Courts. 
Those  by  whom  that  report  was  drawn  up 
had  gone  fully  into  thequestion  of  Church- 
rates.  It  was  stated  by  the  gentlemen 
composing  that  Commission,  that  it  was 
the  duty  of  Churchwardens  to  see  that  the 
body  of  the  Church  was  put  in  proper 
repair,  and  to  have  supplied  things  neces- 
sary for  divine  service*  They  stated,  too 
that  the  law  imposed  upon  the  parish- 
ioners the  burden  of  raising  by  Church- 
rates  the  funds  requisite  for  these  purposes. 
This  law  was  laid  down  by  no  light  legal 
authority.  The  names  signed  to  the  report 
were  those  of  Lord  Tenterden,  Lord 
Wynford,  Sir  Nicholas  Tindal,  Doctor 
Lushington,  and  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Kirkcudbright.     He  did  not  deny  that 

there  was  aa  ovil^  in  the  present  mode 


by  which  Church-rates  were  levied.  He 
knew  that  some  proceedings  had  taken 
place  which  reflected  disgrace  upon  the 
party  which  had  originated  them,  and 
which  he  must  own  were  not  very  credita- 
ble to  its  opponents.  This  had  oc- 
curred, he  knew,  in  some  places;  but 
then,  when  persons  talked  of  the  evils  of 
Church-rates,  he  would  not  consent  to  its 
being  assumed,  as  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  assumed,  that  the  re- 
sistance to  Church-rates  was  universal — 
he  certainly  would  not  assume  that  the 
payment  of  Church-rates  was  so  odious  as 
had  been  asserted.  He  knew  that  the  evil 
existed,  and  particularly  in  towns;  but 
still  he  took  it  that  the  number  of  parishes 
altogether  where  resistance  was  offered  did 
not  exceed  three  or  four  hundred ;  and 
when  it  was  remembered  that  there  were 
10,000  parishes,  many  of  which  had  not 
complained  at  all,  and  in  others  that  the 
parishioners  were  anxious  to  retain  the 
present  system,  he  did  not  think  that  the 
evil  prevailed  to  such  an  extent  as  to  re- 
quire a  measure  of  the  character  of  that 
which  was  then  before  the  House.  He  was 
ready,  however,  to  concur  in  any  reason- 
able proposition  which  should  allay  such 
disturbance,  but  he  said  that  those  who 
made  such  a  disturbance  were  the  weaker 
party.  It  would,  he  thought,  be  more 
becoming  in  a  government  of  the  country 
if  instead  of  dabbling  with  a  mere  matter 
of  little  importance,  and  proposing  a 
trumpery  measure,  they  had  come  forward 
with  an  effectual  cure.  The  real  evil  was 
this :  that  a  large  portion  of  the  popula- 
tion was  without  a  provision  for  religious 
education.  Under  the  negligent  treatment 
of  Parliament,  villages  had  grown  into 
towns,  and  towns  had  become  cities — the 
population  too  had  increased  with  extra- 
ordinary celerity  during  a  period  of  great 
national  prosperity.  They  had  provided 
for  the  defence  of  the  population;  they 
had  provided  the  population  with  a  better 
police — they  had  provided  the  population' 
with  a  due  administration  of  the  law,  by 
giving  them  tribunals  adequate  to  the  ex- 
tended population  and  the  concerns  to  be 
intrusted  to  them ;  but  they  had  chiefly 
neglected  that  which  was  their  great  and 
paramount  duty,  which  was,  to  give  them 
religious  instruction ;  and  that  ought  to 
have  been  done  by  planting  amongst  them 
the  ministers  of  the  Church  of  England  to 
instruct  them  in  the  duty  they  owed  to 
their  God  and  their  country,    Oroatly 
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had  thU  duly  been  nef  leoled,  and  he  had 
to  ihank  the  disaeatere — be  h^d,  too,  to 
\hmk  Mr.  Weaiey-^for  the  instruction 
they  hftd  conveyed  to  a  great  portioo  of 
the  people,  Their  zeel  had  kindled  emU'> 
lation  in  the  breasts  of  the  clergymen  of 
the  Church  of  En||;land|  and  made  them 
sensible  of  what  they  ought  to  do,  and 
called  forth  exertions,  which  thpugh  com^ 
ing  late,  had  yet  not  been  without  eflfeot. 
But  they  must  meet  manfully  the  coming 
evil.  They  must  provide  the  means  of 
giving  pastors  to  the  people  who  would 
teaoh  them  tbeir  duty  as  Christians,  and, 
therefore,  to  fulfil  their  duties  as  citieens. 
No  heeling  measure  could  be  adopted  with 
respect  to  Chureborates,  nor  as  regarded 
the  collection  of  tithes,  till  mesne  were 
provided  for  giving  the  people  religious«in- 
struction.  The  others  were  ell  subordinate 
considerations  to  the  great  principle  of  pro» 
viding  religious  instruction.  It  was  the 
duty  of  the  State  to  provide  the.  best 
possible  means  for  affording  instruction  to 
the  destitute  classes  of  their  countrymeor 
Their  wants  were  adverted  to  in  the  report 
of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  £«cbequer  had  referred  to  certain  pa- 
rishes that  had  resisted  Cburch«>rates,  and 
he  stated  those  parishes  to  be  Slieffield, 
Manchester,  and  Applethorp.  He  woeld 
content  himself  by  referring  to  Manchester, 
and  the  House  would  see  bow  far  it  s«p« 
ported  bis  argument.  It  appeared  that 
tltere  was  in  Maocbester  a  population  of 
271,000  souls;  it  was  admitted  that  of 
tliese  only  4^,000  bad  Church  accommpda. 
tiou,  thus  leaving  upwards  of  200,000  no 
means  of  access  to  placee  of  worship 
according  to  the  form  of  the  Church  of 
£oglaad.  Tiie  hon.  Member  for  Leeds 
might  say,  as  be  did  before,  that  there 
was  room  eiM^ugb,  but  that  there  was  a 
disinclioatioA  on  the  part  of  the  people,  in 
thoae  plaeea,  to  attend  the  worship  of 
the  Eetablisbed  Cburch.  He  was  sur* 
priaed  to  hear  such  an  assertion  from  that 
hon.  Member ;  to  bear  him  say,  that  there 
WAS  a  natural  diaioelioation  on  the  part  of 
the  people  to  attend  upon  the  duties  of  re- 
ligion; because  he  did  not  sup|)ose  thai 
boa.  Alember  would  deny  that  tliere  was  a 
naiural  tendency  in  the  hearts  of  men  to 
atteod  to  the  duties  of  religious  worship: 
but  what  were  the  means  provided  for  this 
in  Manchester?  Why,  there  were  only 
ailghteeii  ckMrgymen  to  attend  to  this  im^ 
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of  course,  from  natural  cireumstaneaat 
men  must  be  exposed  to  much  more  and 
greater  temptations,  where  vica  showed 
itself  in  every  form,  and  where,  of  aoursc, 
the  greater  care  was  necessary  to  keep 
men  awake  to  their  religious  duties*  And 
what  was  the  whole  inooroe  of  these 
eighteen.  Not  more  than  2,700/,  If 
they  reslly  and  sincerely  wished  to  esr 
tablish  peace*  and  to  get  rid  of  dissension, 
their  first  care  should  be,  to  afiTord  th^ 
means  of  conveying  religious  instruction 
to  every  one,  and  to  leave  no  place  la 
which  the  voice  of  a  clergyman  might  not 
be  accessible.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  informed  them  that  Uie  raeult 
of  the  proposed  plan  would  be,  to  place 
250,000/.  at  his  disposal.  Let  this 
money  be  applied  in  the  way  wbich  he 
suggested,  and  then  they  would  supply 
the  religious  wants  of  three  millicns  of 
the  populatioQi  who  were  at  present 
without  the  meant  of  religious  instruction, 
and  thus  the  real  evil  would  be  removed. 
The  hon.  Qentlemsn  who  spoke  last  said, 
he  would  accede  to  any  proposition  for 
any  more  elegible  application  of  this  sum 
which  might  be  suggested,  in  consequencA 
of  what  fell  from  bim  (Mr.  Goulburn) 
upon  a  former  occasion.  Nowi  what  ha 
then  said  bad  no  reference  at  all  to  this 
question.  The  question,  at  the  tim« 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member,  was  as  to 
an  allowance  for  the  Bishops  (  and  tba 
hon,  Member  upon  thatoceasion  said,  that 
so  iong  as  the  working  clergy  were  left 
destitute  he  could  not  consent  to  tbd 
alIoweni>e  of  so  large  a  revenue  to  the 
dignitaries  of  the  Church.  He  then  ob- 
served* in  answer^  tliat  if  the  boq.  Mem- 
ber was  friendly  to  tbe  eaistence  of  a 
national  Church  his  proposition  was  quite 
inconsistent  with  it,  and  that  if  he  was  to 
destroy  Epi^sopaey  altogether  it  would 
not  answer  his  ofa^ct  of  providing  an 
adequate  incpme  for  tbe  workiog  clergy* 
lie  did  not  know  whether  the  sum  aniici<* 
pated  by  tbe  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
could  be  realised  upon  bis  plan ;  but» 
independent  of  the  ausonnt  it  nigbt  pro** 
duce,  it  WAS  altogether  most  objeoUoo^rfe. 
There. might,  perhaps,  be  asurplus«  and 
that  surplus  might  be  applied  to  moat 
tiseful  purposes,  without  injnry  i»  tb« 
rights  of  any  person.  Su{^se  tbe  whole 
of  the  sum  anticipated  should  be  realised^ 
or  the  half,  or  the  quarter  of  it,  be  would 
say,  apply  it  for  tbe  religious  ioetruQiioB 
of  tbe  d^tiiula  poor.     Tbia  jwaa  Im 
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opinion  as  to  the  most  eligible  mode  of 
application,  and  it  was  the  opinion  of  all 
who  had  given  to  the  subject  the  most 
serious  consideration.  What  was  the 
proposition  of  the  Chancolbr  of  the 
Exchequer?  To  relieve  the  land  from  a 
burthen  to  which  it  had  ever  hitherto  been 
subject,  and  to  absorb  and  annihilate  the 
whole  scarce  of  income  which  might  be 
applied  most  beneficially  to  the  instruction 
of  the  people.  And  for  what  purpose 
make  so  great  a  sacrifice  ?  Why,  to 
remove  a  present  and  merely  temporary 
evil.  Instead  of  applying  it  for  the 
benefit  of  three  millions  of  the  population, 
he  proposed  to  relieve  the  land  from  a 
light  burthen.  Were  he  now  to  give  coun- 
tenance to  such  a  proposition  he  must 
hereafter  reflect  with  pain  that  he  had 
delivered  the  land  of  a  burthen  aeainst 
which  there  was  no  complaint,  and  de- 
prived the  poor  of  the  greatest  blessing 
and  the  greatest  consolation  in  their 
sufferings  —  instruction  in  truth  and  re- 
ligion. With  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir 
Robert  Peel)  he  objected  most  strongly 
to  the  throwing  of  all  Church  property 
into  the  hands  of  a  commission,  to  be 
managed  by  them*  He  objected  to  it 
because  it  went  entirely  to  alter  the  situ- 
ation of  the  Prelates  of  the  Church, 
because  the  consequences  of  it  must  ne- 
cessarily be  to  inroive  them  in  conflicts 
from  week  to  week  with  the  Commissioners. 
The  noble  Lord  (Lord  Howick)  said,  it 
must  be  a  source  of  great  convenience  to 
the  Bishops  to  be  divided,  by  this  means, 
from  secular  cares,  and  to  have  the  duty 
taken  off  their  hands  of  administering,  in 
detail,  their  own  property,  which  could 
not  but  induce  the  idea  of  their  being 
actuated  by  worldly  considerations.  It 
appeared  to  bim  that  the  noble  Lord  in 
this  matter  was  under  a  mistake.  There 
was  a  great  diflereiH»  between  receiving 
fioes  for  the  renewal  of  leases  and  entering 
into  ail  the  details  of  management  which 
appertained  to  the  landed  property  of 
another  kind.  Now,  in  the  first  place, 
the  Bi^ops  themselves  did  not  appear  in 
those  tempoi«l  proceedings  of  receiving 
fines  and  administering  their  landed  pro- 
perty; an  agent  was  employed  for  that 
parpose.  But  how  did  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  and  the  nobie  Lord  pro- 
vide for  the  administration  of  this  property  ? 
Why,  they  proposed  that  the  whole  of  it 
should  be  thrown   into  one  mass,   and 
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And  who  did  the  House  suppose  were  to 
form  part  of  that  Commisaton?  One 
Archbishop  and  two  Bishops.  It  was  said 
to  be  indecorous  that  they  should  now  be 
employed  in  receiving  their  fines,  and  yet 
it  was  proposed  to  involve  them,  as  Com- 
missioners,  in  all  those  worldly  and  petty 
details  which  must  necessarily  fall  on 
those  who  were  to  administer  this  property. 
Thus,  then,  in  addition  to  their  other 
important  duties,  these  prelates  would 
have  this  additional  duty  to  perform.  In 
other  respects  what  must  be  the  conse« 
quence  of  taking  from  the  Bishops  alto- 
gether the  character  of  being  landed  pro- 
prietors ?  The  hon.  Member  who  spoke 
last  said,  there  was  no  stronger  feeling  in 
the  human  heart  than  that  of  resistance 
to  ft  money  payment  on  the  ground  of 
religious  sentiment.  Now,  ap  ly  this 
jprinciple  to  the  present  case.  The 
Dtshops  now  received  their  rents,  as  any 
other  landlord  did,  and  had  therefore  a 
sympathy  with  all  landholders,  and  were 
looked  upon  pretty  much  in  the  same 
light.  But,  make  them  mere  annuitants, 
and  they  would  no  longer  have  any  sym« 
patby  with  land  owners.  They  would  be 
looked  upon  merely  as  persons  to  whom 
the  land  occupiers  had  a  certain  sum  to 
pay  annually.  Suppose  Dissenters  to 
become  the  purchasers  of  any  part  of  this 
property.  He  did  not  know  whether 
or  not  this  was  to  be  permitted  under 
the  plan,  bat,  if  allowed,  what  must  be 
the  situation  of  the  bishop  when  he  called 
upon  the  Dissenters  for  the  payment  of 
his  annuity  ?  If,  as  had  been  said  by  the 
hon.  Member,  there  was  no  stronger 
feeling  Uian  that  of  resistance  to  a  money 
payment,  on  the  ground  of  religious 
opinions,  he  wonld  ask  the  hon.  Member 
when  the  bishop  became  an  annuitant  on 
the  purchased  estate  whether  the  Dts« 
senter  would  not  have  the  eame  objection 
to  pay  the  annuity  as  he  had  now  to  pay 
the  church-rate.  There  were  no  doubt 
some  Dissenters  who  might  not  feel  dm 
as  a  hardthip.  Bat  take  thoee  Dissenters, 
who,  even  in  the  present  day,  did  not 
dider  very  vide^  in  sentiment  and  m 
hostility  to  the  Chnich  from  those  of  na 
earlier  period,  who  heaped  opon  tbe  iiie-. 
racehy  of  the  Church  all  the  oppcobwons 
names  tbey  could  collect,  wonld  they  not 
have  the  same  scruples  to  pay  this  an- 
nuity, and  make  the  same  objections  and 
difficulties  as  their  anoestors  did,  or  as 
were  now  nade  to  the  payiMnt  <^f  oiMfoli- 
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rates?  The  proposed  course  of  dealing 
with  property  was  quite  tinprecedented. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  indeed, 
in  the  way  of  precedent,  called  their 
attention  to  the  arrangement  of  1794  with 
respect  to  Crown  property.  There  were 
grreat  and  manifest  differences  between 
that  case  and  this.  The  diflerence  was^ 
that  the  Crown  then  demanded  the  ar. 
rangement  entered  into.  It  was  done 
with  the  consent  of  the  Crown.  Was  that 
the  case  here?  The  analogy  entirely 
failed.  But  there  was  yet  a  more  im- 
portant consideration.  Was  it  for  the 
public  benefit  that  the  arrangement  with 
respect  to  the  Crown  lands  took  place  in 
1794?  No;  it  was  solely  for  the  future 
beneBt  of  the  Crown.  Was  there,  then, 
the  least  resemblance  between  the  two 
propositions  ?  The  Crown  lands  were  not 
to  be  sold-— they  were  to  remain  for  ever 
to  maintain  the  regal  dignity  of  the 
Sovereign  of  this  country.  The  arrange- 
ment was  made  with  a  view  to  future  im- 
provement, to  an  increase  of  income,  and 
not  to  destruction.  Was  there  in  that 
arrangement  any  power  given  to  the 
lessees  of  the  Crown  to  purchase  the  pro- 
perty at  a  fixed  rate  ?  It  was  then  not 
judged  right,  or  safe,  or  just,  to  dispose 
finally  of  a  property  whicn  had  been  set 
apart  by  the  people  of  this  country  to 
support  the  dignity  of  the  Crown.  That 
was  a  principle  of  the  soundest  policy  and 
of  the  most  perfect  justice.  But  by  de- 
priving the  Church  of  her  due  rights  they 
were,  by  this  measure,  when  the .  great 
increase  of  population  should  make  it 
necessary  that  she  should  possess  a  greater 
income,  depriving  her  of  the  means  of 
obtaining  that  increase,  and,  by  taking 
away  from  her  the  claim  of  250,000/. 
which  she  had  upon  the  taxation  of  the 
country,  at  the  same  time  depriving  her  of 
a  just  mode  of  provision  for  the  future 
population,  which  would  be  lef^  to  an 
anstable  and  precarious  support.  There 
were  no  analogous  cases  on  the  authority 
of  which  the  measure  could  be  defended. 
The  right  hoo.  gentleman,  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  said  much  of  the 
great  exercise  of  liberality  with  respect  to 
building  places  of  worship  which  was 
daily  exhibited  on  the  part  both  of  the 
laity  and  clergy  of  the  country.  No  one 
in  tnat  House  was  more  sensible  than  he 
was  of  that  liberality  ;  but  easy  as  it  might 
appear  to  leave  the  provision  of  the  funds 
peceiMury  to  build  those  places  of  worship 


to  the  liberality  of  individuals — easy  as  it 
might  be  in  the  midst  of  a  religious  and 
liberal  population  to  raise  those  funds — 
easy  as  it  might  be  to  buHd  those  neces- 
sary places  of  worship— who,  he  would 
ask,  was  to  endow  them  when  built  ?  If 
they  were  to  resort  to  the  means  of  pew 
rents  they  would  be  taking  away  the 
birthright  of  the  poor,  and  excluding  those 
persons  from  all  the  benefits  of  religious 
worship  and  instruction  who  were  unable 
to  pay  for  it.  But  as  they  were  debarred 
from  taking  this  and  several  other  courses, 
if  they  resorted  to  an  interference  with 
the  lessees  of  Church  lands,  and  by  a 
proper  administration  of  those  leases,  pro- 
vided a  more  favourable  income,  then  that 
income,  as  well  as  any  other,  which  might 
be  derived  through  the  property  of  the 
Church  itself,  ought  to  be  applied  to  pur- 
poses of  a  more  important  description. 
He  (Mr.  Goulburn),  for  one,  could  not 
dare,  in  the  view  which  he  took  of  the 
case,  to  advance  this  first  step  towards 
the  dissociation  of  the  Government  of  the 
country  from  the  national  Church.  He, 
for  one,  believed  that  it  was  the  duty  of 
every  man — that  it  was  more  especially 
the  duty  of  the  rulers  of  the  State — to 
provide  the  Established  Church  with  an 
adequate  supply  of  religious  instructors  in 
every  quarter  of  the  land,  and  to  see  that 
the  poor  enjoyed  that  which  was  the 
birthright  of  Englishmen,  the  privilege  of 
attending  their  parish  church  free  from 
any  expense  whatever.  If  they  passed 
the  present  measure  they  would  take  the 
first  step  to  separate  the  religion  of  this 
country  from  the  Government.  That  was 
his  feeling  with  regard  to  the  measure, 
and  he  was  convinced  it  was  one  which 
would  entail  both  on  the  Church  and 
the  State  the  most  inconvenient  conse- 
quences. With  that  feeling  strong  at  his 
heart,  he  would  implore  them,  in  the 
words  of  one  who  had  spoken  upwards  of 
two  hundred  years  ago,  on  the  value  of  a 
religious  establishment  in  connexion  with 
the  nation  to  set  an  example  to  the  world 
how  highly  they  valued,  and  how  steadily 
they  would  maintain,  that  union  of  religion 
and  government  which  had  supported 
them  and  their  fathers  before  them  in 
peace,  in  plenty,  in  tranquillity,  in  pros- 
perity, and  in  honour,  in  spite  of  all  the 
machinations  of  their  enemles<—  and,  above 
all,  to  take  care  by  their  own  example  not 
to  do  that  which  their  enemies,  with  all 

their  machioationsi  have  failed  ia  doing. 
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Dr.  Lushington  was  understood  to  say, 
tliat  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  had  been 
fruitful  in  objections,  but  not  one  of 
them  appeared  to  be  disposed,  or  able,  to 
point  out  any  practical  means  by  which 
the  existing  evil  could  be  removed  if  the 
present  plan  were  not  adopted.  It  had 
been  the  almost  universal  opinion  of  the 
House,  that  the  evil  of  the  existing  system 
was  great,  it  was  daily  and  hourly  increasing, 
and  it  already  prevailed  to  such  an  extent 
that  some  remedy  must  be  applied  to  it. 
He  had  hoped  that  the  arguments  which 
were  used  in  1834,  by  some  of  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  had  produced  so 
deep  an  impression  on  the  House  that  it 
was  scarcely  necessary  for  him  to  attempt 
to  prove  the  proposition  to  which  those 
hon.  Gentlemen  had  addressed  them- 
selves. The  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for 
North  Lancashire,  illustrated  in  that  year, 
in  the  strongest  terms,  the  mischief  to  which 
the  country  was  then  subject,  and  called 
on  the  House,  for  the  protection  of  the 
interests  of  religion,  for  the  safety  of  the 
Established  Church  itself,  and  for  the 
avoidance  of  inconceivable  evils,  to  adopt 
some  remedy  to  stay  the  torrent  which 
was  then  overwhelming  them.  That  ap- 
peal of  the  noble  Lord  did  not  appear  to 
have  had  its  effect  either  on  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  or  on  any  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  sat  around  him.  He  admitted  that 
church-rates  had  existed  for  centuries 
past ;  but  they  ought  to  consider  what 
they  originally  were,  and  what  had  been 
their  consequences  from  time  to  time. 
Formerly  they  were  a  tax,  not  in  respect 
of  land  only,  but  on  all  the  property  the 
individual  possessed.  There  were  still 
one  or  two  places  in  which  they  were 
assessed,  not  merely  on  real  property,  but 
on  the  stock  in  trade — on  goods  and 
chattels.  They  had  the  same  Origin  as 
mortuaries  which  in  some  parts  of  the 
country  now  existed.  In  the  reign  of 
William  3rd  the  contest  had  its  com- 
mencement, but  the  main  body  of  the 
people  continued  to  pay  the  tax.  Since 
that  period  the  Dissenters  had  increased 
with  astonishing  rapidity :  they  had  in- 
creased in  numbers,  in  respectability,  in 
intelligence,  in  education.  Their  ministers 
were  now  able  to  compete  with  those  of 
any  church  in  the  world.  What  was  the 
consequence  ?  Let  the  House  contemplate 
the  difficulties  which  had  arisen.  First 
came  the  question  whether  the  vestries 
had  the  right  to  refuse  the  rate  altogether ; 


and  this  was  followed  by  many  others  of  a 
vexatious  description,  and  most  fruitful  in 
matter  of  contention.  Many  who  belong- 
ed to  the  Church  objected  to  the  expenses 
gone  to  on  account  of  the  new  churches, 
and  joined  the  Dissenters  in  their  efforts 
to  get  rid  of  the  rate.  They  had  their 
meetings  of  vestries,  with  the  clergyman 
in  the  chair,  and  one  party  arranged  on  one 
side,  and  the  other  party  on  the  other  side : 
violence  of  language  ensued,  the  passions 
became  excited,  and  the  whole  scene  was 
one  of  agitation,  confusion,  and  exasperation 
That  was  not  the  end  of  it.  Suppose  the 
rate  to  be  made,  if  a  man  refused  and 
were  compelled  to  pay  it,  he  was  pro- 
claimed a  martyr,  and  received  honour 
from  the  whole  town.  Such  was  the  pre- 
sent state  of  affairs,  and  would  any  man 
tell  him  that  it  did  not  require  a  remedy, 
and  a  prompt  one  ?  Or  would  any  man 
tell  him  that  the  Church  itself  was  safe 
amidst  this  conflict  ?  By  the  common  law 
of  the  land  not  a  single  shilling  could  be 
borrowed  on  the  account  of  the  Church- 
rates.  How  would  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site get  rid  of  the  evil  ?  What  remedy 
would  they  propose  ?  Would  they  give 
the  power  to  Justices  of  the  Peace  in 
Petty  Sessions  or  to  church-wardens  to 
impose  the  rates;  and  did  they  imagine 
that  they  could  carry  a  measure  having 
that  operation  ?  Or  would  they  saddle 
the  amount  on  the  Consolidated  Fund — 
would  they  have  the  State  to  take  on 
itself  the  250,000/.  ?  That  was  the  sub- 
stance of  the  measure  proposed  by  Earl 
Spencer.  He  was  of  opinion,  and  he  told 
his  noble  Friend  so,  that  he  never  would 
succeed  in  carrying  the  adoption  of  that 
proposition,  and  he  would  tell  the  House 
why  he  thought  it  impossible.  Tlie  effect 
of  it  would  have  been  to  violate  the  reli* 
gious  scruples  of  two  millions  of  his  Ma- 
jesty*s  subjects.  )t  might  be  asked,  why 
should  they  entertain  religious  scruples  on 
the  subject  ?  He  would  reply  to  such  a 
question  by  saying,  that  he  never  under- 
took to  decide  on  any  man's  religious  scru- 
ples. On  all  matters  of  religion  a  man 
must  decide  for  himself — no  other  man  had 
a  right  to  decide  for  him.  According  to 
his  principles  the  scruple  was  unfounded. 
He  went  much  further ;  it  was  no  violation 
of  his  conscience  not  merely  to  contribute 
towards  an  Established  Church,  but  to 
any  other  Christian  sect  in  a  Christian 
state.  He  felt,  however,  that  he  had  no 
right  to  impose  his  opinions  on  another.  If 
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dity  hftd  DMMd  die  mauure,  charging 
the   GhurcliHratM  on    the    Consolideted 
Fund,  they  would  have  had  petitions  from 
year  to  year  againtt  the  new  aystem  ;  they 
would  only  have  smothered  the  flame  ; 
there  would  have  been  the  same  dissatis- 
faction,   and  they  would  have  the  same 
courie  to  tread  over  again.     He  differed 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppposite 
as  to  the  propriety  of  the  right  rev.  Pre- 
late's time  being  taken  up  by  the  manage- 
ment of  this  revenue  in  which  they  had  only 
a  limited  and  temporary  interest.     He  de« 
precated  their  being  made  the  stewards  for 
others.    He  came  now  to  consider  a  ques- 
tluQ  which  was  well  worthy  of  the  atten- 
tion of  the  friends  of  the  Church ;  namely^ 
the  balaaee  of  evil  and  good,  which,  eon. 
•idering  tlie  whole  case  of  the  Church  at 
the  present  moment,  might  be  effected  by 
appropriating  in  the  way  now  proposed  the 
surplus  which    they    believed   might  be 
brought  into  existence  by  the  scheme  of 
managemtnt  proposed  by  the  right  hon. 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Kzcheauer.      In 
eoniidering  this  question,  and  in  taking 
under  notice  the  statements  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  opposite^  let  them  not  shut 
their  eyes  to  the  past,  whilst  they  looked 
to  the  future.    Casting  a  glance  over  the 
events  which  had  passed  within  his  own 
knowledge  during  the  last  thirty  years,  he 
was  bound  to  state  his  belief  that  if  these 
funds  were  not  applied  in  the  way  pro- 
posed, the  evils  now  complained  of  would 
remain  in  existence,  and  the  balance  be 
turned  against  the  best  interests  of  the 
Church.     He  never  knew  an  instance  in 
which  a  Church,  which  was  not  the  Church 
of  the  majority  of  the  people,  was  not 
eventually  worsted  in  the  contests  to  which 
it  gave  rise.    He  recollected  the  "  No 
Popery'^  crv,*<-that  brutish  cry,    as  an 
hen.   Friend  denominated  it,  and  which 
was   urged  on  by  those  very  men  who 
in  their  hearts  were  in  favour  of  eman- 
cipation.    The  Church    was  then  made 
the  ground  on  which  to  oppose  the  views 
and  wishes  of  the  majority  of  the  people, 
and  what  had  been  gained  by  it  f    The 
Church  of  England  ought    to  be  a  na- 
tional Church,  it  ought  to  strive  to  gather 
around  it  the  hearts  and   respect  of  the 
people;  the  fact,  however,  was  notorious 
that  It  had  too  long  lived  in  the  smiles  of 
the  rich  and  landed  gentry,  whilst  it  had 
been   dsily    losing  ground    amongst  the 
middle  classes  of  society.     Whilst  it  re- 
tained the  nobility  of  the  hind  in  its  ranks 


it  was  satisfied ;  let  it  lake  oare  that  even 
these  did  not  drop  off  from  it  by  degrees. 
Years  ago  Dissenters  were  rarely  met  with 
in  the  upper  ranks  of  society ;  to  be  a 
Dissenter  was  considered  a  disqualification 
in  almost  every  calling  and  walk  of  life; 
in  1809  there  were  only  two  Dissenters  in 
that  House ;  now  let  hon.  Members  look 
around,  and  see  the  number  and  respecta- 
bility of  those  who  conscientiously  dis- 
sented from  the  doctrines  of  the  Church. 
He  was  of  opinion,  as  he  before  said,  that 
the  Church  stood  by  the  will  of  the  ma- 
jority )  when  the  majority  was  in  its  fa- 
vour it  reigned  paramount,    but  as  the 
minority  who  were  against  it  began  to 
increase  in  number,  so  it  must  decline  in 
power,    and  if  it  did  not  give    way    to 
their   wishes  would  run   a  risk  of  being 
overturned.    The  Church  of  England  was 
like  a  besieged  city;  whilst  its  garrison 
was  staunch  and  strong  it  might  defy  the 
enemy,  but  eventually,  as  the  number  of 
its  assailants  increased,  and  the  courage 
and  unanimity  of  Its  defenders  began  to 
flag,  It  must  be  subverted.    He  repeated 
the  opinion,  that  unless  the  abuses  of  the 
Church  were  remedied,  it  must  be  under- 
mined and  would  fall.     It  could  not  with 
security  for  any  great  length  of  time,  place 
itself  in  opposition    to   the    wishes  and 
opinions  of  the  great  majority  of  the  in- 
tellectual inhabitants  of  the  country.  The 
Church   of  England  would  only  gather 
strength   by  divesting  itself  of  alt  those 
matters  which  placed  it  in  an  adverse  po- 
sition to  the  people.    He  rejoiced  in  the 
Tithe  Commutation  Act ;  it  would  prove 
of  eisential  service  to  the  Church,  by  en* 
abling  its  Members  to  stand  aloof  from 
unseemly  controversies  on  one  side  or  the 
other ;  enjoying  their  just  rights  and  lavge 
incomes,  and  performing   their  religioas 
duties  Uf  their  flocks.    To  this  (he  mem- 
bers of  the  Church  would  do  well  to  con- 
fine themselves,  and  avoid  meddling  in 
matters  to  which  their  duties  did  not  call 
them,    and  which    could    not    promote 
their  interests  or  respectability.     Particu- 
larly he  would    deprecate    inflammatory 
harangues  by  prelates  at  visitations,  and 
the  disgraceful  indecorum  with  which  this 
very  subject  was  mentioned  elsewhere,  as 
calculated  above  all  things  not  to  concili- 
ate the  people  of  this  country  in  favour  of 
the  Church,  but  to  call  down  their  acorn 
for  the  ill-advised  leader^  of  a  species  of 
warfare-^for  such    he    must  call   it — in 
which  the  objects  of  Christianity  and  the 
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l^ioctp]«8  of  ChfiatiiaUy  wtre  eut  asida. 
Ltt  tM  beii  frLsndt  of  the  Church  com- 
pare di«  existing  evils  with  the  edvftfiUgee 
which  were  promised  from  a  more  prudent 
admiQistrBtioii  of  the  funds  of  the  Church, 
and  he  was  certain  that  however  desirous 
they  might  feel  of  extending  the  ram*fica* 
tions  of  the  Church's  power,  they  would 
see  reasons  sufficient  to  induce  them  to 
support  this  measure.  He  should  support 
it  hecause  he  saw  no  other  remedy  for  the 
existing  evils,  and  because  he  thought  that, 
whilst  it  remedied  those  evils,  it  would 
tend  to  strengthen  the  Established 
Church,  and  promote  the  great  objects 
to  accomplish  which  it  was  founded  and 
preserved. 

The  House  resumed ;  and  the  Commit- 
tee was  onlered  to  sit  again  on  the  follow- 
ing day. 
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iffvprpib]    IMU».    Mmi  s  ant  iimf  t.«rTrii4  l»y  4wtf 

PMStkmi  prccented.    By  U10  Bishop  of  JUxm^nmn.  fh>tq  s 
PmMi  io  Kflat,  ^limt  Um  AboUdoa  of  ChittciMttM..,4ly 

IfOr^  KK«VQJf,  li«P9«9AI'fltWBASI«44fV0i(>ipliliI)Opf 

of  htncohiSf  HtfOH,  aocpssTKii,  t|ie  KarU  of  Ri»ok, 
BuArruMVur,  Uie  MarqtuM  of  Hbbbvoro,  Visoouot 
Straitsvoro,  and  tho  Dulu  of  VfrnLuwrntoK,  ftom  auay 
pUVMi  vMhK  Uia  Abolition  of  Chur«li^>ntai,~By  th« 
Puke  of  Wft|.MiroTo^,  from  ffewcastlo-upon-Tyn?!  for 
tbe  Amepdmait  <^  Municipal  Corporadoof  (England)  Bill. 
—By  Loid  BaoucHAU.  Oom  Leeds,  to  the  Mine  eAet( 
•r4  from  €^M>  9at  the  Abolltfoo  of  TUhes,  and  for 
Amendracnt  Pf  Munidpiil  (k)rporatioiii  (IipUmd).~By 
I^oid  TuYNHAir,  ttqm  Armagh,  for  the  Abolition  of 
Tithe*  and  Vote  by  BaJloL-^By  Lord  Bbooobam,  from 
Dund«lk«  fw  ^ftu^  Debt*  (l^eolUMd)  pill, 

Cnuacff-RATE9.]  A  number  of  peti- 
tions having  been  presented  on  the  sub- 
ject of  Church-ratasi 

Lord  BfougHm  said»  that  ba  wished 
that  soma  means  could  ba  davisedp  by 
CommiUee  or  otherwise*  to  ascartain  tba 
number  of  petitionsi  and  tha  number  of 
parsons  by  whom  they  wera  signed*  which 
nad  been  presented  fur  and  against  the 
abolition  of  Chureh-rates,  as  bad  bean 
done  when  the  Reform  Bill  was  before 
the  House.  The  petitions  might  be  re* 
reABrred  to  the  proper  authorities,  who 
could  report  the  numbers  to  the  House 
In  respect  to  the  number  of  petitions,  he 
had  no  hesitation  In  saying,  that  more  pe- 
titions had  been  presented  against  the 
abolition  than  for  it :  but  it  was  material 
that  they  shonid  know  the  number  of 
signatures  also. — [I^rd  Lyndkursl :  And 
the  amount  of  rates.]  It  would  be  very 
easy  to  have  a  Report  furnished  of  the 


number  of  petitions  and  atgnaturaa  i  b«it  it 
would  be  impossible  to  aaoartain  tha 
amount  of  rates  paid.  Ha  believed  that , 
the  petitions  against  the  abolition,  were 
three  or  four  times  mora  numerous  than 
those  in  favour  of  it;  but  he  was  certain 
that  the  signatures  in  favour  of  abolition 
were  fifteen  or  twenty  times  the  ouasber 
of  those  who  had  petitioned  against  the 
abolition  of  the  rate. 

The  Bishop  of  Her$/ord  said,  tha  dif- 
ference existed  in  the  nature  of  the  petitions 
presented  for  and  against  the  abolition  of 
Church-rates— namely,  that  while  most 
of  the  petitions  presented  in  favour  of  the 
abolition,  came  from  separate  eongresa* 
tions,  five  or  six  congregations  bemg 
frequently  In  one  town,  those  presented 
against  the  abolition  wera  from  separata 
townsrvillages,  and  counties. 

Lord  Brougham  said,  the  observation  of 
the  right  rev.  Prelate,  was  rather  a  con** 
firtnation  than  a  contradiction  of  his  state* 
mapt :  and  he  was  sum  that  the  number 
of  signatures  in  ftivoor  of  abolition  was 
much  greater  than  tba  number  that  disap- 
proved of  it.  [Lord  Lyndhurst-^No.] 
There  would  be  very  little  difficulty  in 
making  the  enumeration,  and  ha  would 
merely  mention  one  instance  in  support 
of  his  statement^«-it  wss,  that  a  petition 
had  lieen  presented  from  Birmingliam 
alone  in  favour  of  the  abolition,  signed  by 
19,000  persons. 

Petitions  laid  on  tlie  table. 

The  Marquess  of  Lamdawne  presented 
a  petition  from  the  parish  of  Westbury,  in 
South  Wiltshire,  for  the  abolition  of 
Churchrrates.  The  majority  of  signatures 
were  those  of  rate- payers,  and  tha  oir* 
Gumstances  connected  with  the  petition 
proved  that  the  Church,  under  the  pre- 
sent  laws,  was  not  in  that  state  of  aeca- 
rily  which  he  wished  to  sea  established, 
and  which  some  noble  Lords  assumed,  did 
exist  at  this  moment.  He  denied  that 
such  was  the  fact,  and  he  would  say 
further,  that  he  would  never  consent  to 
any  Bill  that  might  be  sent  up  to  their 
Lordships,  unless  it  was  calculated  to 
place  the  Church  on  a  more  secure  foun- 
dation than  it  now  rested  on.  There  was 
an  illustration  of  its  present  insecure  situ- 
ation in  the  statement  of  the  petitioners, 
which  was,  that  they  had  for  aeven  years 
iiuccessfully  resisted  the  payment  of  rates 
for  the  maintenance  of  tne  Church.  Ha 
would  not  say  whether  they  had  aoted 
properly  or  improperly,  judiciously  or  in- 
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jndictously,  in  resistiDg  the  payment,  bnt 
he  considered  it  to  be  his  duty  to  call 
the  attention  of  their  Lordships  to  this 
fact,  which  proved  in  this  one  parish  (and 
the  case  was  similar  in  many  others),  that 
where  there  was  any  disinclination  on  the 
part  of  the  rate-payers  to  maintain  the 
Church,  it  need  not  be  maintained  by 
them;  and  it  was,  therefore,  a  delusion 
to  suppose  that  there  existed  under  the 
present  law  that  security  for  the  mainte- 
nance of  the  Church  which  ought  to  exist 
in  every  parish  in  the  country.  It  was 
further  stated  in  the  petition  that  these 
circumstances  had  engendered  party  feel- 
ings in  the  parish :  and  it  was  to  put  an 
end  to  contentions  arising  from  such  a 
source  that  he  desired  that  some  means 
should  be  adopted  to  effect  that  purpose. 
He  would  not,  however,  consent  to  any 
measure  that  would  not  secure  the  main- 
tenance of  the  Churches  in  every  parish  in 
the  kingdom. 

The  Bishop  of  Exeter  presented  a  pe- 
tition from  Chorley,  in  the  county  of 
Devon,  praying,  that  if  their  Lordships' 
sanctioned  any  alteration  in  the  state  of 
the  law  respecting  Church-rates,  they 
WQuld  take  care  that  due  provision  was 
made  for  the  maintenance  of  the  Church. 
This  petition  was  signed  by  very  few  land- 
holders, but  the  poor  labourers  residing 
in  the  parish  unanimously  approved  of  it. 
A  gentleman  of  large  property  in  the 
neighbourhood,  the  heir  to  an  Earldom, 
and  who  was  likely  to  be  one  of  the  most 
opulent  men  in  the  kingdom,  if  he  sur- 
vived the  present  possessor,  had  endea- 
voured to  induce  an  individual  to  petition 
against  Church-rates,  and  he  was  sorry  to 
say  he  had  in  some  degree  succeeded ; 
but  the  clergymen  of  the  parish  had  ap- 
pealed to  the  labourers,  and  they  all  sup- 
ported the  present  petition. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  March  14, 1837. 

Mriftma.]    Bilb.    Read  a  fint  Ume :— Tnuufer  of  Aids. 

PeUtioni  preHntod.  By  wvenl  Hon.  Msmbbm,  IWrni 
▼arfouf  placet,  for  Out  Abolition  of  Churdi-ratei.— >By 
wTcral  other  Hon.  Mmunmn»,  IWnn  varkMu  other  plaoea, 
ngaiMt  the  propoied  Plan  for  the  Abolition  of  Church- 
iBtes.— By  Sir  R.  VmrAW,  from  Briitol,  against  the 
AboUtkm  of  Church-ntM. 

Cbubcb-Rates — AdjournedDbbate.]] 
The  House  resolved  into  Committee  on 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  resolu- 
tion respecting  Church-rates. 

Sir  mUiam  Folletl  felt  himself  indebted 


to  the  hon.  Members  who  had  just  sat 
down,  for  allowing  him  a  precedence.  In 
the  observations  which  he  should  feel  it 
his  duty  to  make  on  the  important  ques- 
tion which  formed   the  subject  of   the 
night's  discussion,    it  certainly  was   not 
his  intention  to  embark  on  any  observa- 
tions with  reference  to  the  financial  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.   Gentleman  op- 
posite.    He  should  abstain  from  so  doing 
for  two  reasons— firstly,  because  it  was 
quite  impossible  for  him,  indeed  he  be- 
lieved for  any  man,  to  add   anything  to 
the  clear  and  convincing  statements  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend,  which  were  unanswer- 
ed, and  he  believed,  unanswerable  ;  and 
secondly^  because  his  objections  to  these 
resolutions  would  be  equally  strong,  and 
to  his  mind   equally  convincing,  even  if 
the  financial  statements  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, were  as  correct  in  themselves,  and 
as  accurate  in  point  of  detail,  as  he  be- 
lieved them  to  be  incorrect  and  inaccurate. 
His  objections  were  founded  upon  higher 
considerations.  He  objected  to  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer's  plan^  because, 
in  his  judgment,  it  proceeded  on  a  prin- 
ciple, which,  if  pushed  to  the  extreme  to 
which  it  was  capable  of  being  carried, 
wo.uLi  be  dangerous,  if  not  destructive, 
to  those  principles  upon  which  the  na- 
tional established  church  was  founded.  He 
was  well  aware  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
when  he  introduced  the  subject  of  Church- 
rates  to  their  notice  upon  a  former  even- 
ing, had  thought  it  right  to  disclaim  any 
feelinp^  of   hostility  to    the    Established 
Church  of  these  countries,  or  of  sympathy 
with  the  opinions  of  those  who  expressed 
themselves  in  a  mode  which  was  hostile 
to  that  church's  continued  existence.    He 
was  willinfi;  to  confess  that  no  friend  of 
the   Established    Church    could    quarrel 
with  the  sentiments  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  thus  expressed,  any  more 
than  he  could  find  fault  with  the  tone  or 
the  manner  which  the  right  hon.  Grentle- 
nian   had  displayed   upon  that  occasion. 
But  he  must  say,  that,  even  at  the  very 
time  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
making  that  statement,  ignorant   as  he 
then  was  of  the  nature  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer's    plan,  his  fears  had 
been,    in  some  degree,  excited  by  the 
great  anxiety  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman then  displayed  to  conciliate  hon. 
Members  on  that  (the  Opposition)  side  of 
the  House,  and  make  them,  as  he  ex- 
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pressed  it^  converts  to  his  plan.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  been  impressed 
with  a  sincere  conviction  that  his  plan 
was  based  upon  those  principles  which  he 
had  just  before  so  clearly  enunciated^  he 
could  not  see  why  he  should  have  so 
eagerly  sought  to  conciliate  and  make 
converts  of  hon.  Members  on  the  oppo- 
sition side  of  the  House.  Did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  then  suppose  those 
hon.  Members  opposed  to  him  were  so 
bigoted  to  the  present  system  of  col- 
lecting Church-rates,  as  to  oppose  inve- 
terately  the  introduction  of  any  alteration 
whatsoever^  even  though  founded  on 
principles  friendly  to  the  maintenance  of 
the  Established  Church  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  been  a  member  of  the 
Cabinet  of  1 834,  when  the  plan  of  Lord 
Althorp  upon  this  same  subject  was 
brought  forward  [^No!  no  I]  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  at  least  at  that 
period  a  member  of  his  Majesty's  Govern, 
ment.  Let  him  ask  a  question  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  plan  of  Lord 
Althorp  was,  undoubtedly,  a  plan  for  the 
abolition  of  Church-rates— «  plan,  by 
virtue  of  which,  if  it  had  been  carried  into 
effect,  the  present  mode  of  collecting 
Church-rates  would  have  altogether 
ceased.  It  was  a  plan,  by  which  an 
equivalent  for  these  rates  was  to  have 
been  provided  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund,  by  means  of  a  vote  of  Parliament. 
Had  the  right  hon.  Crentleman  experi- 
enced any  opposition  to  that  measure  from 
his  usual  opponents.  Nay,  more,  was 
not  the  right  hon.  Grentleman  supported 
by  Gentlemen  on  the  opposition  side  of 
the  House  against  a  proposition  advanced 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex,  and 
identical  with  that  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  had  now  brought 
forward  ?  The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Middlesex,  had  assured  the  House, 
not  only  that  the  plan  was  his,  but  that 
even  the  very  arguments  adduced  in  this 
instance  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer were  the  same  which  he  (the  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex)  had  fruitlessly 
advanced  in  1834  against  Lord  Althorp^s 
project.  Those  arguments  had  been 
urged  in  vain  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Middlesex  in  1834,  because  they  were 
then  opposed  by  his  Majesty's  Ministers, 
and  because  Ministers  were  supported  by 
hon.  Members  on  the  opposition  side  of 
the  House.  *'  If  all  this  was  as  he  had 
stated  it  to  be,  and  if  U\e  hon.  Gentleman 
(the  Member  for  Middlesex)  had  declared 
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without  equivocation,  that  his  Miyesty'^ 
Ministers  had  become  converts  to  his  view8> 
why  should  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  feel  any  surprise  if  his  opponents 
hesitated  to  become  converts  after  a  si- 
milar fashion — if  they  declined  to  follow 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  into  the 
camp  of  the  Member  for  Middlesex;  a 
camp  which  was  the  common  rendezvous 
of  all  those  who  were  arrayed  against  the 
continuance  of  the  Established  Church  in 
these  countries  ?  An  hon.  Member  had 
said,  that  three  years  had  wrought  a  con- 
version in  the  minds  of  his  Majesty's  Mi- 
nisters— that  three  years  had  made  them 
better  politicians.  He  had  certainly 
thought,  until  he  had  heard  the  speech 
of  the  noble  Lord  (the  Member  for  North- 
umberland), whom  he  regretted  that  he 
did  not  now  see  in  his  place  in  the  House, 
that  the  conversion  of  his  Majesty's  Mt« 
nisters,  dated  from  a  more  recent  period  f 
for  in  the  month  of  June,  1836,  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  had  said,  unless 
he  were  very  much  mistaken,  that  "his 
opinion  remained,  at  that  time  un- 
changed, and  that  he  was  favourable  to 
no  plan  for  effecting  an  arrangement  with 
reference  to  Church-rates,  but  that  of  Lord 
Althorp."  When  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Member  for  Northumberland,  said,  last 
night,  with  reference  to  the  equivalent  for 
Church-rates,  that  a  state  provision  meant, 
in  effect,  a  provision  out  of  the  endow- 
ments of  the  Church,  had  his  noble 
Colleague,  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  been  present,  he  could 
scarcely  have  adopted  that  suggestion; 
for  in  that  House,  when  questions  were 
put  to  that  noble  Lord  by  the  Member 
for  Lancashire  and  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Middlesex,  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Secretary  of  Stafe  for  the  Home  Depart, 
ment,  gave  answers,  which  he  well  re- 
membered. The  noble  Lord  said,  that 
"  he  had  told  the  Dissenters  distinctly, 
that  he  did  not  agree  vrith  them  in  con- 
sidering that  to  be  a  grievance  which  they 
had  put  forward  as  such  j  that  he  had 
told  the  Dissenters  distinctly,  he  would 
not  yield  to  their  complaints;  that  he 
had  told  the  Dissenters  distinctly,  he  never 
would  consent  to  the  introduction  of  an 
alteration  in  the  system  of  Church-rates, 
withoutthe  state  providing  an  equivalent." 
And  the  noble  Lonl  had  further  said, 
upon  the  occasion  referred  to,  that  ''  he 
would  not  give  the  equivalent  which 
was  sought  out  of  the  revenues  of  the 
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Church."  If  the  noble  Lord,  according 
to  the  explao»tion  given  last  night,  by 
his  noble  Colleagucj  the  Secretary  at  War^ 
meant  that  an  equivalent  to  the  Church- 
TaiQj  was  to  come  out  of  the  endowments 
of  the  Church*  and  that  this  was  tanta- 
mount to  A  state  provision--<then,  without 
imputing  to  that  noble  Lord  any  sinister 
intention^  he  must  say,  that  the  country 
at  lar^e,  as  well  as  that  House,  had  been 
misled  by  the  noble  Lortl.  The  impres- 
sion within  and  without  the  House  was, 
that  his  Majesty's  Government  adhered  to 
the  plan  proposed  by  Lord  Althorp  in 
18S4,  and  were  determined  not  to  consent 
to  any  modification  of  Church-rates 
which  was  not  founded  on  the  principle 
of  maintaining  the  sacred  ediiiccs  of  the 
nation  by  a  state  provision*  or  by  a  pro- 
vision supplied  by  rates  imposed  upon 
.the  people  and  property  of  this  country 
without  religious  distinction.  Such  was 
the  prevailing  impression  throughout  the 
country ;  and  was  the  plao>  let  him  ask, 
now  exhibitedi  consistent  with  any  such 
nrinciple  ?  On  the  contrary,  was  it  not 
Dased  on  a  principle  utterly  at  variance 
with  that  which  was  professed?  Before 
he  would  enter  into  any  examination  of 
the  proposed  plan,  he  begged  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  right  hon.  Oenileman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Bxchequer  to  a 
statement  whidi  he  had  made  upon  in. 
troducing  this  measure,  and  to  which  it 
was^erhaps,  not  so  essential  that  he  (Sir 
W.  Follett)  should  now  advert,  after  the 
speech  which  had  been  mode  the  preced- 
ing niffht  by  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend, 
the  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has 
more  than  once,  in  the  course  of  his 
speech,  referred  to  places  where  Church- 
rates  had  not  been  levied,  and  had  con- 
tended that,  by  the  lawtf  of  this  country, 
the  Church-rate  was  not  a  compulsory 
payment*— but  that  it  was  a  mere  privi- 
lege that  the  people  had  of  taxing  them- 
selves or  not,  as  they  pleased.  He  must 
confess,  looking  at  the  general  accuracy  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  considering 
the  high  legal  authorities  to  which  he  had 
access,  he  was  quite  astonished  at  hear> 
ing  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  make  that 
assertion  more  than  once,  especially  as 
he  felt  satisfied  that  upon  this  fallacious 
assertion  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer chiefly  based  the  opposition  to 
taking  the  funds  for  the  repair  and 
maintenance  of  the  Churches  out  of  the 
general  taxation   of   the    country.    His 


noble  Friend,  tlie  Member  for  Liverpool, 
had  distinctly  denied  the  aoouraey  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  statement 
with  reference  to  tlie  voluntary  nature 
of  Church-rates  ;  and  yet  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Secretary  at  War,  rose  from  the  side 
of  the  Attorney-General  and  repeated 
and  adopted  tlie  c/ic^um-^ar^ued  on  it — 
and  contended  that  Church-rates  were 
beyond  all  question,  a  mere  voluntary 
tax,  of  the  amount  of  which  ami  the  ne- 
cessity for  which  the  rate-payers  were  the 
sole  judges  >  He  perfectly  agreed 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  that 
if  this  were  a  true  statement  of  tlie 
law  upon  this  subject,  it  would  afford 
him  a  very  considerable  argument  fn 
favour  of  his  plan  (  but  he  (Sir  VV.  Follett) 
emphatically  said  that  It  was  not  the 
law  of  this  country—that  it  was  not  the 
law,  and  that  it  never  had  been  the  law. 
He  would  assert,  that  by  the  common 
law  of  this  country,  and  he  spoke  in  the 
presence  of  the  law-officers  of  the  Crown, 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets  (who  had  alluded  to  thie  loptc 
in  his  apeeeh  of  (he  previous  evening), 
from  time  immemorial  there  existecl  a 
legal  and  compulsory  obligation  u|K>n 
all  the  holders  of  land  throughout  the 
country,  whetiier  tl\ey  were  resident  or 
non-resident,  to  raise  funds  for  the  repnfr 
and  maintenance  of  the  parish  churches. 
It  was  true  that  at  the  present  moment 
this  ol)ject  was  only  enforced  by  the 
decrees  of  the  Eccleiiastical  Courts*, 
and  that  tiic  mode  of  proceeding  in  those 
Courts  was  dilatory  and  inefficient. 
[//e«rr,  hearQ  But  wero  Gentlemen 
who  cheered  him  aware,  that  the  decrees 
of  these  courts  were  sanetione<l  by  Act 
of  Parllament«--'that,  so  early  as  the 
thirteenth  year  of  ti)e  reign  of  Eilward 
1st,  an  Act  was  passed,  authorissing  these 
Ecclesiastical  Courts  to  take  proceedings 
to  enforce  the  making  of  rates  for  tlic 
repair  of  the  Churches  $  and  that  the 
proceedings  in  tiiose  courts  might  be, 
and  had  been,  put  in  force,  and  that 
if  the  proper  parties  should  apply,  it 
might  again  be  put  in  force,  to  eom- 
pel  the  making  of  this  rate ;  and,  if 
the  existing  rate  were  not  sufficient,  to 
compel  them  to  make  up  the  deAoitncy  ? 
The  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Attomey*Ge- 
neral,  would  probably  tell  him  presently, 
that  a  case  Imd  occurred  in  which  the 
Court  of  King's  l)ench  had  refused  to 
interfere  by  mandamus ;  but  let  it  be 
borne  in  mind  that  this  refusal  was  made^ 
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not  beoaaae  cbe  obligation  to  poy  Church- 
rates,  waa  not  a  legal  and  a  compulsory 
obligation,  but  because  there  was  another 
mode  already  subsisting  for  effecting  its 
recovery  by  proceedings  in  the  Ecclesins- 
ticnl  Court.    Was  not  this  a  very  different^ 
nay,  a  totally  different  proposition  from 
that   which  had  been  laid  down    by  the 
Chancellor  of  theExcbequer?  The  principle 
laid  down  by  him  was,  that  there  existed 
absolutely     no    legal    obligation    which 
rendered  the  payment  of  this  rate  com- 
pulsory. What  bad  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,    the    Member    for    the    Tower 
HamletSy    said  upon  this  subject  in  the 
course  of  his  speech  ?     He   could    not 
deny  that  there  existed  a  legal  obligation 
to  support  the  fabric  of  the  Church— he 
adnaitted  the  legal  obligation  in  its  fullest 
extent  i    but  he   dwelt   upon   the   great 
difficulty  which   existed    under  the   pre- 
sent mode   of   collecting    Church«rates, 
and  the  nopleasant  collisions    to  which 
tiiey  had  given  rise,   which  he  was  quite 
as  wining  to  admit  and  to  regret  as  any 
hon.  Member  could  be.    He  did  not  for  a 
moment  deny  that  the  obserrations    of 
his    hon.  and  learned  Friend  were  quite 
correct,  as  r^;arded  the  present  system  ; 
but  he  did  think  it  somewhat   illogical 
in    the    hon.    Gentleman  to  infer,    that 
because  the  present  system  was  bad,  he 
would  Uierefore  support  the  plan  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  Was  there 
no  mode   of   correcting  the   evils  com- 
plained of,  but  the  adoption  of  the  right 
hon.    Gentleman's   plan }    If   the  hon. 
Member  for  the   Tower  Hamlets  were 
really  of  opinion  that  no  mode  could  be 
devised  of  curing  the  evils    complained 
of,  except  the  plan  proposed  by  the  Chan- 
cellor or  the   Exchequer,    he  was,    like 
Ministers    themselves,    a  recent— a  very 
recent  convert  to  that  system.  If  he  was 
not  very  much  mistaken,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  not  very  long  since  given  a 
strong  opinion  in  favour  of  the  legal  lia- 
bility to  the  payment  of  this  rate ;  for  in 
a  paper,  which  was  signed  by  him  and  a 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  a  Member  of  the 
Government    (he    alluded   to    the    hon. 
Member  for  Kircudbright),  he  found  the 
following  passage;-*-"  We  should  also 
recommend  that  the  payment  of  Church, 
rates  should   be  enforced   by   the  same 
means  which  are  now  applicable  by  law 
to  tlie  Poo» rates;"  and  both  hon.  Mem- 
bers went  on  in  this  document  to  state, 
that  between  these  two  rates  they  could 
«ae  no    distinction;    neither  could   they 


perceive  that  any  inconvenience  was  likely 
to  result  from  the  adoption  of  this  plan. 
Such  was  the  plan  which  had  been  recom- 
mended by  thehon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
and  by  his  Ministerial  colleague.  Whether 
it  was  practicable  or  not,  he  would  not 
venture  to  say;  at  all  events,  it  showed 
what  was  the  opinion  entertained  by  those 
hon.  Members  in  1832.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, the  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets,  had  long  been  a  Member 
of  that  House,  and  he  was  well  ac- 
quainted with  the  feelings  of  that  House, 
and  of  the  country,  when  he  made 
the  declaration  that  the  payment  of 
Church-rates  should  be  enforced  exactly 
as  in  the  case  of  Poor-rates.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  was  in  the  House 
of  Commons  in  1834;  and  he  believed 
that  he  had  then  voted  in  favour  of^  Lord 
Althorp*8  plan.  Did  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  believe,  that  if  the  Bill  of  1834 
had  passed  into  a  law,  they  should  now 
have  heard  any  complaints  upon  the  sub- 
ject of  Church-rates?  His  hon.  Priend 
had,  however,  said,  last  night,  that 
if  Lord  Althorp's  Bill  had  passed,  the 
Dissenters  would  have  been  placed  in  the 
same  position  in  which  they  had  been 
placed  by  the  Test  and  Corporation  Acts, 
and  would  have  sought  for  its  repeal. 
Now,  did  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
mean  to  say«  that  if  Lord  Althorp's  Bill  of 
1834  had  been  carried,  and  the  burden 
of  Church-rates  had  been  cast  upon  the 
Consolidated  Fund,  any  further  com- 
plaint would  now  be  made  upon  the 
subject }  He  knew  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  might  say  this : — that  if  that  Bill 
were  passed,  die  Dissenters  would  be 
virtually  left  in  the  same  position  by  it 
in  which  they  had  been  before^  and  that 
petition  after  petition  would  have  been 
sent  up,  calling  for  the  repeal  of  that 
measure.  But  would  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  aver  so  much  as  this,  that  if  that 
Bill  had  been  carried,  the  Dissenters  would 
have  been  able  .to  raise  a  question  on  it 
equal  in  weight  or  principle,  to  that  on 
the  Test  and  Corporation  Acts.  [Mr. 
Baines :  Hear,  hear  IJ  The  hon.  Member 
for  Leeds  cheered.  Then  he  asked  that 
hon.  Member,  whether  he  thought,  if 
such  a  question  were  to  be  raised  by  the 
Dissenters,  it  would  meet  with  any  sup- 
port throughout  the  country.  He  could 
well  understand,  and  could  sympathise 
also  with  a  conscientious  objection  ;  and 
since  he  had  had  the  honour  of  a  seat 
in  that  House,  he  never  bad,  either  by 
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vote  or  speech^  opposed  the  removal 
of  a  grievance  of  that  description^ 
but  he  had  yet  to  learn  that  the 
Dissenters  could  conscientiously  object 
to  the  Legislature  of  this  country  voting 
a  sum  of  money  from  the  public  funds^ 
for  the  maintenance  of  that  common  rcli- 
gitm  which  they  all  professed.  At  any 
rate,  he  did  not  think  that  those  whose 
consciences  raised  no  objections  to  similar 
grants  to  the  Church  of  Scotland,  or  to 
the  college  of  Mayuooth,  could  make  a 
grievance,  similar  in  magnitude  or  prin- 
ciple to  that  of  the  Test  and  Corpo- 
ration Acts,  out  of  a  grant  of  tliis 
nature  to  support  the  Church  of  the  esta- 
blished religion  of  the  State;  and  he 
was  satisfied,  that  if  such  a  grievance 
v^ere  made  out  by  them,  they  would 
not  meet  that  support  from  the  country 
in  its  advocacy,  which  they  had  met  with 
when  complaining  against  the  Test  and 
Corporation  Acts.  He  must  say,  that  he 
regretted  that  the  Bill  of  1 834,  on  this 
subject,  had  not  been  passed ;  it  would 
have  done  much  good ;  and  at  the  same 
time  he  maintained  that  the  Government 
of  that  day  were  responsible  to  tiie 
country  for  not  having  passed  it.  The 
noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  at  War,  last 
night  excused  the  Government,  on  the 
ground  that  Parliament  was  dissolved 
at  the  close  of  the  year  1834,  and,  there- 
fore, that  they  were  prevented  from 
pursuing  that  measure.  But  why  did 
they  not  pass  it  in  the  Session  of  1834— 
when  there  was  a  majority  of  two  to  one 
in  its  favour  in  that  House ;  and  when  it 
was  well  known  that  it  would  not  be  op- 
posed by  the  party  with  which  he  had  the 
honour  to  act  ?  He  would  now  come  to  an 
examination  of  the  nature  of  the  plan  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  on  this 
subject  In  the  first  place,  it  was  pro- 
posed to  take  away  from  the  Church 
the  benefit  of  certain  funds,  which  had 
from  time  immemorial  been  applicable 
to  the  maintenance  of  its  fabric,  and  to 
which  the  landed  property  of  the  country 
had  at  all  times  been  subjected.  And 
where  was  the  equivalent  proposed  to 
be  given  for  that  which  was  so  to  be 
abstracted,  to  come  from  ?  Was  it  to  be 
made  up  by  the  State,  according  to  the 
emphatic  language  of  the  noble  Home 
Secretary  in  1836?  No;  but  from  a 
different  management  of  the  other  pro- 
perty, which  the  Church  already  pos- 
sessed, and  which,  it  was  thought,  was 
capable  of  yielding  more  than  it  did  at 


present.  In  order  to  arrive  at  this  desired 
result,  the  dignitaries  of  the  Church 
were  to  be  deprived  of  every  con- 
trol or  interest  in  their  lands.  These 
were  to  be  vested  in  Parliamentary  Com- 
missioners, whO;  if  he  understood  the 
plan  rightly,  were  to  come  at  once  into 
possession,  and  so  the  rights  of  the  ex- 
isting, as  well  as  of  all  future  Bishops, 
were  to  be  taken  from  them.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  took  care  to  state  to 
the  House,  that  especial  provision  would 
be  made  to  leave  the  legal  estate  of  the 
Church-lands,  the  same  as  it  was  at  pre- 
sent. For  what  use,  he  should  like  to 
know,  was  this  precaution  taken,  except 
for  this,  that  when  the  Commissioners 
might  find  it  necessary  to  bring  an  ac- 
tion on  the  subject  of  any  of  these 
lands,  they  might  do  so  under  the 
shield  of  the  Bishop's  authority.  This 
Parliamentary  Commission,  be  it  ob- 
served, was  to  consist  of  a  majority  of 
laymen,  some  of  them  with  salaries,  in 
whom  the  whole  property  of  the  Church 
was  to  be  vested,  with  authority  to  ap- 
ply a  certain  quantity  of  the  revenues 
derived  from  it  in  a  way  directed  by 
Parliament.  The  noble  Lord  thought  this 
one  of  the  best  features  of  the  Minis- 
terial measure ;  he  considered  it  a  very 
excellent  thing  to  relieve  the  Bishops  of 
all  their  present  worldly  business  and 
concerns,  from  all  interest  in  every- 
thing but  their  spiritual  duties.  He 
thought  he  had  heard  precisely  the  same 
observations,  and  the  same  arguments 
used  in  that  House  on  a  recent  occasion  ; 
but  then  they  were  arguments  used 
against  the  rieht  of  the  Bishops  to  sit 
in  the  other  House  of  Parliament;  and 
he  knew  not  how  the  noble  Lord  op- 
posite, who  resisted  the  force  of  those 
arguments  on  that  occasion,  could  now 
consent  to  acquiesce  in  them,  as  a  ground 
upon  which  to  strip  the  Bishops  of  those 
lands,  in  the  right  of  the  possession  of 
which  they  held  their  seats  in  the  House 
of  Lords.  He  asked  the  noble  Lord,  whe- 
ther he  thought  it  quite  fair,  that«  ad- 
mitting the  principle  to  be  a  good  one, 
that  Bishops  should  be  freed  from  all 
worldly  concerns^  under  pretence  of  car- 
rying out  such  a  principle  as  that,  the 
whole  conditon  of  the  Church  should  be 
altered  >  Yes,  the  whole  position  of  the 
Church  in  this  country  was^  be  altered 
by  this  measure ;  and  in  proof  of  what  he 
said,  he  came  now  to  a  point  u|>on  which 
he  grounded  his  decided  opposition  to  the 
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Ministerial  plan.     It  was  to  be  provided, 
that  certain    Commissioners  were  to  be 
appointed  by  Parliament  to  hold  all  the 
Church  property,  and  would  be  required 
to  pay  the  sum  of  250,000/.  out  of  its 
revenues^    for    purposes    to   which   no 
part  of  those  revenues  had  hitherto  been 
applied.    Now,  if  it  were  admitted  as  a 
principle,  which  it  would  be  if  this  mea- 
sure were  to  pass,  that  Parliament  had 
the  power  to  direct  the  Commissioners  to 
apply  this  sum  of  250,000/.  per  annum  in 
this  way,  he  wanted  to  know  what  secu- 
rity they  were  to  have  that  they  would  not, 
on  some  future  occasion,  direct  the  pay- 
ment of  a  still  further  sum  out  of  the 
revenues  of  the  Church,  to  other  purposes, 
to  which,  like  that  of  Church-rates,  they 
had  never  hitherto  been  liable.     He  did 
not  know  where  the  principle,  if  admitted 
at  all,  would  end  ;  or  to  what  extent  this 
Appropriation    Clause    of    the    English 
Church,  for  such  it  was,  might  not  be 
carried.      If   Members    of   that    House 
were  from  time  to  time  to  see  reason  for 
the  adoption  of  the  precedent  now  pro- 
posed to  them  in  this  measure,  he  really 
did  not  know  to   what  extent   it  might 
not  be    applied,    until,    by  its   repeated 
exercise,  they  would  strip  the  dignitaries 
of  the  Church  Establishment  of  ail  their 
revenues,  and  leave  them  entirely  at  the 
mercy  of  the  voluntary  principle,  of  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  declared 
himself  the  decided  enemy.    It  was  for  this 
reason  that  he  objected  to  this  measure  j 
and,  whilst  upon  the  point,  he  must  be 
permitted  to  express  the  regret  with  which 
he  had  listened    to   the   speech   of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets  last  night,  when  he  condemned 
the     conduct    of       noble     Prelates    in 
another  House    in    regard    to  this    Bill, 

which  he  designated  as he  would  not 

repeat  that  expression.  If  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  had  used  that  term  in  re- 
ference to  the  Bishops,  he  (Sir  W.  Follett) 
would  not  be  provoked  into  applying  it  to 
the  Grovernment)  but  be  would  ask, 
whether  it  was  right  or  proper  on  the 
part  of  his  Majesty's  Government  to 
come  down  to  the  House  with  a  pro- 
X)Osal  to  alter  the  entire  constitution  of 
the  Church  of  this  country,  to  strip  its 
dignitaries  of  their  rights  and  property, 
and  convert  them  from  the  owners  of 
lands  into  Stipendiaries,  at  the  good-will 
and  pleasure  of  Parliament.  He  would 
ask,  was  it  right,  was  it  proper,  to  come 
down  with  such  a  measure  as  this^  not 


only  without  having  received  any  advice 
from  those  dignitaries  on  the  subject,  but 
actually  without  having  given  them  any 
intimation  of  it  ?  Was  it  extraordinary  that, 
under  circumstances    like    these,    those 
distinguished  individuals  should  take  the 
earliest    opportunity  of  expressing  their 
disapproval  of  this  measure  ?     But  thbre 
was  another  reason  why  the  Bishops  were 
called  upon  to  come  forward  in  this  way 
as  they  had  done.   The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  on  introducing  the  measure^ 
mentioned,    that    amongst    others    who 
were  intended   to  be  nominated  in  this 
Commission  was  the  head  of  the  Church 
Establishment.    Now  he  did  not  mean  to 
impute  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  any 
intention  to  mislead  the   House  or  the 
public,  but  certainly  the  impression  on 
the  minds  of  many  persons  was,  that  he 
would  not  have  mentioned  that  most  Re- 
verend Prelate's  name  in  this  way,  except 
with  his  concurrence  $    and   this   notion 
having  gone  abroad,   it  became,  in  his 
opinion,  the  incumbent  duty  of  those  dis- 
tinguished persons  on  the  bench  of  Bishops 
to  take  the  earliest  opportunity  of  making 
known  to  the  country  their  opposition  to 
the  measure.      He  begged    now  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House    to   another 
point.  When  it  was  proposed  to  abolish 
the   payment  of  Church-rates,  of  course 
it  was    understood  to    be  the    intention 
that  those  payments  should  cease  forth- 
with,   otherwise  it  would    not   be  con- 
sidered such  a  boon  as   was    intended. 
What  was  the  calculation    of  the   right 
hon.  Gentleman,  the    Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  >  He  calculated  that  the  present 
interest  of  the  lessee  was  on  the  average  at 
least  an  interest  of  twenty-four  years  du- 
ration.    Now,  one  of   two  things   must 
necessarily  occur.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, by  his  cheers  on  the  previous  even- 
ing, had  disclaimed  his  intention  of  sell- 
ing the  reversionary  interest;    He  must 
then  let  the  leases  run  out,  and  let  the 
twenty-four  years  expire;  and  if  he  did 
not,    he    (Sir  W.  Follett)   should    like 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  what 
mode  he  proposed  to  find  a  substitute  for 
Church-rates,  unless  it  were  by  the  sale 
of  reversions }  There  was  no  question  that 
he  must  do  it  in  that  way.      Let  him 
also  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  sup- 
posing that   this  property  was  the  pro- 
perty of  the  state,  and  to  the   rights  of 
wliich  he  had  a  sincere   attachment — let 
him  ask  the  right  hon.   Gentleman,  did 
I  he  think  it  was  a  correct  or  economical 
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way  of  disposing  of  the  property  of  the 
state>  to  sell  it  for  one-half  its  value— 
to  sell  at  a  great  loss,  and  for  the  worst 
of  all  possible  reasons— not  because  they 
were  in  want  of  aaoney-— not  for  the  pur- 
pose of  removing  a  grievance,  but  for  the 
purpose  of  yielding  to  a  cry  which  his  Ma* 
jcsty's  Ministers  themselves  admitted  was 
not  wellfonnded ;  He  was  much  disposed 
to  believe,  after  the  statement  of  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman,  that  the  effect  of  this 
measure  would  be,  as  had  been  sug- 
gested last  night  by  an  hon.  Member 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  notwith- 
standing all  the  statements  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  that  for  many 
years,  at  least  probably  as  long  as  the 
present  race  of  Dissenters  existed,  the 
lixing  of  a  charge  upon  the  Consolidated 
Fund.  Again,  when  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  proposed  that,  because  in  cer- 
tain parishes  debts  had  been  contracted  on 
the  credit  of  Church-rates,  the  debts  so 
contracted  should  be  left  to  remain  a 
burden  upon  the  respective  parishes,  to 
be  paid  by  means  of  a  rate  levied  for 
the  purpose,  he  should  like  to  know  how 
the  grievances  of  the  Dissenters  would 
be  removed  in  this  case.  He  al^vays 
understood  that  the  resistance  to  Church- 
rates  was  one  of  principle,  not  of  amount  $ 
but  if  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
left  a  debt  of  800,000/.  to  be  paid  on 
account  of  Church-rates,  what  Was  that, 
in  fact,  but  continuing  and  recognising 
the  principle  of  the  grievance  of  which 
they  complained  f  No,  No !"  from  Mr. 
Bainesr]  The  hon.  Gentleman  said 
'*  No  I"  He  should  be  very  glad  to  hear 
the  hon.  Gentleman  explain  the  distinc- 
tion which  he  imagined  to  exist  between 
the  payment  of  Church->rates  and  the  pay- 
ment of  a  debt  contracted  on  their  account. 
He  should  wish  to  hear  the  hon.  Member's 
reasons  for  disputing  that  point.  If  there 
existed  a  rdigious  scruple  to  the  payment 
of  a  certain  tax,  he  coukl  not  conceive 
how  the  amount  in  any  possible  way 
affected  that  scruple.  But  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  proposition  these  debts 
were  to  be  char£;ed  upon  the  Poor-rates, 
and  not  the  Church-rates.  Did  the  right 
hon.  Grentleman  know  that  there  was  a 
different  species  of  property  affected  by 
Poor-rates }  Or  had  he  consulted  the  law 
officers  of  the  Crown  on  the  subject? 
Poor-rates  and  Church..rates  were  in  many 
cases  levied  upon  different  property.  In 
many  parishes  property  liable  to  Poor-rates 
wa0  not  liable  to  Cbnrchrates,  and  did  the 


right  hon.  Gentleman  mean  to  transfer  the 
burden  from  one  particular  class  of  per- 
sons to  another  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man could  not  possibly  adopt  this  part  of 
his  plan  without  in  many  places  burden- 
ing persons  with  those  debts,  who  had 
not  been  previously  liable  to  Church- 
rates.  He  would  now  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  what,  in  his  opinion,  was 
a  matter  of  great  importance  connected 
with  this  question  5  but,  however,  not  so 
much  a  matter  of  importance  in  principle, 
as  r^arded  the  Established  Church,  as 
in  the  principles  of  justice  and  fair  deal- 
ing towards  the  lessees  of  Church  pro- 
perty. The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  had  thought 
right,  in  5Up|>ort  of  this  portion  of  his 
plan,  to  appeal  to  the  authority  of  Mr. 
Pitt,  in  the  mode  adopted  by  him  towards 
the  lessees  of  Crown  lands.  First  of  all, 
he  would  remind  the  right  lion.  Gen- 
tleman, that  that  was  no  authority  what- 
ever for  that  part  of  his  plan,  which 
dealt  with  the  sale  of  reversions ;  and 
he  could  not  quote  the  authority  of  Mr. 
Pitt,  as  sanctioning  such  a  waste  in  the 
disposal  of.  Church  property  as  would 
necessarily  take  place  in  the  operation 
of  bis  measure.  In  the  case  of  the  Crown 
lands,  there  had  been  no  sale  of  reversions, 
the  object  of  Mr.  Pitt  and  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day  wos  to  improve  the  pro- 
perty, so  as  to  make  it  of  the  highest  pro- 
ductive value  to  the  Crown,  consistently 
with  the  interest  of  the  existing  lessees.  He 
did  not  conceive,  therefore,  that  that 
formed  a  precedent  for  this  or  any  other 
measure  proposing  the  sale  of  a  reversionary 
interest.  Now  let  tliem  look  at  the  posi- 
tion of  the  lessees  of  Church  property.  It 
was  said,  that  they  had  no  legal  right 
to  com|iel  a  renewal  of  their  terms. 
That  formed  the  whole  foundation  for 
the  present  plan — a  plan  involving  a 
compulsory  enactment  as  regarded  both 
lessors  and  lessees,  to  whom  it  left  no 
choice,  and  against  whom,  if  unwilling, 
it  would  be  acted  upon.  The  princii>le 
of  the  plan  was,  that  lessees  had  no  legal 
right  to  this  property.  But  let  the  House 
examine  if  that  principle  were  a  correct 
one.  It  was  quite  true  that  the  lessees 
could  not  go  into  a  court  of  equity  to  com- 
pel renewals,  but  let  the  House  look  at 
the  position  in  which  they  actually  stood. 
As  against  the  lessors  they  had  no  legal 
right;  but  what  was  their  position  in 
other  respects  ?  This  property  had  been 
handed  down   through  generations  and 


397 


Church^Baies^-^ 


{March  14}  Adjourned  Debaif. 


898 


centuries  to  the  present  ]>o98essors.  It  had 
been  held  so  far  back — nay,  further 
back»  for  the  titles  were  more  easily 
tracetl  than  any  freehold  property.  It 
had  become  the  subjeet  of  fnmily  set* 
(lemcnts»  of  mortgages,  that  would  fetch 
in  the  market  a  price  very  little  inferior 
to  fee-simple  lands^  and  had  been  held  by 
the  families  of  the  present  lessees  for  ceo. 
turies.  Stilly  it  was  asserted,  that  they 
bad  no  legal  right.  But^  bad  they  not  a 
legal  right  against  every  one  but  the  les- 
sors ?Wcll,  would  the  lessors  renew  ?  In  the 
first  place,  the  lessors  always  had  re- 
newed, and  in  the  next,  it  was  his 
interest  to  renew.  He  believed,  indeed 
be  was  quite  sure,  that  none  of  the  dig- 
nitaries of  the  Church  would  incur  the 
risk  of  extracting  such  Bncs  as  would 
prevent  or  throw  obstacles  in  the  way  of 
these  renewals.  But  it  did  not  rest  in 
that  alone.  Did  not  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  know,  that  by  statutes  re- 
stricting leases,  the  lessors  were  unable 
to  go  into  the  market  and  bargain,  that 
the  deans  and  chapters  could  not  grant 
concurrent  leases,  and  that  the  bishops 
could  not  grant  them,  unless,  with  the 
consent  of  the  dean  and  chapters  ?  They 
were  obliged,  therefore,  to  renew  to  the 
existing  lessees,  or  to  let  the  leases  run  out. 
Was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  aware,  that 
they  were  not  a  continual,  but  a  fluctuating 
body,  and  anxious>  if  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman pleased,  to  receive  the  profits  of  the 
property,  for  which  purpose  they  should 
grant  renewals  to  the  lessees.  If  the 
lessee  had  no  legal  right,  had  the  Legts* 
laturc  a  right,  to  interfere  between  lessor 
and  lessee  — to  interfere  ngaint  both  un- 
willingly? Had  they  a  right  to  say  to 
the  lessor,  that  they  would  prevent  him 
from  granting  renewals,  and  to  the  lessfce, 
that  he  should  not  continue  in  possession 
of  this  pro|>erty  ?  Was  there  any  precedent 
for  such  a  course  as  that  ?  He  thought 
not.  The  Crown,  in  the  case  referred  to 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche(|uer,  was 
the  landlord,  having  a  right  to  run  the 
leases  out,  and  intending  to  do  so  for  its 
own  benefit  j  and  the  Crown  had  come  to 
that  Hou9e,  not  for  the  purpose  of  de* 
manding  permission  to  do  that,  but  for 
the  purpose  of  giving  a  beneficial  term  to 
the  lessee,  which  could  not  be  done  with- 
out the  interference  of  the  Legislature. 
But  was  that  the  case  here  ?  Certainly 
not  j  for  here  they  were  acting  both 
against  the  lessor  and  the  lessee,  inter- 
fering between  tbemi    contrary  to  their 


wishes,  and  compelling  them  to  do  some- 
thing, not  for  their  own  benefit,  but  for 
ihe  beneBt  of  somebody  else.  Was  this 
a  proper  interference  with  private  pro^ 
perty  ?  He  did  not  mean  to  say,  that  this 
property  was  always  to  remain  in  the  same 
state.  He  was  perfectly  aware  of  the 
disadvantages  which  arose  in  many  re* 
spects  from  its  present  state;  at  the  sam« 
timcy  he  did  not  think  that  there  would 
bo  any  very  considerable  difficulty  in 
altering  the  tenure  of  that  property  with  due 
attention  to  the  interests  both  of  the  lessor 
and  the  lessee.  Of  this,  however,  he  waa 
quite  sure,  that  they  could  not  do  so  by 
any  general  compulsory  plan.  It  had 
been  asserted  that  the  terms  proposed  by 
the  present  measure,  were  advantageous 
to  the  lessee.  In  that  opinion  he  did  not 
agree,  because,  what  might  be  advanta- 
geous to  the  lessee  in  one  part  of  the 
country,  might  be  disadvantageous  to  him 
in  another.  What  might  answer  very  well 
in  Durham,  might  prove  highly  prejudi- 
cial (o  the  interests  of  the  lessee  in  Devon- 
shire. They,  therefore,  could  not  act 
upon  any  general  plan.  It  was  essential 
to  act  differently  towards  different  lessees, 
and  it  was  equally  essential  that  the  plan 
should  be  a  voluntary  and  not  a  compul- 
sory one.  Was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
aware,  that  there  was  no  property  upon 
which  money  was  so  easily  raised  as  upop 
that  of  Church-leases?  He  knew  that 
this  property  was  considered,  or  at  least 
had  been,  until  discussion  had  arisen  upon 
it,  less  liable  to  objection  Uian  many 
freehold  estates.  It  could  not  be  denied, 
that  money  to  a  considerable  amount  had 
been  raised  on,  and  mortgage  made  and 
mixed  up  with,  this  property.  But  the 
course  proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
would  destroy  tliese  securities,  inasmuch 
as  it  would  prevent  the  renewal  of  the 
terms  under  which  they  had  been  given 
and  were  held.  The  mortgagors  had  no 
interest,  ami  would  not  porchase  upon 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  terms ;  and  the 
mortgagee  had  no  interest,  even  allowing 
that  he  wished  to  purchase.  Did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  then  mean  to  grant  com- 
pensation in  such  cases,  and  to  pay  off 
the  mortgages  ?  He  could  no!:  take  from 
the  mortgagees  their  security,  without  in 
some  way  indemnifying  them.  What  did 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  mean  to  do  in  a 
case  of  an  ordinary  family  settlement,  one 
party  beiuf  interested  for  lifei  and  aootiier 
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party  interested  after  the  death  of  the  first  ? 
He  would  not  allow  the  renewal  of  the 
leasei  and  what  would  be  the  consequence 
of  that?  Why,  the  lease  would  run  out, 
the  tenant  for  life  would  have  the  full 
income  out  of  it,  and  those  in  remainder 
nothing,  But  this  property  was  not  only 
settled  by  itself,  but  settled  also  with 
freehold  property.  Parties  had  purchased 
freehold  property,  and  mixed  this  land  up 
with  it.  Were  they  then  to  take  this  land 
from  them,  and  thereby  altogether  destroy 
their  estates?  How  did  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  propose  to  act  with  regard  to 
houses,  and  again  with  regard  to  mines  ? 
The  noble  Secretary  at  War  had  told  them 
that  mines  were  not  included  in  this  plan. 
He  thought  it  would  be  found  that  they 
were.  He  wished  now  to  know  how  it 
was  intended  to  deal  with  them.  It  was 
said  they  were  to  be  given  at  a  certain 
number  of  years*  purchase ;  but  would  it 
be  fair  to  require  the  same  number  of 
years'  purchase  in  the  case  of  every  mine 
— the  value  of  mines  could  not  be  esti- 
mated in  this  general  way — it  must  depend 
on  the  position,  and  on  the  state  of  work- 
ing in  which  the  mine  may  happen  to  be 
^— it  might  be  nearly  worked  out,  or  just 
began  to  be  productive,  and  might  require 
a  large  outlay  of  capital — or  the  capital 
might  have  been  already  expended — with 
all  these  considerations,  with  all  these 
various  descriptions  of  property,  with  all 
the  settlements  and  mortgages  to  which  it 
is  subject,  was  that  House  to  be  told,  that 
it  was  consistent  with  the  eternal  principles 
of  justice  to  disturb  them  and  the  interests 
they  involved,  and  to  strip  the  present 
posessors  of  their  property?  Thus,  the 
position  of  the  lessee  was,  in  his  mind,  a 
decided  objection  to  this  measure,  and  he 
hoped  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  or 
his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  the 
Attorney-General,  who  was  so  well  versed 
in  this  matter,  would  explain  to  the  House 
how,  in  his  judgment,  it  was  consistent 
with  the  principles  of  justice,  and  with 
this  right— he  would  not  call  it  a  legal 
right — but  what  was  in  his  estimation 
tantamount  to  a  legal  right — for  the 
House  to  pass  a  law  altering  the  tenure 
of  the  property  against  the  will  of  the 
parties  interested^  and  for  the  bene- 
fit of  other  persons.  Upon  that  ground, 
if  there  existed  no  other,  would  he  object 
to  this  measure.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said,  that  the  funds  he  was  to  raise 
would  not  come  out  of  the  pockets  of 


either  the  lessor  or  lessee,  but  from  the 
increased  value  of  the  land.  He  believed 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might  benefit 
both  the  lessor  and  lessee  by  an  improve- 
ment in  the  tenures,  but  he  denied  that 
it  could  be  done  by  the  present,  or  by  any 
general  or  compulsory  measure.  With 
regard  to  that  part  of  the  funds  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  expressed  his 
intention  of  raising  out  of  the  rents  for 
pews — if  it  formed  any  part  of  the  plan  to 
extend  to  parishes  in  the  country  a  system 
which  had  only  been  adopted  in  the  metro- 
polis and  large  towns — the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  create  more  dissatisfac- 
tion towards  his  measure  amongst  the 
friends  of  the  Established  Church,  than  he 
could  possibly  give  satisfaction  to  the 
Dissenters.  But  if  these  objections  were  not, 
as  he  thought  them,  fatal  to  the  measure, 
were  there  no  others  ?  Suppose  they 
could  in  justice  and  fairness,  both  to  the 
lessors  and  lessees,  get  this  increased 
income  from  the  lands  of  the  Church, 
were  there  no  claims  more  pressing,  no. 
demands  more  urgent  upon  it,  than  that 
which  they  now  affected  to  settle  ?  After 
the  statement  which  had  been  made  by 
his  right  hon.  Friend,  and  after  the  feeling 
manner  in  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Wey« 
mouth  had  described  the  state  of  a  large 
body  of  the  population,  how  could  those 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  professed  themselves 
strongly  attached  to  the  Established 
Church — how  could  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  who  had  admitted  it  was  the 
incumbent  duty  of  the  State  to  provide  full 
means  of  religious  instruction  for  the 
people,  "  a  duty,"  said  he,  "  higher  and 
more  imperative  than  that  of  providing  for 
the  national  defence,"  how  could  that 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  after  such  an  ad- 
mission, and  in  the  face  of  those  hon. 
Members  and  the  country,  think  of  apply- 
ing any  part  of  the  revenues,  or  possible 
revenues,  of  the  Church,  to  other  than  the 
religious  instruction  of  the  people.  The 
noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  at  War,  had 
told  them,  that  he  was  perfectly  aware  of 
the  pressing  necessity  that  existed  for 
increasing  the  number  of  churches,  and 
attending  to  the  spiritual  wants  of  that 
part  of  the  population  which  belonged 
to  the  Established  Church,  and  the 
noble  Lord  had  said,  that  he  would 
support  his  right  hon.  Friend  in  any 
proposition  by  which  Parliament  should 
be  enabled  to  provide  for  those  neces- 
sities.    Did    the  noble  Lord  seriottsly 
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mean,  that  be  would  advocate  the  resolu- 
tions before  the  House,  upon  the  ground 
that  the  Dissenters  objected  to  any 
application  of  the  general  taxation  of  the 
country  to  the  repair  of  the  fabric  of  the 
church,  and  that  he  could  with  that  feel- 
ing, and  a  belief  that  that  feeling  was  well 
founded,  support  a  grant  by  Parliament 
for  the  erection  of  new  churches,  or  for 
anj  purpose  connected  with  the  supplying 
spiritual  instruction  to  the  people  ?  Was 
not  the  conscientious  objection  or  religious 
scruple  of  the  Dissenter  quite  as  much 
opposed  to  the  erecting  of  new  churches 
out  of  the  general  funds,  as  to  the  repair- 
ing of  the  old  ones  ?  The  hon.  Member  for 
Leeds  assented  to  that  proposition.  In  what, 
then,  did  the  noble  Lord  consider  the  dif- 
ference of  the  case  he  had  put  ?  New 
churches  must  be  built,  clergymen  must 
be  paid,  and  due  provision  made  for  the 
performance  of  religious  ceremonies. 
Where  would  the  noble  Lord  find  Ainds  for 
these  purposes?  Not  in  the  voluntary 
principle^  to  which  he  objected,  and  not  by 
general  taxation,  to  which  the  Dissenters 
were  opposed.  It  was  not  merely  then  the 
resolution,  but  the  effect  of  the  principle 
embodied  in  it,  that  in  his  mind  made 
it  so  objectionable, — a  principle  which 
would  prevent  the  noble  Lord  from  coming 
to  Parliament  and  asking  for,  or  consenting 
to,  any  such  provision  for  the  maintenance 
of  the  EsUblished  Church.  Were  his  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  themselves  a  ware  of  the  ex- 
tent of  the  concessions  they  were  making  ? 
Were  they  aware  that  the  party  for  whose 
benefit  they  were  introducing  this  measure 
was  determined  to  push  it  to  the  full 
extent,  which  meant  nothing  more  nor  less 
than  the  recognition  of  the  voluntary 
principle?  Now,  he  would  say,  that  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord  last  night  was  as 
strong  an  argument  against  these  resolu- 
tions as  any  that  had  been  addressed 
from  the  opposition  side  of  the  House, 
because  the  noble  Lord  had  admitted, 
not  only  the  necessity  and  expediency, 
but  the  right  of  the  State,  to  provide  for 
the  religious  wants  of  the  people.  And 
yet,  with  that  opinion  openly  expressed  on 
the  part  of  the  noble  Lord,  he  asked  that 
House  to  vote  in  favour  of  resolutions 
which  were  founded  upon  a  diametrically 
opposite  principle,  resting  his  support 
entirely  upon  the  objection  which  the  Dis- 
senters had  to  such  application  of  the  funds 
of  the  country.  He  had  now  only  one  other 
point  to  which  be  wished  to  call  the  aUen* 


tion  of  the  House.  The  hon.  Member  for 
the  Tower  Hamlets  had  asked  them,  if 
they  disapproved  of  the  present  system  of 
collecting  Church-rates,  to  vote  for  these 
resolutions,  and  that  any  objections  they 
might  raise  to  the  details  could  be  con* 
sidered  afterwards.  He  willingly  admitted 
to  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  that  he 
did  object  to  the  present  system  of  collect- 
ing  Church-rates,  and  that  he  was  prepared 
to  concur  in  the  alteration  of  that  system ; 
but  be  would  not  vote  for  these  resolutions, 
because  nobody  could  do  so  who  was  not 
disposed  to  adopt  the  voluntary  principle. 
He  did  not  hesitate  to  say  that>the  ques- 
tion rested  upon  that — upon  the  denial  of 
the  right  to  apply  the  general  funds  of  the 
State  to  the  maintenance  of  the  National 
Church.  But  no  one  could  vote  for  it, 
who  was  not  prepared  to  sanction  interfe« 
rence  with  the  lands  and  property  of  the 
prelates  and  dignitaries  of  that  Church. 
No  one  could  vote  for  it  who  was  not 
prepared  also  to  adopt  that  part  of 
the  resolutions  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, which  vested  that  property  in 
the  hands  of  Commissioners,  and  pre- 
vented the  Church  from  ever  ^acquiring 
the  full  value  of  it.  Neither  could 
any  one  vote  for  it  who  was  not  prepared - 
to  sanction  the  principle  of  compulsory 
interference  between  lessors  and  lessees. 
He  objected  to  the  measure  upon  all  these 
grounds ;  but  if  any  hon.  Member  of  that 
House  objected  to  it  upon  any  one  of 
them,  he  could  not  consistently  give  his 
sanction  to  it.  They  had  been  told  by 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  at  War, 
that  the  best  support  the  Established 
Church,  like  every  other  institution  of  the 
country,  could  have,  was  in  the  affections 
of  the  people.  He  was  by  no  means  dis- 
posed to  quarrel  with  that  statement,  for 
he  believed  its  best  support  was  in  the 
affections  of  the  people  ;  nay,  more,  he  was 
quite  satisfied  that  they  who  in  that  House 
stood  forward  to  defend  that  Church  from 
the  danger  with  which  it  was  menaced, 
in  the  adoption  of  these  resolutions, 
even  if  they  should  be  in  a  minority, 
would,  he  was  fully  satisfied,  find  their 
strength  in  the  affections  of  the  people  of 
England.  But  whether  this  question  were 
popular  or  unpopular,  it  involved  conse- 
quences far  too  vital  and  overpowering  for 
any  such  consideration  to  sway  him  in  the 
vote  which  he  should  give,  and  it  was 
because  his  judgment  was  fixed— -that 
the  principle   involved  in  this  measure 
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wai  dangerous — ay,  and  if  pushed  to 
its  full  exteuty  destructive  of  the  Na- 
tional Church  Estttblishroent  of  this  coun* 
try,  that  ha  felt  himself  bound  (o  vote 
a|;ain8t  the  resolutions  of  the  right  hon. 
deiiilemaif* 

The  Attorntip ' General  9Mt  he  should 
vote  for  this  aieasure«  because  he  saw  in 
it  security  and  peace  for  the  Church,  and 
great  benefit  to  the  public.  He  felt 
himself  called  uponi  [after  the  appeal 
which  had  been  made  to  him  by  his  hon* 
and  learned  Friend  the  Men»ber  for  Exeter, 
to  show  to  the  House  why  it  was  that  he 
could  neither  agree  with  his  law  nor  his 
reasoni  It  seemed  to  him  that  his  hon. 
Friend  bad  been  misled  by  the  zeal  he  al* 
ways  displayed  as  an  advocatet  and  was 
blind  to  the  defects  of  the  case  he  had  un- 
dertaken to  support.  He  would  not  yitld 
to  his  hon«  Friend  in  his  affection  for 
the  Established  Church|both  in  Scotland 
and  England.  He  was  affectionately  at* 
tached  to  that  Church,  in  the  bosom  of  which 
he  harl  been  born  and  reared.  He  looked 
with  respect  and  regard  upon  the  interests 
connected  with  it ;  he  believed  it  to  be  of 
great  benefit  to  the  community  at  large  ; 
he  wished  to  see  it  in  the  enjoyment  of  all 
its  rights  and  privileges,  and  his  only  ob- 
ject in  regard  to  it  now  was,  that  these 
should  be  secured,  and  that  its  utility 
should  be  extended*  He  was  not  for 
trusting  to  tho  voluntary  principle,  and  he 
thought  that  that  principle  and  these  re- 
solutions should  by  no  means  be  placed 
upon  the  same  footing.  They  could  not,  in 
his  opinion,  trust  to  the  voluntary  principle 
for  giving  religious  instruction  to  the 
people.  In  great  towns,  and  still  more 
perhaps  in  remote  districts  of  the  country, 
unless  religious  instruction  were  provided 
by  the  State  or  by  endowments,  he  much 
feared  that  ignorance  and  vice  would  pre- 
vail. He  asserted  that  there  ought  to  be 
an  estabUshment,  and  that  for  the  purposes 
of  that  establishment  it  was  indispensably 
necessary  that  a  provision  should  be  made 
for  the  maintenanca  of  the  fabric  of  the 
Church,  and  for  tlie  performance  of  re- 
ligious worship.  The  question  was, 
whether  the  present  mode  of  providing  for 
the  repair  of  Churches  and  for  the  per- 
formance of  religious  worship  was  satis- 
factory and  could  be  continued  ?  In  his 
{tumble  opinion,  it  was  wholly  inefficient, 
and  be  believed  that  a  change  in  the  law 
was  absolutely  necessary.  His  hon.  and 
Warned  Friend  bad  begun  by  taunting  hon*  | 


Members  who  sat  on  (the  Ministerial^  side 
of  the  Hpuse  with  inconsistency ;  but  be. 
thought  it  would  have  been  more  delicate, 
perhaps,  if  his  hon«  Friend  had  just  oast 
a  glance  to  his  right  upon  some  hon. 
Members  who  sat  upon  the  same  licnch 
with  himself,  and  have  considered  whether 
he  were  perfectly  correct  in  having  di- 
rected his  taunt  to  (the  Ministerial)  side  of 
the  House.  He  would  be  glad  to  know 
how  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  North 
Lancashire,  who  had  cheered  so  much  of 
late,  had  maintained  his  consistency  by 
opposing  these  resolutions,  and  if  he  had 
not  altogether  altered  his  opinion  upon  the 
mode  of  jegulating  the  temporalities  of  the 
Church.  There  waa  nothing  short  of  im- 
possibility which  that  noble  Lord  could 
not  effect  in  that  House,  but  to  clear  up 
these  points  he  certainly  would  have  to 
draw  largely  upon  his  ingenuity  and  his 
talent.  His  hon«  and  learued  Friend  had 
said,  that  he  dissented  from  the  law  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  respecting 
the  nature  of  Church-rates.  He  could 
only  say,  that  he  entirely  concurred  in  that 
law,  because  he  believed  it  to  be  the  law  of 
England,  and  he  was  willing  to  stake  any 
character  he  might  have  on  the  rectitude 
of  that  opinion*  He  said,  that  Church- 
rates  were  not  to  be  considered  as  a  charge 
upon  landed  estates.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet,  the  Member  for  Tamworth,  had 
alluded  to  the  case  of  Scotland^  and  was 
correct  in  his  allusion.  The  repair  of 
Churches  and  glebe-houses,  or  mauses,  as 
they  were  called  in  Scotland,  was  charge* 
able  on  the  land.  Land  there  was  held  on 
condition  that  the  Churches  and  glebe- 
houses  should  be  kept  in  repair  out  of  that 
land,  exactly  in  the  way  that  some  lauds 
in  England  were  held  on  the  condition  of 
keeping  certain  bridges  in  repair.  But 
Church-rates  in  England  were  placed  on  a 
dififercnt  footing ;  tliey  were  a  personal 
tax.  It  would  be  neither  instructive  nor 
amusing  to  the  Committee  to  enter  into  an 
investigation  of  the  origin  of  these  Church- 
rates.  Therecould  be  no  doubt  from  theex« 
perience  of  the  ecclesiastical  history  of  the 
country,  that  the  fabrics  of  the  Church 
were  repaired ^nd  bnilt  out  of  tithes.  At 
whattime  the  Church  threw offthatburthea 
on  the  laity  did  not  precisely  appear^  but 
that  it  was  thrown  oflP  could  not  now  be 
questioned,  neither  could  it  nowbequesti* 
oned,  that  the  repair  and  building  of  the 
fabrics  of  the  Church  became  a  personal 
oblig;atioii  on  every  man  aQOordio^  to  hi« 
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ability ;  (hough  the  land  possessed  by  a 
man  tvere  taken  as  one  criterion  of  his 
ability  yet  it  was  not  a  charge  upon  the 
land,  but  a  charge  upon  personal  property. 
The  same  was  the  case  with  regard  to  the 
poor-rates  under  the  provisions  of  the 
statute  43  £li2abeth,  by  which  that  impost 
might  be  levied  either  on  land  or  personal 
estates.  The  latter  plan  however,  had  been 
found  inconvenient,  and  therefore  all 
through  England  the  poor-rates  were  levied 
on  the  lands.  So  also  in  the  same  manner 
were  the  Church-rates^  still,  however,  it  had 
been  decided  so  lately  as  the  year  1824  by 
the  Court  of  Delegates,  the  highest  Eccle- 
siastical tribunal,  that  ships  might  be  rated 
to  the  Church-rates.  Well,  then,  was  it 
just  that  such  a  tax  should  be  now  imposed 
on  those  who  derived  no  benefit  from  the 
Church  it  went  to  maintain  and  support  ? 
In  its  origin  it  was  doubtless  based  on 
equity  and  justice,  because  then  all  men  in 
tilts  country  were  of  the  same  creed,  the 
same  faith,  the  same  religion,  and  it  was 
in  consideration  of  the  benefit  the  rate- 
payer derived  from  the  Church  that  the 
burthen  was  imposed  upon  him.  But  now, 
when  there  were  so  many  different  religious 
persuasions  in  this  country,  it  was  most 
unjust  that  the  Dissenter  should  be  called 
upon  to  contribute  to  maintain  another  re • 
ligion,  when  he  was  put  to  the  expense  of 
erecting  his  own  place  of  worship,  and  of 
paying  his  own  spiritual  pastor.  He  did 
not  agree  in  the  law  laid  down  by  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend,  the  Member  for  Exeter, 
and  on  the  contrary  maintained  that  no 
analogy  existed  between  tithes  and  Church- 
rates— that  tithes  were  a  charge  upon  the 
land,  and  that  Church-rates  were  not* 
From  the  variety  of  religious  persuasions 
which  DOW  existed,  the  Church-rates  had 
become  more  and  more  odions ;  indeed,  in 
some  parts  of  the  country  they  were  held 
to  be  intolerable,  such  were  the  bickerings, 
scandals,  quarrels,  and  litigation  to  which 
their  collection  gave  rise.  As  to  litigation 
on  the  subject  it  was  without  end.  He 
could  name  a  case  in  which  he  had  been 
opposed  by  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Hnntingdon^  where  the  whole 
amount  for  which  the  litigation  was  com* 
menced  was  3/.  or  4/.  Church-rates,  and 
in  that  cause  costs  had  been  incurred  to 
the  amount  of  several  thousand  pounds ; 
and  such  was  the  feeling  now  in  the 
country,  that  if  the  Legislature  did  not  pro- 
vide a  diflerent  fund  out  of  which  to  effect 
llie  building  and  repair  of  Churches^  he 


was  much  afraid  that  ere  long  the  Churched 
would  be  in  ruins.  The  LegisUlure  must 
effect  a  change  in  the  existing  law,  and 
the  only  question  was,  what  that  change 
must  be.  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend, 
the  Member  for  Exeter,  seemed  to  think 
that  the  law  ought  to  be  made  more  strin- 
gent. He  would  sayt  that  if  resistlince  to 
Church-rates  were  made  felony  without 
benefit  of  clergy,  and  if  the  refusal  to  pay 
them  was  made  a  transportable  offenoei 
even  then  the  people  would  not  submit  to 
the  impost,  nor  could  Church-rates  be  col* 
lected.  He  also  denied  the  assertion  of  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  as  to  the  mode  of 
compelling  the  making  a  rate  for  repairs  of 
the  Qiurch.  When  the  rate  had  been  im- 
posed, an  appeal  lay  to  the  Ecclesiastical 
Court,  in  which  a  man  might  be  libelled  for 
non-payment  of  the  Church-rates,  but  there 
was  no  modeof  compelling  a  parish  to  im- 
pose the  rate.  The  Court  of  King's  Bench 
would  laugh  at  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  if  he  asked  that  Court  for  a  man^ 
damns  to  compel  a  parish  to  make  a 
Church-rate  for  repairs  of  a  Church, 
though  it  would  be  granted  to  compel  the 
payment  of  parties  who  had  advanced 
monies  on  the  Church-rates ;  but  he  re- 
peated, that  as  the  law  at  present  stood, 
there  existed  no  mode  whatsoever  by  which 
a  parish  could  be  compelled  to  raise  a  rate 
and  repair  the  Church.  True«  in  the 
olden  time  there  was  a  remedy,  for  the 
Pope  would  have  put  a  parish  under  inter- 
diction if  the  Church  were  not  repaired—-* 
would  have  cut  them  off  from  bell,  book, 
and  candle-— would  not  have  allowed  them 
to  enjoy  the  ministration  of  religion,  the 
dispensation  of  the  sacrament,  or  any 
other  consolation,  so  far  as  the  priest  was 
concerned,  which  Christianity  offered  to 
mankind.  But  now,  in  these  Protestant 
times,  there  was  no  rem cdy-^t here  existed 
no  means^  civil  or  ecclesiastical,  by  which 
the  imposition  of  a  Church-rate  could  be 
effected.  He  challenged  the  hon.  and 
learned  Civilian  opposite  (the  hon.  Mem-* 
her  for  Bassetlaw),  to  point  out  to  him  any 
mode  of  proceeding  which  was  afforded  for 
such  a  purpose.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Civilian  had  said  last  night  that  he  knew 
no  means,  and  there  were  no  means.  What 
was  the  consequence?  a  Church-rate 
could  not  now  be  compelled,  and  ia 
what  manner  could  the  law  best  be 
changed?  It  had  been  thrown  out»the  other 
night,  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Tamwortbi  that  u  distinction  mi^t 
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be  made  between  the  Protestants  and  the 
Dissenters — between  the  town  parishes 
and  the  country  parishes ;  in  other  words, 
that  there  should  be  one  law  for  the  town, 
and  another  law  for  the  country  districts. 
He  admitted  that,  coming  from  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  this  proposition  had  aston* 
ished  him,  for  it  was  clear  that  by  such 
legislation  a  permanent  system  of  evils 
would  be  established.  There  would  be  no 
rule  by  which  to  determine  what  parishes 
should  be  placed  under  the  one  law,  and 
what  parishes  should  be  subjected  to  the 
operation  of  the  other  law.  This  would 
be  a  complicated  piece  of  machinery, 
inapplicable  to  the  purpose  for  which  it 
was  intended,  and  would  not  work.  The 
only  practical  plan  which  had  been  sug- 
gested with  reference  to  this  important 
question  was,  that  proposed  in  1834  by 
Lord  Althorp,  while  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Member  for  North  Lancashire,  was 
still  a  Member  of  the  Cabinet.  What 
share  the  noble  Lord  had  in  the  prepara- 
tion of  that  plan,  it  was  impossible  for 
him  (the  Attorney. General)  to  say ;  at 
that  time  he  had  only  Blled  a  subordinate 
situation  in  the  Government,  and  did  not 
know  the  secrets  of  the  Cabinet.  But  there 
was  in  that  plan  one  provision  of  which 
he  could  not  approve — in  short,  he  thought 
the  Bill  to  which  he  referred  was  the  only 
measure  of  Lord  Althorp's  Government 
which  contained  anything  like  "  thimble- 
rigery."  Who  suggested  that  provision 
he  knew  not,  but  certainly  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  (Lord  Stanley)  was  then  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Cabinet.  In  that  measure  it 
was  proposed  that  the  Church-rates  should 
be  charged  on  the  English  land-tax,  and 
be  felt  bound  to  say,  that  he  disapproved 
of  that  provision,  because  it  was  calculated 
to  conciliate  the  people  of  Ireland  to  a 
measure,  by  which  primd  /acie  they  were 
to  be  aggrieved.  The  effect  of  such  a 
charge  on  the  land-tax  would  be  as  bad 
as  if  the  charge  was  made  as  had  been 
suggested,  on  the  Oonlidated  Fund.  If 
charged  on  the  Consolidated  Fund,  there 
would  be  great  and  solid  grounds  for 
complaint  in  Scotland  >  in  Ireland,  and  in 
many  parts  of  this  country.  He  knew 
that  his  constituents  in  Edinburgh  revolted 
from  the  proposition,  because  they  said 
they  were  taxed,  not  only  to  support  the 
fabric  of  the  Church,  but  also  to  pay  the 
ministers  of  that  Church  in  Edinburgh, 
and  they  therefore  thought  it  unfair  that 
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fabricof  the  Church  in£ng1and,and  to  con- 
tribute to  the  means  for  the  due  celebra- 
tion of  divine  worship  in  this  country.  In 
Ireland  the  evil  was  felt  to  be  equally 
great ;  there  they  paid  their  vestry  cess, 
and  they  thought,  very  reasonably,  that 
the  same  principle  should  at  least  be  tried 
and  acted  upon  in  England.  The  Dis- 
senters of  England  were  dissatisfied  with 
the  proposition,  because  they  said  it  was 
unjust  to  call  upon  them  to  pay  such  a 
tax,  when  they  maintained  their  own 
chapels,  and  paid  their  own  pastors.  He 
had,  however,  certainly  regretted  that 
measure  had  not  been  carried  into  effect, 
for  it  was  a  measure  of  peace  and  conci- 
liation ;  but  now  that  he  found  that  such 
a  measure  would  be  still  more  objected  to 
than  before,  that  it  would  not  now  be 
accepted,  and  that  instead  of  being  a 
measure  of  peace,  it  would  now  be  one  of 
exasperation,  it  was  impossible  for  him  to 
give  .it  any  longer  his  support.  What 
then  was  to  be  done?  The  law  must  be 
changed ;  no  plan  at  all  feasible  had  been 
proposed  or  suggested,  except  the  plan 
now  brought  forward  by  His  Majesty's 
Government.  That  plan  was  new.  No 
mode  had  ever  been  suggested  or  pointed 
out  before,  by  which  the  property  of  the 
Church  could  be  made  available  to  the 
Church ;  it  was  not  before  known  or  expect- 
ed even  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex, 
that  there  was  open  a  fund  which  might 
now  be  rendered  so  efficient.  And  what 
was  that  plan  to  be,  but  simply  an  im- 
proved system  of  the  management  of 
Church  lands,  whereby  those  lands  would 
be  enormously  improved — whereby  the 
wealth  of  the  country  would  be  yearly 
increased — whereby  *•  plenty  may  prevail 
in  the  land  ?**  It  was  by  this  new  and 
improved  management,  that  a  fund  was  to 
be  provided,  without  injury  to  the  Church, 
without  injury  to  the  lessees  of  Church 
lands,  and  without  injury  to  any  human 
being.  The  fund  that  was  wanting  would 
thus  be  supplied  to  the  general  benefit  of 
the  whole  community.  To  show  the  ex- 
pediency and  the  efficiency  of  this  measure, 
three  things  were  necessary  to  be  proved. 
Those  three  points  had  been  met  by 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  the  Member 
for  Exeter,  who  had  denied  the  proof  of 
each  and  every  one  of  them.  In  this 
respect,  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
had  been  much  bolder  than  any  other 
speaker  on  that  side  of  the  House,  for 
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East  Retford  admitted  two  points  out  of 
the  three.  The  three  points  which  the 
Government  had  to  prove  were  these — 
that  there  would  be  a  fund;  that  such 
fund  might  be  raised  without  injury  to 
any  individual,  and  that  the  proposed  was 
the  proper  application  of  that  fund.  If 
they  succeeded  in  making  out  those  three 
points,  it  was  all  they  had  to  demonstrate. 
\yith  regard  to  the  first  point,  he  must 
say,  that  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  the 
Member  for  Exeter,  had  been  rather  incon- 
sistent, because  at  one  time  he  said  the 
bishops  would  suffer  desperately,  and  at 
another  time  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
argued  that  the  lessees  would  be  the 
sufferers.  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
seemed  to  think,  judging  from  his  course 
of  argument,  that  four  persons  might  sit 
down  to  whist,  and  all  rise  losers.  In 
this  case,  however,  he  submitted  they 
would  all  rise  winners.  He  would  not  enter 
into  the  calculations  which  had  been  made, 
because  there  were  so  many  hon.  Members 
who  understood  them  so  much  better  than 
either  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  or 
himself.  He  would,  however,  just  remark, 
that  he  believed  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
the  Member  for  Tamworth,  had  fallen  into 
some  most  unaccountable  blunders  in  re- 
spect to  the  calculations — blunders  which, 
in  the  result,  were  more  favourable  to 
the  scheme  of  the  Government  than  to 
that  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  Instead, 
however,  of  entering  into  those  calculations, 
he  would,  on  the  first  point, refer  the  House 
to  what  had  been  stated  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  East  Retford  (Mr. 
Vernon),  who  had  had  practical  experience 
on  this  subject,  who  had  been  cradled  in 
renewals  of  Bishops'  leases,  and  who 
told  the  House  why  the  funds  would  be 
improved  at  least  equal  to  the  amount 
stated  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  also 
that  the  figures  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
opposite  (Sir  R.  Peel)  would  ere  long  be 
shown  to  be  most  egregiously  and  lament- 
ably erroneous.  Let  the  House,  then, 
suppose  that  the  fund  had  been  acquired 
as  stated  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  East  Retford,  and  then  ask  them- 
selves whether  it  had  been  acquired  to  the 
injury  of  any  human  being.  With  regard  to 
the  Bishops,  he  would  say,  that  considering 
what  bishops  were  in  the  present  day,  it 
would  be  much  better  if  they  devoted 
themselves  to  their  pastoral  duties  than 
to    the   embarrassments   and    vexations 


incident  to  secular  concerns— such  as 
negotiations  for  the  renewal  and  making 
of  leases.  True  it  was,  that  in  former 
times  a  bishop  of  Durham  had  marched 
forth  armed  cap-a-pie  at  the  head  of  an 
army  against  the  Scotch — true  it  was, 
that  a  King  of  England  had  inquired  of 
the  Pope  whether  the  coat  of  mail  worn 
by  another  bishop  were  his  son's  "  spi- 
ritual coat."  Now,  looking  at  the  rev. 
bench,  constituted  as  it  was  in  a  manner 
to  put  beyond  possibility  the  chance  of  a 
better  selection,  he  apprehended  they 
would  feel  themselves  very  much  relieved 
by  being  absolved  from  embarrassing 
negotiations,  which  were  much  fitter  for 
an  actuary  than  a  bishop.  Suppose  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  the  Chief  Justice  of  the 
Kings'  Bench,  the  Chief  Justice  of  the 
Common  Pleas,  and  the  Chief  Baron  of 
the  Exchequer,  happened  to  be  paid  now 
by  the  rents  and  profits  of  certain  estates 
annexed  to  their  respective  offices  ;  would 
it  not  be  much  better  that  those  estates 
annexed  to  their  respective  offices  ;  would 
it  not  be  much  better  that  those  estates 
should  be  handed  over  to  a  general 
management,  and  when  the  quarter-day 
came,  those  high  functionaries  should 
be  paid  the  net  amounts  of  the  salaries 
apportioned  to  them  for  the  maintenance 
of  their  high  rank  and  station,  rather  than 
they  should  be  directly  mixed  up  with 
the  renewals  of  and  the  negotiations  for 
leases  of  the  estates  in  which  they  were 
interested.  He  was  sure  the  change 
would  add  to  their  character  in  West, 
minster-hall.  But  he  need  not  put  this 
imaginary  case,  for  the  Master  of  the 
Rolls  was  formerly  in  the  situation  he 
had  suggested  ;  it  was  found  inconvenient 
and  under  an  Act  of  Parliament  the  estates 
were  disposed  of,  and  the  Master  of  the 
Rolls  was  now  paid  at  the  Treasury.  As 
to  the  bishops,  there  was  no  reason  to 
suppose  that  they  would  at  all  suffer  from 
being  relieved  of  the  management  of  their 
landed  estates — the  fruits  of  those  estates 
they  would  still  continue  to  enjoy,  and 
this  change  would  not  at  all  interfere  with 
their  right  to  sit  in  the  other  House  of 
Parliament.  The  change  would  give  the 
bishops  more  time  for  political  as  well  as 
religious  duties — it  would  give  them  an 
opportunity  of  enjoying,  to  the  fullest 
extent,  all  their  rights  and  privileges,  of 
none  of  which  would  he  deprive  them. 
His  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  the  Member 
for  Exeter,  then   came  to  the  case  of 
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the  lessees,  and  after  leaving  the  bishops 
had  taken  great  compassion  upon  them. 
Now  he  (the  Attorney-General)  had 
heard  no  complaints  from  the  lessees  ;  on 
the  contrary  all  the  accounts  he  had 
heard  represented '  the  lessees  as  being 
well  pleased  with  certain  details  to  be 
met  by  this  measure,  and  especially  with 
the  certainty  which  it  afforded  those 
who  wished  to  have  an  opportunity  of  pur- 
chasing the  perpetuity,  of  accomplishing 
their  object,  instead  of  the  danger  which 
now  existed  either  of  not  obtaining  a 
renewal  at  all,  or,  obtaining  it  on  most 
unreasonable  terms.  The  lessees,  from 
all  the  accounts  which  had  reached  him, 
were  exceedingly  well  pleased  with  the 
proposal  which  his  Majesty's  Government 
had  made ;  and,  indeed,  it  would  be 
strange  if  it  were  otherwise,  for  he  hesitated 
not  to  say,  that  at  present  the  worst  tenure, 
both  for  lessees  and  lessors,  was  that  of 
Church  property.  He  had  devoted  much 
time  to  the  reform  of  the  tenures  of  pro- 
perty and  he  was  most  anxious  that  the 
copyhold  tenure,  which  closely  resembled 
that  of  Church  property  ,8hould  be  reformed . 
Those  tenures  prevented  all  possibility  of 
the  improvement  of  the  lands,  for  no  man 
in  his  senses,  holding  copyhold  or  Church 
property,  would  build  a  House  or  plant  a 
tree  upon  it,  for,  according  to  the  improved 
condition  of  the  property,  the  terms  of 
renewal  were  increased.  In  Sussex,  where 
the  copyhold  tenure  was  but  too  common, 
it  was  a  common  saying  "  that  the  oak 
was  too  noble  a  tree  to  grow  in  servile 
land,"  the  plain  English  of  which  was, 
that  no  man  would  plant  a  tree  which 
he  would  not  be  entitled  to  out  down. 
So  also  with  respect  to  Church  leases, 
it  had  l>eon  said,  that  one  half  of  the 
City  of  fiondon  was  built  upon  Church- 
lauds,  but  it  should  not  be  forgotten  that 
this  was  owing  to  certain  Acts  of  Parlia- 
nipn(,  which  gave  to  the  lessees  much 
more  advRnta|(;eou9  terms  than  could  be 
conferred  where  no  such  Acts  had  been 
passed.  On  the  whole,  therefore,  he 
lliought  that  under  the  measure  now 
before  the  House,  the  lessees  of  Church 
property  had  cause  to  rejoice,  for  to  them 
all  uncertainty  would  be  removed,  and  the 
instances  of  young  bishops  running  their 
lives  against  leases  would  entirely  fail. 
Another  considertiiion  for  the  lessees  was, 
that  at  present  i\\e  drlBculty  of  ab^mmm§ 
renewals  became  greater  and  greater  every 
year.     The  hoo.  and  learned  Member  for 


East  Retford  had  let  the  House  into  the 
secret  that  the  bishops  now  consulted 
Mr.  Morgan  and  Mr.  Finlaison,  and  then 
called  for  a  much  larger  sum  for  renewal 
than  before,  and  that  the  lessees  found 
their  tenures  much  more  embarrassing  and 
detrimental.  The  change  proposed  would 
not  be  of  any  prejudice  to  the  bishops — 
none  to  the  lessees — there  was  no  vested 
right  that  would  be  affected  by  it — all  the 
present  incumbents,  prebendaries,  and 
canons  and  others,  to  the  last  hour  of 
their  existence  were  secured  as  large  an 
income  as  they  now  enjoyed.  That 
being  so,  he  thought  he  was  justified 
in  saying,  that  the  second  proposition 
had  been  made  out,  and  that  the  fond 
could  be  raised  without  injury  to  any  hu- 
man being.  He,  therefore,  now  came  to 
the  third  proposition,  namely,  how  was 
that  fund  to  be  applied.  His  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  opposite  (Sir  W.  Follett) 
had  said,  that  it  ought  to  be  applied  to 
new  endowments.  This  was  following  up 
the  only  objection  to  the  present  plan 
urged  by  the  right  hon«  Baronet  the  Mem* 
ber  for  Tamworth,  on  the  first  night  this 
matter  was  diseussed.  He  admitted  the 
necessity  of  religious  instruction,  and 
should  rejoice  to  see  it  fully  supplied  ;  he, 
however,  thought  that  a  most  improper 
criterion  to  ascertain  the  extent  of  accom- 
modation for  religious  instruction,  by 
stating  that  in  a  certain  district  containing 
a  certain  population,  the  Church  would 
only  accommodate  a  certain  number  of 
the  inhabitants,  there  had  been  wholly 
thrown  out  of  the  calculation  the  number 
of  the  places  of  worship  and  instruction 
supplied  by  the  Dissenting  portion  of 
those  communities  to  which  reference 
had  been  made.  He  declared,  that  in 
Cheshire,  where  the  distress  in  this  respect 
had  been  stated  to  be  most  deplorable, 
there  were  chapels  and  places  of  worship 
where  persons  went  according  to  their 
consciences,  without  there  being  any  call 
for  fresh  endowments.  But  the  question 
now  really  was,  how,  for  the  benefit  of  the 
Church  itself,  could  this  fund  so  raised 
be  best  applied  ?  Would  it  be  best  ap- 
plied in  new  endowments,  or  in  securing 
the  utility  and  energy  of  those  which  now 
exist?  He  maintained,  it  would  be 
monstrous  to  make  fresh  endowments  in 
new  districts,  while  there  were  nume- 
rous parish  Churches  already  falling  into 
decay.  He  should  therefore  say,  first  sup- 
ply the  expenses  necessary    in   parishes 
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now  endowed,  and  when  that  was  done 
it  would  be  time  to  look  to  the  extension 
of  religions  instruction  in  other  districts. 
He  should  be  most  happy  to  support  and 
assist  in  a  scheme  for  the  diffusion  of  re- 
ligious instruction  in  En  gland ,  Scotland, 
and  Ireland,  in  the  same  way  as  ediic;i. 
tion  should  be  taken  care  of  by  the  State, 
but  his  firm  conviction   was,  that   if  the 
funds  were  applied  in  the  way  proposed, 
it  would  be  much  more  for  the  benefit  of 
religion  than  by  making  any  fresh  endow- 
ments.    He  looked  forward  with  the  most 
sanguine  hopes  to  the  pacificatory  and 
healing  effects    of    this    measure.       He 
trusted,  now  that  the  tithe  laws  had  been 
amended,  when  Church-rates  were  abo- 
lished  the  repairs  of  the   fabric  of  the 
Church,    and    the    expenses   of   decent 
worship  were  defrayed  from  another  fund, 
that  the  discontent    of    the     Dissenters 
would  cease,  and  that  they  would  join 
with  the  Church  in  aid  of  the  prosperity  of 
the  cause  of  religion.    It  seemed  to  him 
that  the  most  salutary  effects  might  be 
anticipated  from  the  proposal  now  made » 
and  he  entreated  hon.  Members  not  to 
refrain  from  doing  justice  tn  this  particu- 
lar case,  from  fears  of  any  ulterior  demand. 
Let  them  now  rather  do  what  was  just, 
and  resist  afterwards  any  unreasonable  de- 
mand when  it  was  made.     He  would  beg 
of  them  not  to  be  led  away  by  the  speeches 
here  or  elsewhere,  but  to  judge  the  mea- 
sure  by   its  merits.     He  begged  to  ask 
hon.  Grentlemen  opposite  if  they  would 
adopt  the  sentiments  of  all  those  who  had 
taken  part  with  the  Church.     Were  they 
disposed  to  adopt  or  be  answerable  for  the 
sentiments  which  had  been  put  forth  on 
the  question  by  some  of  the  dignitaries  of 
the  Church  ?  He  had  read  recently  a  visit- 
ation charge  of  the  Bishop  of  Exeter,  in 
whieh  the  right  rev.  Prelate  stated,  that 
the    Attorney-General    had     been    most 
remiss  in  not  prosecuting  certain  libellous 
publications.     Now,  he  must  say,  that  of 
all  publications — of  all  the  libels  that  had 
ever  come  before   him  since  he  filled  the 
situation  he  had  now  the  honour  to  hold — 
this  visitation  charge  seemed  to  him  to  be 
the  most   libellous,  and   if  he  had  been 
disposed  to  file  an  ex-officio  information, 
he  should  have  6led  it  against  the  Bishop 
of  Exeter.     He,   however,  had  not  been 
called  on  to  file  a  single  ex-officio  infor- 
mation  since  he   had  held    the  office  of 
Attorney-General,  and  he  did  not  believe 
that  his  refraining  from  the  exercise  of 


that  power  had  in  the  slightest  degree 
been  prejudicial  to  the  public,  nor  did  be 
think  he  should  be  much  blamed  for  not 
having  prosecuted  the  Bishop  of  Exeter. 
He  left  the  visitation  charge  to  others,  for 
it  would  be  read  without  creatine  any 
degree  of  sensation.  But  he  would  ask 
hon.  Members  opposite,  if  it  was  decent 
to  say,  (speaking  of  a  question  like  the  Dis- 
senters' Marriage  Bill)  that**  no  sane  man 
would  some  years  ago  have  had  the  har- 
dihood to  propose  such  a  measure?" 
Would  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  say  it 
was  decent  for  a  right  n-v.  Prelate  to 
charge  a  body  of  Members  of  the  House 
of  Commons  with  treachery  and  perjury  ? 
Would  they  admit  that  it  was  becoming  or 
decent  to  charge  the  King's  Government 
"  with  seeking  the  support  of  an  infidel 
faction  V  These  were  only  a  few  speci- 
mens of  the  sentiments  to  be  found  in 
that  publication.  For  the  bishops  he 
entertained  the  highest  respect  and  vene- 
ration, but  he  must  deprecate  the  conduct 
such  as  this  in  one  of  that  right  rev. 
body.  And  do  not  let  hon.  Gentlemen 
draw  conclusions  from  the  particular  state- 
ments  of  any  individual,  however  high  his 
station  might  be.  He  had  now  only  one 
more  observation  to  make  to  allay  the 
apprehension  which  had  been  excited  as 
to  the  censure  of  posterity.  Now,  he  be- 
lieved that  posterity,  so  far  from  con- 
demning, would  applaud  their  conduct  in 
making  the  attempt  to  put  an  end  to  an 
unjust  impost.  Our  forefathers  never 
would  have  laid  on  such  an  impost ;  and 
nothing  could  be  more  unjust  than  to 
consider  the  evil  as  one  emanating  from 
the  wisdom  of  our  ancestors.  Let  them 
look  to  the  circumstances  which  existed 
when  the  law  of  Church-rates  took  its 
origin.  At  that  period  all  the  inhabitants 
of  this  country  were  of  one  religious  per- 
suasion— all  worshipped  their  God  toge- 
ther in  one  place.  It  had  since  pleased 
Divine  Providence  to  grant  that  there 
should  rise  up  a  great  diversity  of  reli- 
gious opinion ;  and  to  call  upon  those 
who  dissented  from  the  Established  Church 
to  contribute  to  the  maintenance  of  that 
Church  by  such  a  tax  as  that  of  Church- 
rates,  was  a  principle  which  never  would 
have  been  sanctioned  by  our  forefathers; 
and  posterity,  he  repeated,  would  applaud 
those  men  who  sought  to  remove  such  a 
crying  injustice.  For  these  reasons  the 
resolution  had  his  unqualified  sanction 
and  support ;  and  he  trusted  that  when 
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the  Bill,  to  be  founded  on  this  resolutiony 
was  understood,  and  when  those  misre- 
presentations which  had  overspread  the 
measure  should  be  removed,  and  the 
Bill  should  be  submitted  to  the  good 
sense  of  the  country,  its  true  character 
would  be  made  apparent. 

Mr.  Law  trusted  that  the  House  would 
allow  him  to  trespass  on  its  patience  for  a 
short  time,  on  an  occasion  like  the  present, 
when  a  question  of  vital  importance,  in- 
volving, as  he  sincerely  believed  it  did, 
the  best  interests,  the  integrity,  and  stabi- 
lity, nay,  the  very  existence  of  our  national 
Church,  was  under  discussion.  It  was 
impossible  for  him  to  approach  the  con- 
sideration of  this  question  without  those 
feelings,  connected  as  he  was  with  a  con- 
stituency who  felt  the  deepest  interest  in 
the  subject,  and  who  attached  to  the  dis- 
cussion of  that  evening  and  to  the  event 
of  this  struggle  between  the  Dissenters 
and  the  national  Church  the  very  last 
importance.  It  was  not  his  intention  to 
go  through  the  various  details  which  had 
been  so  well  siflted  and  disposed  of  by 
hon.  Members  who  had  preceded  him. 
The  observations  which  he  had  to  make 
would  be  chiefly  limited  to  the  principle 
of  the  measure.  He  could  not  but  feel 
that  those  who  had  advanced  the  interests 
of  the  Church  by  the  exertions  which 
they  had  made  in  the  course  of  this 
debate  had  left  to  those  who  should  follow 
them  little  else  but  the  dry  husk  of  fact 
and  legal  argument  It  was  not  possible 
to  avoid  feeling  that  the  question  had 
been  discussed  as  if  it  really  was  a  plan 
ripe  for  adoption,  and  without  regard  to 
the  fact  that  the  measure  proposed  by  his 
Majesty's  Government,  however  fatal  it 
might  prove  to  the  Church  if  carried  into 
effect,  was  a  measure  which,  before  it  was 
formally  introduced,  they  (the  Govern- 
ment) had  every  reason  to  believe  would 
never  be  accomplished.  Hon.  Members 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  who  had 
argued  this  question,  were  fully  aware 
that  they  had  been  affecting  the  passing 
of  a  measure  of  which  they  utterly  and 
entirely  despaired.  [CAeers.]]  By  those 
cheers  he  presumed  he  was  to  learn  that 
a  ray  of  hope  yet  remained  to  his  Ma- 
jesty's Government  that,  if  not  at  present, 
at  some  future  time,  and  in  some  modified 
shape,  they  would  carry  the  proposed 
measure.  [An  hon.  Member  *'  The  precise 
Bill."]  As  be  heard  an  hon.  Member 
say,  of  course  without  any  intention  to 


interrupt,  that  the  Government  expected 
to  carry  the  precise  Bill  he  would  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  real 
nature  of  that  Bill.  The  simple  ques- 
tion was,  whether  the  Church-rates 
should  be  abolished,  and  whether  the  sum 
of  250,000/.  now  made  applicable  to  the 
repair  of  the  fabric  of  the  Church  should 
be  withdrawn,  and  the  deficiency  supplied 
by  appropriating  a  portion  of  the  estates 
of  the  Church  to  that  purpose.  The 
question  was  not  whether  by  an  improved 
system  of  management  other  funds  might 
be  raised  and  made  applicable  to  the  more 
immediate  spiritual  wants  of  the  peopie, 
but  whether  those  funds,  when  so  im- 
proved, should  be  at  once  anticipated  in 
order  to  throw  off  the  burthen  of  Church- 
rates  from  the  Dissenters  upon  the  estates 
of  the  Church,  which  it  was  asserted  were 
likely  to  be  improved  to  the  extent  of  the 
amount  required  to  make  up  for  the  abo- 
lition of  Church-rates.  Admitting  an 
improvement  in  the  estates  of  the  Church 
to  be  probable,  that,  in  his  opinion,  fur- 
nished no  ground  for  the  abolition  of 
Church-rates,  because,  first,  they  were 
bound  to  ask,  was  the  principle  on  which 
the  measure  was  founded  a  just  one,  and 
were  the  means  for  carrying  it  into  effect 
safe  ?  And,  secondly,  did  the  concession  of 
the  principle,  or  the  adoption  of  the  means, 
involve  that  which  might  be  found  fatal 
to  our  Church  Establishment  ?  Upon  the 
fullest  conviction  that  the  adoption  of  that 
principle  must  ultimately  be  fatal  to  the 
establishment,  he  rested  the  opposition 
which  he  humbly  tendered  in  this  debate 
to  the  proposed  measure.  It  was  said,  as 
an  argument  for  the  adoption  of  this 
scheme,  that  Church-rates  and  their  col- 
lection were  in  themselves  an  evil  which 
the  Dissenters  complained  of,  and  regarded 
as  a  serious  grievance ;  and  they  were  de- 
sired to  look  with  a  tender  anxiety  upon 
the  religious  scruples  of  Dissenters.  Those 
scruples  were  comparatively  of  recent 
date,  and  he  attributed  their  growth  to 
the  increased  progress  of  the  spirit  which 
led  to  the  introduction  of  the  appropriation 
clause  into  the  Bill  for  settling  the  tithes 
in  Ireland.  The  disgust  which  it  had 
created  in  the  minds  of  the  Protestant 
population  of  this  country  had  induced 
his  Majesty's  Government  to  change  the 
field  of  battle,  in  order  to  direct,  as 
before,  their  batteries,  against  the  Church 
in  aid  of  the  voluntary  system  and  its  ad- 
herents.    The    voluntary  principle  was 
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opposed  to  tbe  national  establishment, 
and  not  only  was  that  principle  involved 
in  this  measnre,  not  only  did  it  go  to  de- 
prive the  Church  of  that  which  it  had 
been  from  time  immemorial  accustomed 
to  receive  for  the  preservation  of  the 
fabric  thereof,  but  the  scheme  involved 
the  appropriation  of  Church  property  and 
Church  estates,  not  only  as  they  at  present 
existed,  but  any  improvement  that  might 
be  hereafter  effected  in  those  estates.  It 
involved  the  severance  of  property  from 
those  parties  who  had  a  legal  and  un- 
doubted right  to  retain  possession  of  it. 
That  this  measure  involved  the  voluntary 
principle  had  been  so  clearly  demon- 
strated by  those  who  had  preceded  him, 
that  he  would  not  impair  the  effect  pro- 
duced by  their  arguments  by  a  repetition 
of  them.  He  was  satisfied,  however,  of 
one  thing,  that  the  establishment  of  the 
voluntary  principle  was  the  very  ground 
on  which  this  measure  had  been  put  for- 
ward. But  it  was  said,  that  it  was  inconve. 
nient  and  difficult  to  enforce  the  payment 
of  Church-rates.  Why,  if  the  right 
were  cleariy  established,  upon  what  prin- 
ciple was  It  that  an  Improved  system  of 
law  was  not  brought  in  to  the  aid  of  that 
right?  Although  parties  might  be  sum- 
moned, and  the  churchwardens  might 
eiercise  the  powers  vested  in  them  by 
law  for  the  recovery  of  the  rates,  without 
effect  in  some  cases,  still  in  law  those 
rates  were  essentially  the  property  of 
tbe  Church,  and  it  was  as  much  a 
violation  of  justice  and  right,  and  an 
act  of  spoliation  in  principle,  to  take  away 
that  which  the  Church  had  a  right  to 
collect,  as  it  was  to  take  away  that 
which  it  had  already  collected.  He 
trusted  that  when  he  urged  that  the 
religious  scruples,  or  alleged  religious 
scruples,  of  the  Dissenters  did  not  form 
sufficient  ground  for  such  a  legislative 
interference  as  that  now  meditated,  he 
might  advance  that  position  without  being 
supposed  for  a  moment  to  consider  any 
dtfibrence  on  religious  matters  a  ground 
for  questioning  the  sincerity  of  any  one 
who  differed  from  him,  or  of  judging 
meanly  of  the  understanding  of  those 
who  entertained  other  opinions.  He 
trusted  he  should  not  be  supposed  to 
be  guilty  of  entertaining  such  illiberal 
sentiments.  But  he  could  not  look 
on  this  as  an  entire  and  final  question. 
When  he  saw  that  on  one  day  they  were 
aaaailed  by  that  argument  that  a  majority 
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of  the  people  of  Ireland  required  this,  or 
would  have  that,'it  must  be  conceded  to 
the  majority,  you  being  the  minority,  he 
thought  it  came  with  rather  a  bad  grace 
from  those  who  used  that  argument  to 
come  forward  on  another  day  and  say, 
'*  Here  you  are  unquestionably  tbe  majo- 
rity, but  here  you  must  make  similar 
concessions  in  favour  of  the  minority.*'  la 
whatever  form  agitation  presented  itself, 
whether  it  existed  among  the  few  or  the 
many,  to  the  storm  when  it  had  raged  for  a 
while  the  Council  of  the  King's  Ministers 
surrendered.  In  the  course  proposed,  how- 
ever, he  would  never  concur,  because  he  felt 
that  the  right  of  the  Church  to  enforce  and 
collect  the  rates  onght  to  be  maintained  by 
some  more  simple,  more  practicable,  and 
less  expensive  process  than  the  present 
state  of, the  law  afforded.  That  could 
not  be  objected  to,  unless  it  was  really 
and  truly  believed  by  those  who  questioned 
the  observation^  that  the  present  was  a 
measure  for  the  assertion  of  the  voluntary 
principle.  If  not,  he  apprehended  that  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  Legislature,  when  a 
right  was  clearly  defined,  to  give  to  that 
right  a  corresponding  protection  and 
power.  While  he  felt,  that  the  religious 
scruples  of  the  Dissenters  were  entitled  to 
respect,  he  for  one,  if  he  stood  in  their 
position,  should  doubt  whether  his  scruples 
were  wholly  disinterested,  relating  as  they 
did  to  a  mere  money  payment;  he  should 
entertain  some  doubt  of  giving  a  religious 
character  to  his  objections.  But  the 
argument  which  had  been  urged  from  his 
side  of  the  House  could  meet  with^  no 
answer — namely,  that  those  who  enter- 
tained religious  scruples  to  this  rate  must 
entertain  equally  religious  scruples  to  any 
contributions  towards  funds  intended  for 
the  support  of  the  Church,  and  that  the 
concession  of  that  one  point  was  a  con- 
cession to  the  voluntary  principle,  and  led 
the  way  for  the  destruction  of  the  Church. 
Wherever  the  principle  of  the  Irish  appro- 
priation clause  had  been  put  to  the  test  in 
this  country  by  the  elections  that  bad 
taken  place,  the  chances  had  been  ten  to 
one  in  favour  of  the  candidate  who 
espoused  the  cause  of  the  united  Church 
of  England  and  Ireland.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Weymouth  had  yesterday  declared, 
that  if  the  funds  of  the  Church  were  to 
be  appropriated  under  the  sanction  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  with  whom  he.  and 
those  on  his  side  of  the  House  had  the 
honour  to  act,  and  that  if  a  pledge  could 
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ba  obtained  in  the  event  of  the  reins  of 
Ooverament  at  any  future  period  being 
confided  to  the  hands  of  that  right  hon. 
Baronet,  that  those  funds  should  be  ap« 
propriated  strictly  to  spiritual  purposes,  he 
(the  hon.  Member  for  Weymouth)  would 
withdraw  his  support  from  this  measure, 
and  vote  for  such  an  appropriation.  That 
was  what  he  had  understood  to  have  been 
said  by  the  hon.  Member  whom  he  wa$ 
glad  to  see  in  his  place,  because,  pro- 
moting as  he  did  the  measure  under 
consideration,  it  was  important  to  have 
learned  from  him  the  alarming  extent  of 
the  destitution  of  the  people  wiih  regard 
to  religious  instruction.  The  hon.  Member 
had  stated,  that  three-fourths  of  a  popula- 
tion of  2,000,000  within  a  limited  district, 
not  three  miles  from  St.  Paul's  cathedral, 
were  utterly  destitute  of  spiritual  instruc* 
tion.  It  was  remarkable,  that  a  similar 
statement  had  been  made  by  the  venerable 
archbishop  at  the  head  of  the  Church. 
The  hon.  Member  also  said,  that  not  only 
was  that  portion  of  the  population  destitute 
of  that  religions  instruction  which  the 
Establishment  afforded,  but  they  were 
destitute  of  spiritual  instruction  of  every 
kind  ;  and  that  there  was  church  accom- 
modation for  500,000  persons  only  out  of 
2,000,000,  within  that  limited  district. 
Therefore,  the  hon.  Member  had  tendered 
hia  support  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  on 
the  condition  that  the  surplus  revenues  of 
the  Church  estates  should  beappropiiated 
to  meet  the  urgent  demands  of  the  desti- 
tute population  for  spiritual  instruction. 
But  while  the  hon.  Member  for  Weymouth 
had  expressed  himself  willing  to  march 
under  the  banners  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  he  also  urged  both  Churchmen 
and  Dissenters  to  go  forth  and  cultivate 
that  wide  moral  waste  he  had  described. 
But  the  hon.  Member  seemed  to  have 
forgotten,  that  places  of  worship  must  be 
erected  for  the  1,500,000  who  were  now 
devoid  of  religions  instruction,  that  reli- 
gious teachers  must  be  provided,  and  that 
the  fabric  of  those  places  of  worship  must 
be  from  time  to  time  repaired,  and  main- 
tained and  upheld ;  and  further,  that  it 
was  too  late  to  look  to  the  measure  under 
the  coBskieration  of  the  House  for  such 
results.  No  one  respected  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber more  than  he  did,  but  he  thought 
that  he  would  have  done  well  to  consider 
the  mischief  that  was  likely  to  accrue  from 
attaching  his  name  to  this  measure,  while 
he  confessed  the  difficulties  in  which  both 


Churchmen  and  Dissenters  were  placed, 
and  acknowledged  the  extent  of  the  crying 
evils  which,  in  the  first  place,  demanded 
the  application  of  whatever  amount  of 
Church  funds  might  be  found  avaihible. 
The  hon.  Member  was  followed  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets,  and  assuredly  anything  that  fell 
from  a  Gentleman  of  his  extensive  expei 
rience  was  entitled  to  the  highest  respect ; 
but  it  was  impossible  to  disconnect  from 
his  observations  the  consideration  of  the 
many  offices  which  he  held,  and  their 
immediate  connexion  with  the  Church  of 
England,  Whatever  that  hon.  and  learned 
Member  had  stated  was  stated  by  a  chan- 
cellor of  the  dioceses  of  London  and 
Rochester,  and  a  commissioner  for  building 
churches,  one  who  in  that  capacity  must 
have  supported  ^lie  church-rate,  and 
be  supposed  to  have  an  interest  in 
the  erection  of  churches,  and  there- 
fore, that  such  a  person  should  be  found 
amongst  those  who  were  for  taking  from  the 
Church  her  rights,  and  depriving  her  or 
those  resources  which  from  time  immemo- 
rial she  had  poHessed,  was  a  fact  that  was 
somewhat  surprising  to  him.  *'  The 
Church  now  stands/'  said  the  hon.  ani 
learned  Member,  **•  in  the  place  of  a  be-- 
sieged  city,  but  whilst  its  garrison  is  stanch 
and  strong  may  defy  the  enemy.'*  He 
concurred  with  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  that  those  who  conformed  to  the 
Church,  who  approved  of  her  tenets  and 
her  forms  of  worship,  and  maintained  her 
doctrines,  would  rally  round  her  in  this 
the  trying  hour  of  her  necessity,  if  they 
were  indeed  the  garrison  both  stanch  and 
strong,  the  Church  would  have  nothing  to 
fear.  But  if  they  who  had  the  garrison 
under  arms,  who  were  in  command  of  the 
garrison — if  the  captains  of  the  forces  in 
the  garrison  had  already  attempted  to  de- 
stroy the  outworks,  and  were  in  negotiation 
for  the  surrender  of  the  citadel,  ihe  time 
had  indeed  arrived  when  the  Church  was 
a  besieged  city,  and  her  safety  was,  without 
doubt,  endangered.  But  it  was  hard  to 
persuade  oneself  that  Iho^e  who  had  been 
bred  in  that  Church  would  be  first  to  lay 
the  hand  of  spoliation  on  her  rights  and 
property.  But,  after  all,  he  entertained 
no  doubt  that  she  would  be  protected  else- 
where. And  why  did  he  entertain  no 
doubt  that  eUewhcre  such  would  be  the 
case  ?  Was  it  from  disrespect,  or  from 
too  exalted  a  feeling  of  respect  for  the  hon- 
ourable men  who  would  check  the  devaita- 
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ting  course  of  this  measure  t  Was  it  because 
he  knew,  that  constituted  as  another 
House  was,  of  gentlenaen  and  hereditary 
noblemen,  they  would  never  consent  to 
alienate  the  rightsofthe  Church, and  to  put 
into  their  own  pockets  the  spoils  taken  from 
it?  It  was  no  disrespect  to  prophesy  of 
those  of  whom  it  was  necessary  that  every 
one  who  knew  them  must  entertain  their 
sentiments,  that  in  a  given  event  they 
would  not  consent  to  do  a  given  evil.  He 
was  satisfied  that  the  measure  in  its  present 
shape  could  not  be  passed.  At  the  same 
time  he  did  not  say  that  no  other  substi- 
tution could  be  supplied ;  and  he  would 
hail  any  measure  with  satisfaction  which 
would  preserve  the  rates  to  the  Church, 
and  relieve  her  from  her  present  embar- 
rassments. The  hon.  Member  for  Ash- 
burton  had  a  few  nights  ago  brought  for- 
ward a  motion  by  which  he  kindly  under- 
took to  relieve  the  bishops  from  their  at- 
tendance in  the  House  of  Lords  and  from 
their  duties  as  spiritual  peers.  He  had 
been  succeeded  by  the  hon  and  learned 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets,  whose 
old  affection  for  the  Church  led  him  to 
propose  to  deprive  them  of  their  estates. 
Divested  then  of  his  authority  as  a  peer, 
and  deprived  of  his  property,  the  bishop 
would  be  reduced  to  a  mere  annuitant,  and 
after  that  it  was  to  be  feared  that  even  his 
annuity  would  not  be  secure  for  any  con- 
siderable length  of  time.  But  in  whom 
was  the  trust  of  appropriating  the  revenues 
of  the  estates  of  the  Church  to  be  reposed  ? 
It  was  intended  that  the  Archbishop  of 
York,  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury,  the 
Bishop  of  London,  the  Bishop  of  Uandaff, 
the  Dean  of  St.  PauVs,  and  others  should 
be  appointed,  at  the  pleasure  of  the  Crown, 
as  Commissioners.  Now,  it  was  a  re- 
markable feature  in  this  transaction,  that 
they  who  were  proposed  to  be  appointed 
trustees  had  given  a  most  unequivocal  de- 
monstration of  feeling  against  the  ac- 
ceptance of  such  an  office.  Withthestrong 
repugnance  to  the  measure  which  those 
who  were  attached  to  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land and  those  who  adorned  and  dignified 
the  highest  places  in  the  Church  ex- 
hibited, he  could  but  anticipate  the  com- 
plete failure  of  ihe  unhallowed  project.  Il 
was  not  for  him  to  say  how  the  votes  of 
that  House  would  go,  but  if  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  did  not  receive  the  support 
he  was  accustomed  to,  it  was  easy  to  tell 
in  what  position  he  would  be  placed. 
With  regard  to  the  professed  advantages 


of  the  measure,  he  would  not  deny,  in  the 
first  place,  that  an  ^improvement  in  the 
Church  funds  might  take  place,  but  that 
increase  ought  to  be  left  to  the  disposal  of 
the  bishops,  deans,  and  chapters,  who  had 
a  right  to  see,  that  it  was  appropriated  to 
meet  the  prior  calls  of  the  community  for 
religious  instruction ;  secondly,  he  con- 
tended that  that  House  could  not  consist* 
ently  with  justice  and  right  alienate  from 
the  Church  the  revenues  derived  from  the 
rates ;  and,  thirdly,  that  they  had  no  right 
to  appropriate  any  surplus  revenue  that 
might  exist,  except  to  the  more  sacred 
purposes  of  religious  and  spiritual  instruc- 
tion. He  had  felt  it  his  duty  thus  briefly  to 
state  his  objections  to  the  measure  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  upon  which  he  did 
not  wish  to  give  a  silent  vote. 

Mr.  Caley  would  apply  himself  to  the 
financial  part  of  the  question,  not  that  he 
less  felt  the  deeply  important  nature  of  the 
question  in  another  point  of  view.  There 
was  no  man  in  the  House  more  warmly 
disposed  than  he  was  to  do  justice  to  the 
subject,  or  to  give  that  security  to  the 
Church  which  he  wished  to  see  it  possess. 
Considering  all  that  had  fallen  in  the 
course  of  the  debate,  considering  that 
there  was  no  security  for  a  fund  for  the 
repairs  of  the  fabric  of  the  churches  under 
the  existing  law,  or  under  the  existing 
habits  of  society,  he  felt  that  he  must  give 
his  vote  in  favour  at  least  of  the  principle 
of  the  resolutions  proposed  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.  He  conceived 
that  those  resolutions  contained  three 
principles :  the  one  was  the  principle  of 
the  abolition  of  Church-rates,  m  which  he 
cordially  concurred;  another  was  the 
principle  of  extracting,  if  it  were  possible, 
a  middle  sum  between  the  values  of  the 
freehold  and  the  Church  leasehold,  if  it 
could  be  fairly  and  Justly  obtained  :  and 
the  third  principle  mvofved  in  these  re- 
solutions was  (and  he  spoke  it  with  great 
deference,  and  without  intending  offence) 
a  principle  of  extortion  from  the  lessees. 
On  the  part  of  the  lessees  he  thought 
it  his  duty  to  pav  his  warmest  thanks 
to  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Exeter  for  having  broken 
ground  with  respect  to  the  justice  and 
equity  which  were  due  to  the  lessees. 
They  had  been  challenged  by  the  Attorney. 
General  to  show  how  this  measure  was  to 
operate  injuriously  towards  the  lessees. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
said  that  no  complaint  had  been  made  by 
P2 
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the  lessees  to  the  proposed  plan.  No ; 
the  lessees  had  made  no  complaint,  be- 
cause they  had  had  no  opportunity  of  un- 
derstanding the  plan.  They  had  been 
deceived  and  deluded  by  the  superBcial 
appearance  of  its  giving  to  them  the  power 
to  purchase  the  freehold  at  twenty- five 
instead  of  thirty  years'  purchase.  But  h 
(Mr.  Caley)  was  prepared  to  show  how 
this  arrangement  would  affect  the  interests 
of  the  lessees.  He  wished  not  to  speak 
disrespectfully  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  but  he  could  not  help  ex 
pressing  his  belief  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  one  eye  open  for  the  Dis- 
senters and  the  other  eye  shut,  but  which 
ought  to  be  open  for  the  lessees.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  anxious 
to  leave  the  money  in  the  pockets  of  the 
Dissenters ;  but  he  feared  there  was 
danger  that  while  doing  so  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  unconsciously  be  putting 
his  hands  into  the  pockets  of  the  lessees. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  introduced 
the  measure  with  a  great  parade  of  6gures ; 
but  he  (Mr.  Caley)  was  apt  to  distrust 
figures  when  they  were  set  up  in  oppo- 
sition to  the  rights  of  the  productive 
classes.  He  had  seen  figures  at  one  time 
arrayed  against  the  agricultural  class^ 
and  at  another  against  the  shipping  in- 
teresty  and  oftentimes  they  were  against 
facts  themselves.  With  regard  to  what 
he  was  about  to  state,  he  begged  to  say 
that  he  had  not  had  one  single  letter  from 
his  constituents  upon  this  subject,  so  that 
there  was  no  pressure  operating  upon  him 
from  without ;  nor  was  there  one  shilling's 
worth  of  Church  property  held  either  by 
him  or  any  one  with  whom  he  was  con- 
nected. He  took  his  objection  upon  the 
broad  principle  of  justice.  Taking  the 
Church  leases,  not  at  a  twenty-four  years' 
unexpired  term,  nor,  as  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  stated,  at  a  thirty  years' 
unexpired  term,  but  at  a  twenty- one 
years'  term,  renewable  every  seven  years 
at  one  year  and  a-halfs  rent,  which  he 
believed  was  the  immemorial  custom  in 
the  Bishopric  of  Durham,  he  put  this 
plain  question  to  himself,  "  What  is  the 
difference  in  value  between  freehold  and 
leasehold  property  in  Durham  ?"  He  was 
given  to  understand  upon  the  best  au- 
thoritv  that  the  leasehold  property  under 
the  Church  in  the  county  of  Durham  was 
valued  at  eighteen  years'  purchase^  and 
that  th^  value  of  freehold  property  was 


twenty«eight    years'  purchase.    Between 
these  two  values  there  existed  the  difference 
often  years' purchase ;  and  he  would  found 
his  argument  upon  the  case  of  a  farm  of 
100/.  yearly  value.     Tlie  difference  be- 
tween the  value  of  a  freehold  and  lease- 
hold estate  of  100/.  yearly  value  was  ex- 
actly 1,000/.   Now,  he  immediately  asked 
himself  what  would  be  the  difference  in 
the  proposed  exchange  by  the  plan  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.     The  Chan- 
cellor of  the   Exchequer  proposed   that, 
estimating  the   freehold  at  thirty   years' 
purchase,  the  lessee  should  have  an  abate- 
ment of  five  years,  making  the  price  of 
the  freehold  twenty-five  years'  purchase, 
which,  for  an  estate  of  100/.  yearly,  would 
be  2,500/.     He  then  proposed  to  give  to 
the  lessee  his  existing  interest  in  the  lease, 
which,  calculated  at  seventeen  and  a-half 
years'  unexpired  lease,  at  four  per  cent., 
would   be    1,241/.,  leaving   1,259/.,   the 
value  of  the  reversion,  which  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  charged   for  en- 
franchisement,   being    equivalent  to    an 
annual  rent-charge,  at  four  per  cent,,  of 
50/.     Looking  at  the  customary  market 
value  of  leasehold  property  in  Durham^ 
he  found  the  difference  to  be  thus ;  ac- 
cording to  the  market  value  the  price  of 
enfranchisement  would  be    1,000/.,  and, 
according  to  the  plan  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  it  would  be  1,250/. 
making  a  difference  of  250/.,  or  twenty- 
five  per  cent,  above   the  market  value. 
Not  being  well  versed  in  decimals  and 
calculation,   he   referred  to    a   valuable 
friend  of  his,  Mr.  Morgan,  the  actuary  of 
the  Equitable  Assurance-office.    The  con- 
clusion to  which  he  and  Mr.  Morgan  had 
come  was  that  which  he  had  just  stated, 
so  far  as  regarded  the  comparative  price  of 
the  enfranchisement  of  the  leasehold,  ac- 
cording to  the  market  value,  and  the  value 
fixed  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's 
plan.    The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
then  proposed  not  to  enforce  the  payment 
of  this  principal  money  for  the  enfranchise- 
ment, but  to  receive  interest  upon  it  at 
the  rate  of  four  per  cent. ;  four  per  cent, 
upon  1,250/.  was  equivalent  to  an  annual 
rent-charge  of  50/.   a-year.      The  hon. 
Gentleman  then  entered  into  a  detailed 
statement  of  the  calculations    made  by 
Mr.  Morgan,  and  read  the  following  docu- 
ment showing  the  result : — 

''Customary  values  of   a  farm  of    loo/. 
leasehold. 
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''The  fine  (for  centuries  back)  has  been  1^ 
year's  rent=sl50/.  payable  every  seven  years. 

"The  value  of  a  fine  of  150/.  every  seven 
years,  computed  in  reference  to  the  value  of 
the  freehold,  is  not  quite  550/.  or  about 
twenty-two  years'  purchase. 

**  But  the  value  of  the  leasehold  in  the 
market  in  the  county  of  Durham,  is  eighteen 
years'  purchase ;  that  of  the  freehold  twenty- 
eight  years'.  The  marketable  difierence  in 
this  case,  therefore,  is  1,000/. 

**  About  four  years,  or  400/.  (the  difference 
between  twenty-two  years'  purchase  and 
eighteen  years*)  is  the  customar^^  reduction 
from  the  value  of  a  leasehold,  with  the  fine  re- 
newable forever,  in  consequence  of  the  tenure, 
which  may  be  a  fair  allowance  for  the  trouble 
of  obtaining  renewals ;  for  the  liability  also 
of  an  increased  amount  of  fine  from  the  im- 
provement of  the  property;  the  fine  being  1^ 
years'  rack  rent. 

*^  Purchasing  at  twenty-eight  years'  purchase 
for  the  freehold,  a  party  makes  3i  per  cent, 
on  his  investment ;  or  3/.  10^. 

**  Purchasing  a  lease,  renewable  at  1^  years' 
rent  every  seven  years,  at  eighteen  years'  pur- 
chase, the  same  party  makes  4^  per  cent,  on 
his  investment;  tne  difference  of  one  percent, 
allowed  doubtless  for  the  contingencies  above 
alluded  to. 

**  Now,  if  the  lease  be  taken  at  an  unex- 
pired term  of  17^  years  (reckoning  the  money 
to  yield  4}  per  cent,  as  before  stated),  the 
reversion  is  worth  10  l-5th  years'  purchase ; 
or  the  annual  value  being  100/.,  the  reversion 
in  this  case  is  worth  1,020/.  The  result  not 
differing  greatly  from  the  customary  difference 
of  price  in  the  market,  though  the  calculation 
be  made  on  a  different  basis; 

**  Sum  charged  by  the  Chancellor  of 
Exchequer  for  enfranchisement ,    .   £1,259 

^'  Difference  in  market  value  between 
the  above  freehold  aud  leasehold    .     1,000 


£259 


"  Overcharged     .     .     . 

"  Sum  charged  by  Chancellor  for  en- 
franchisement      £1,259 

''Charge  for  ditto  acccording  to  cus- 
tomary values,  as  estimated  by  Mr. 
Morgan 1,020 


"Overcharged  .  .  :  £239 
or  about  25  per  cent,  over  the  marketable 
difference.  Now,  take  the  rent-charge  pro- 
posed by  the  Chancellor,  and  compare  it  with 
the  annual  reserve  which  the  lessee  now  makes 
to  provide  for  the  fine  of  150/.  at  the  end  of 
seven  years  :» 

"  Interest  at  4  per  cent*  on  1,259/. 
charged    for    enfranchisement    by 

Chancellor £50 

'*  19/.  laid  up  annually  at  3}  per  cent, 
will  produce  150/.*  at  the  end  of 
8«ven  years 


**  Differenco 


19 


£31 


"  The  leaseholders  net  in- 
come is  now    ;    •    .    .  £lOO — ^£19=£81 

"  Ditto  with  proposed  rent- 
charge  would  De    .     .     .  £l 00— £50  =£50 

Above  38  per  cent^  diminution  of  income  to 
leaseholder  31/.  The  net  income  is  reduced 
from  81/.  to  50/.  per  ai^num.  Or  take  it  in. 
another  way; — Supposing  the  Chancellor  oC 
the  Exchequer  had  been  Bishop  of  Durham 
the  last  300  years,  instead  of  charging  150/. 
fine  every  seven  year^  (estimating  the  value  of 
50/.  laid  up  annually  for  seven  years),  he 
would  have  mulcted  the  lessee  in  a  fine  of 
395/.  or  nearly  four  rents  instead  of  one-and- 
a-half. 

"  But  supposing  the  rent-charge  to  be  3^ 
per  cent,  even  on  the  customary  value,  that  oa 
1,000/^  is  35/.  instead  of  19/;  leaving  an 
income  of  65/.  instead  of  81/.  to  some  poor 
yeoman  whose  entirety  consists  of  a  leasehold 
of  this  value — 16/.  a  year  less  than  he  now 
receives,  beiug  equal  to  20  per  cent. 

*'  Is  the  leaseholder  to  be  compelled  to 
these  terms — to  a  reduction  of  income  from 
81/.  to  50/. — or  to  go  into  the  maHcet  and  sell 
a  property  for  1,400/.  for  which  he  gave 
1,800/.? 

"  What  the  leaseholder  understands  by  en- 
franchisement is  the  privilege  of  buying  up  the 
19/.  per  annum  fine,  which  he  could  do  for 
550/. 

*'  Lastly,  take  the  results  in  gross  as  com- 
pared between  the  Chancellor's  plan  and  the 
customary    values    at  eighteen   years'    pur* 
chase ; — 
Prospective  improved  value  of  Church 

leasehold,  according  to  Mr*  Fin- 

layson 516,000 

Improved  value  at  the  customary  rate  296,760 

£219,240 

''The  basis  of  this  calculation  of  customary 
gross  result  is  that  16/.  per  annum  is  required 
be  laid  by,  by  the  leaseholder  in  addition  to  the 
19/.  he  now  pays  out  of  100/.  per  annum  lease- 
hold. 

''Sixteen  percent.,  or  261,000/.,  the  amount 
of  present  fines,  is  35,760/.,  which  being 
added  to  261,000/.  will  make  a  total  of 
296,760/. 

"  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  proposes, 
therefore,  to  extract  from  the  leaseholder 
259,240/.  per  annum  more  than  the  customary 
value,  being  equivalent  to  6,138,720/.  of  prin- 
cipal money  at  twenty-eight  years'  purchase, 
which  is  the  basis  throughout  of  the  calcula* 
tion. 

"We  have  already  stated, that  taking  the 
fee  at  twenty-five  years',  and  bringing  in  the 
lease  at  four  percent.,  the  difference  is  1,259/., 
equal  to  a  perpetual  renUcharge  of  50/.,  and 
the  lessee  being  now  obliged  to  lay  no  19/. 
to  provide  for  his  fine,  his  annual  expenditure 
is  increased  31/.;  in  this  manner  the  exchange 
is  clearly*  <^aiitt^  him.  But,  says  the  Chfii- 
cellor,  we  on  the  other  hand  make  you  an 
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allowance  of  Ato  years'  on  the  fee  simple,  the 
same  being  worth  in  the  market  thirty  years' 
purchase.  jBut  the  factis^  that  this  advantage  is 
very  trifling ;  for  if  he  took  his  tohole  calcula- 
tions, as  he  ought  to  do,  by  the  table  giving 
thirty  years*  purchase  for  the  freehold^the 
rent-charge  wonld  not  amount  to  more  than 
S9l,  a  year.    Thus— 

'^  Fee  simple,  thirty  years'  .    .    .    .    £S,000 
**  Lease  at  ZL  6ff.  7d.  per  cent.,  for 
17)  years  1,309^        £1,309 

"Reversion    .    .    £l,69l 
**  1,691/.  divided  by  thirty  years' purchase, 
equivalent  rent-charge  56L  at  3/.  6«.  7d,  per 
cent. 

**  The  bonus  the  Chancellor  offers  by  his 
five  years'  abatement,  is  6/.  a-year,  to  meet  a 
reduction  in  the  income  of  31/.  He  gtva  6/., 
and  takes  axoay  31/.^  leaving  the  leaseholder 
minus  25/.  a  year." 

The  hon.  Member  then  said,  that  he 
pledged  himself  to  the  accuracy  of  these 
calculations.  It  had  been  assumed  by  the 
boD.  Gentleman  that  the  lessees  would 
have  an  advantage  in  being  allowed  to 
have  permanent  possession  of  their  lands 
at  twenty-five  years'  purchase,  instead  of 
taking  them  at  thirty  years  purchase,  at 
which  he  valued  them;  but  from  the 
statement  that  he  read,  it  appeared  that 
this  abatement  of  five  years',  was  only 
worth  6/.  a-year.  The  proposal  of 
the  lessees  was  nothing  more  nor  less 
than  ofTering  them  150L  for  that  which 
was  worth  1,000/.  He  asked  whether 
the  apjt^rent  security  that  formerly  ex- 
isted for  the  continuance  of  the  sys- 
tem of  Church  lands  might  not  be 
regarded  as  being  equivalent  to  a  good 
tenure  of  property  ?  He  asked  whether 
this  tenure  would  not  be  regarded  as  good 
in  a  court  of  justice  ?  Was  not  the  cus- 
tom uniformly  observed  in  our  courts? 
There  were  copyholds  renewable  on,  a  cer- 
tain fine,  and  there  were  copyholds  re- 
newable when  the  fine  was  uncertain.  In 
the  latter  case,  when  a  person  had  reserved 
to  himself  the  right  of  imposing  an 
arbitrary  fine,  the  law  interfered,  and  said, 
that  he  should  not  make  a  fine  of  more 
than  two  years'  improved  rental  on  the 
estate.  On  this  point  he  could  quote  the 
opinion  of  Mr.  Justice  Blackstone,  who 

said "Fines  are  sometimes  arbitrary 

and  at  the  will  of  the  Lord,  sometimes 
filed  by  custom ;  but  even  when  arbitrary, 
the  courts  of  law,  in  favour  of  the  liberty 
of  copyholders,  have  tied  them  down  to  hie 
«Ksonab!e  in  their  extent,  otherwise  they 

might  amount  to  a  disherisoD  of  the  estate. 


No  fine,  therefore,  is  allowed  to  be  taken 
upon  descents  and  alienations  (unless    in 
particular  circumstances)   of  more  than 
two  years'  improved  value  of  the  estate." 
Thus  it  appeared,  that  there  was  cod« 
fessedly  a  reserved  fine ;  and,  although  a 
party  might  suppose  that  he  could  impose 
an  arbitrary  fine,  the  courts  of  law  inter- 
fered and  said  that  he  should  not  impose 
a  fine  of  more  than  two  years'  rental  on  the 
improved  value  of  the  property,  or  there 
would  be  a  disherison  of  the  estate.   There 
was  also  an  authority  of  later  date,  on 
which  he  believed  great  reliance  would  be 
placed,  he  meant  the  Commissioners  of 
real  property,  who,  in  alluding  to  cus- 
tomary tenures  in  their  Report  of  the  date 
of  the  s:4lh  of  May,  1832,  said,  "We 
think  it  desirable  that  there  should  be  a 
final  settlement  between  the  Church  and 
the  laity  upon  the  basis  of  present  enjoy- 
ment, but  so  as  not  to  give  sanction  on  either 
side  to  any  recent  usurpation  which   has 
not  acquired  the  semblance  of  established 
right.     This  plan,  we  consider  will  most 
nearly  reconcile   strict   right  with  the  in* 
teres t  of  all  parties.*'    The   case  of  the 
lessees  could  not  be  supported  in  stronger 
language,  nor  on  a  sounder  basis.    'The 
bonus i  as  it  was  called,  that  was  offered  to 
the  lessees,  would  cause  a  dimiQution  of 
thirty  one  per  cent,  in  their  income,  and 
twenty-eight  per  cent,  in  their  capital. 
Reference  had  been  made  to  the  situatioa 
of  the  tenants  of  the  bishopric  of  Durham ; 
and  they  held  their  property,  not  of  the 
bishop,  but  of  the  Court  Palatine,  and 
held  it  in  military  service.     The  condition 
on  which    they   held   it  was,    that    they 
should  pay  a  fine  of  one   year's   rent  in 
seven,  and  on  condition   that  the  tenant 
went  out  armed  whenever  the  enemy  ap- 
peared on  the  border,  and  whenever  called 
upon  by  the  bishop's  summons  to  attend. 
When  peace  was  secured  on   the  border 
there  was  an  additional  fine  made  of  one 
half  year's  rental  on  the  tenant  in  every 
seven  years ;   so  that  the  tenant  bad  to 
pay  a  year  and  a-halfs  purchase  foi  the 
renewal  every  seven  years.    At  the  mo- 
ment, then  when  the  tenants  were   most 
secure  in  the  enjoyment  of  this  property 
in  the  tenure  he  had  just  described,  the 
ri^ht  hon.   Gentleman  came  down  with 
his  proposition,  which  if  carried,  would  be 
most  unjust  to  them.     Under  these  cir« 
cumstances,  he  asked  the  House  whether 
it  was  possible  that  these  resolutions  coold 
pass  based  on  such  a  principle  ?    He  di4 
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not  think  that  any  administration  could 
pass  such  a  measare  as  the  present.  He 
asked  whether  high-minded  men  like  the 
Dissenters,  in  consequence  of  an  injustice 
having  been  inflicted  on  them,  would  con- 
sent to  impose  an  injustice  on  other 
classes?  He  knew  many  most  upright 
and  intelligent  dissenters  would  spurn  an 
Act  which  was  intended  to  get  rid  of  a 
grievance  on  them,  but  which  inflicted  ten 
times  the  injustice  and  grievance  on  others. 
Ha  was  satistied  that  the  Bill  framed  as 
this  would  be  could  not  stand  before  the 
JLegislatnre.  At  the  same  time,  however, 
under  all  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  he 
felt  bound  to  vote  for  the  resolutions.  He 
had  stated  at  the  commencement  of  his 
observations  that  he  felt  bound  to  support 
one  principle  involved  in  these  resolutions, 
namely,  the  abolition  of  Church-rates,  in 
which  he  cordially  concurred;  and  not* 
withstanding  all  the  arguments  that  had 
been  used  on  the  other  side,  he  should 
persist  in  his  intention.  He  had  not 
heard  anything  which  could  justify  the 
continuance  of  the  present  system.  He 
believed  Gentlemen  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  admitted,  that  the  present  system 
must  be  got  rid  of.  At  the  same  time 
there  was  much  in  the  proposed  plan 
which    was   most  objectionable. 

Mr.  Benetl  believed,  that  this  question 
was  not  only  of  vital  importance  to 
tiie  Church,  but  also  to  the  country. 
No  Gentleman  in  that  House  could  en- 
tertain a  stronger  feeling  of  attachment  to 
the  Chnrch  than  he  did,  and  for  the  best 
interest  of  the  Church  itself  he  would 
support  this  measure.  He  could  not  agree 
with  some  hon.  Gentlemen  in  thinking 
that  it  was  desirable  that  there  should  be 
a  separation  of  Church  and  State ;  on  the 
contrary,  he  would  always  exert  himself 
to  the  utmost  to  promote  that  union.  He 
would  ask  whether  it  were  possible  to  let 
matters  rest  in  their  present  state?  He 
would  ask  whether  it  were  likely  that 
Church-rates  could  now  be  collected  in 
«iiy  parish?  Indeed  many  bou.  Mem- 
bers who  had  addressed  the  House  had 
admitted  that  something  must  be  done 
on  the  subject.  Church-rates  Brst  began 
long  subsequent  to  the  period  when 
Henry  6th.  took  possession  of  the  pro- 
perty of  the  Church ;  and  from  the  time 
they  commenced  till  the  present  they  had 
always  been  a  voluntary  contribution,  the 
statute  which  had  passed  on  the  subject 
having  only  for  its  object  to  enforce  the 
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payment  after  the  contribution  had  been 
agreed  to  by  the  parishioners  ?  To  the 
proposition  of  Lord  Althorp  he  (Mr. 
Benett)  had  strongly  objected,  consider- 
ing it  most  unjust  to  the  Dissenters,  and 
indeed  to  the  whole  community,  to  con- 
vert that  which  had  hitherto  been  a  vo- 
luntary contribution  into  a  fiied  tax, 
from  which  there  was  no  escape.  The 
plan  now  proposed,  however,  had  at 
once  appeared  to  him  a  most  excellent 
one ;  and  nothing  which  he  had  heard 
from  the  other  side  of  the  House  had 
in  the  least  operated  in  changing  his 
opinion  upon  it.  He  most  fully  agreed 
that  it  was  essential  to  provide  spiritual 
assistance  for  the  two  millions  of  persons 
who  were  stated  as  at  present  destitute  of 
religious  consolation ;  and  it  appeared  to 
him  that  sufficient  funds  might  with  very 
little  research  be  found  to  be  in  existence 
to  meet  this  so  desirable  object.  There 
were,  for  instance,  the  first  fruits  and 
tenths,  (he  last  valuation  of  which  took 
place  in  the  reign  of  Queen  Anne,  since 
which  time  they  had  vastly  increased  in 
value.  He  would  repeat  his  decided 
opinion,  that  the  proposed  measure  was  a 
most  valuable  ana  beneficial  one.  When 
lessees  once  possessed  their  property  with 
the  certainty  that  they  would  be  allowed 
to  reap  all  the  advantage  of  improving 
their  land,  they  would  readily  expend 
their  capital  in  effecting  such  improve* 
ment.  The  Church  would  realize  a  cer- 
tain fixed  income,  and  an  end  would  be 
effectually  put  to  the  mischievous  system 
of  gambling  now  so  prevalent.  It  had 
beea  laid  down,  that  the  property  of  the 
Church  was  altogether  sacred  from  the 
control  of  Parliament.  This  was  a  doc- 
trine he  could  never  sanction*  He  held 
that  Church  property  was  entirely  subject 
to  i||p  control  of  Parliament.  If  the  con- 
trary principle  had  been  admitted  where 
would  tithes  be  now?  He  should  watch 
the  progress  of  this  measure  with  greet 
anxiety ;  it  appeared  to  him  to  contain  a 
principle  most  just  to  all  parties.  Should 
any  portion  of  the  Bill  seem  to  him  cal- 
culated to  work  injustice  to  any  party,  he 
should  take  care  to  oppose  it. 

Mr.  Pemberion^  having  listened  atten- 
tively to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Yorkshire,  must  confess  that  he 
felt  exceedingly  surprised  at  the  determine 
ation  stated  at  its  conclusion.  As  to  the 
proposed  measure,  he  doubted  its  justice 
to  the  Church,  he  doubted  its  juaticM  to 
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the  lessees,  and  he  doubted  its  justice  to 
the  State.  It  had  been  said,  that  the 
question  whether  Charch.Tates  were  a 
▼olnntarj  contribution  or  no,  was  an  in- 
difTerent  one ;  to  him  it  appeared  to  lie  at 
the  root  of  the  argument.  If  it  were  a 
voluntary  contribution,  there  could  exist 
no  possible  right  to  convert  it  into  a  fixed 
tax,  directly  or  indirectly.  The  hon. 
Member  for  South  Wiltshire  declared,  that 
it  was  a  voluntary  contribution ;  so  said 
the  learned  Attorney-General ;  and  so  said 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets.  He  (Mr.  Pemberton) 
denied  that  such  was  the  case ;  and  in 
support  of  his  denial,  he  would  in  the  first 
place  appeal  from  the  latter  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  as  a  Member  of  that 
House,  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
as  a  judge.  What  was  the  law  laid  down 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  in 
speaking  of  a  case  which,  from  its  im- 
portance, he  had  considered  with  the 
utmost  care,  and  speaking  with  all  the 
impartiality  and  knowledge  of  a  judge  ? 
What  was  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man's judicial  opinion  upon  this  question, 
as  contrasted  with  his  House  of  Commons' 
opinion.  What  was  his  opinion  of  the 
law  at  a  time  when  he  had  no  motive  for 
stating  it  otherwise  than  as  he  found  it, 
and  when  he  had  every  possible  motive 
for  investigating  that  law  thoroughly?  The 
House  should  hear.  The  case  he  would 
refer  to  was  a  question^  whether  an  in- 
habitant (the  Governor)  of  Greenwich 
Hospital  was  liable  to  the  payment  of 
Church-rates  in  respect  of  land  which  he 
occupied  within  the  parish.  The  hon. 
Member  for  South  Wiltshire,  who  rested 
his  determination  to  vote  for  this  measure 
on  his  entire  conviction  of  the  voluntary 
nature  of  the  tax — though,  in  poi^t  of 
fact,  it  was  as  much  a  charge  on  land  as 
even  tithes— the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Wiltshire,  when  he  heard  the  judicial 
opinion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  the  Tower  Hamlets,  could  not  consist- 
ently refuse  to  withdraw  his  sanction  to 
this  measure.  The  question  beiugi  whether 
Church-rates  were  not  immemorially  a 
legal  charge  on  land,  these  were  the  words 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  speakine 
as  a  judge :  **  Looking  at  the  general 
principle  on  which  the  question  of  Church- 
itttes  depends,  there  can  be,  I  think,  no 
doubt  or  difficulty  in  assuming  that  a 
'Church-rate  has  existed  in  this  country 
from  time  inunemorial|  for  there  is  no  I 


evidence  that  it  was  introduced  at  any 
particular  period,  nor  can  I  find  any 
distinct  notice  of  its  commencement.  The 
question,  then,  which  I  have  to  determine  \ 
is,  whether  the  property,  in  this  case,  is 
exempt  from  the  ordinary  liability,  on  any 
of  the  special  grounds  set  forth  in  the  first 
allegation.  It  is  clear  that  all  property 
of  this  description  is  prima  facie  liable  to 
Church-rates,  unless  there  is  some  special 
ground  of  exemption.  But  then,  said  the 
hon.  and  leacned  Gentleman,  speaking  as 
a  Member  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
though  these  rates  may  be  a  legal  charge 
on  land,  the  means  of  recovering  it  are 
defective.  Granting  that  they  were  so, 
did  this  alter  the  legal  obligation,  the  legal 
liability  to  pay  them  ?  Because  the  means 
of  recovery  were  defective,  did  that  cir- 
cumstance affect  the  right  to  receive  on 
the  one  hand,  or  the  obligation  to  pay  on 
the  other  ?  Did  there  not  exist  the  same 
difficulty  in  reference  to  the  recovery  of 
tithes ;  but  was  that  difficulty  made  the 
ground  of  resistance  to  tithes,  or  on  which 
the  Dissenters  claimed  exemption  from  the 
payment  of  tithes  ?  If  it  were  not,  on  what 
principle  was  it  made  the  ground  of  their 
exemption  from  Church-rates?  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member,  enlarging  upon  the 
inconveniences  of  the  present  system,  had 
said,  that  the  only  question  was,  whether 
it  should  continue  or  not?  That  had 
not  been  the  question.  Nobody  on  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House  had  main- 
tamed  for  a  moment,  that  it  was  desirable 
to  continue  the  present  mode  of  payment ; 
a  mode  generally  admitted  to  be  irritating 
— to  be,  under  many  circumstances,  very 
vexatious.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
had  stated  the  alternative  to  be,  that  either 
the  present  system  must  be  continued,  or 
the  proposed  measure  be  adopted.  Upon 
this  point  he  joined  issue  with  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member.  To  him  it  appeared 
difficult  to  suggest  a  plan  open  to  more 
objections  than  the  one  now  submitted. 
In  a  former  year  a  plan  had  been  sub- 
mitted to  the  HousCt  which,  until  the 
speech  of  the  Attorney-General  that  even- 
ing, he  had  never  heard  described  as 
partaking  of  the  nature  of  thimble-rig. 
Such,  however,  being,  in  the  eyes  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  the  com- 
plexion of  that  measure,  he  could  not  but 
feel  surprised  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman*8  conscientious  scruples  had 
not  induced  him  to  withdraw  from  a 
Ministry  which  could  consent  to  introduce 
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sDch  a  measure.  It  was  true  that  the 
bon,  and  learned  Gentleman  had  not,  on 
that  occasion,  supported  Ministers  in  the 
House,  but  possibly  this  was  for  the  pre- 
cise reason  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  did  not  happen  at  that  moment 
to  be  a  Member  of  the  House,  owing  to 
the  unfortunate  accident  of  his  failure  at 
Dudley;  otherwise  there  was  no  saying 
how  yigorously  the  "  thimlfle-rig  '^  would 
have  been  supported  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  as  being  consistent 
with  every  principle  of  justice,  and  open 
to  none  of  the  objections  which  he  now 
stated  to  it.  He  thought,  that  in  the  course 
of  the  last  Session  a  question  had  been 
put  to  the  noble  Lord  opposite,  and  that 
that  question  had  been  answered,  and 
answered  in  a  manner  which  led,  at  least, 
all  who  heard  it,  to  understand,  that  a 
substitution  for  Church-rates  was  to  be 
found  in  the  national  funds.  But,  sup- 
posing that  the  plan  now  proposed  was 
such  as  its  supporters  assured  them  it  was 
to  be,  was  it  not  obnoxious  to  precisely 
the  same  objection  which  had  been  offered 
to  the  plan  of  Lord  Althorp,  by  throwing 
the  charge  upon  the  Consolidated  Fund  ? 
The  Consolidated  Fund  to  which  the  Dis- 
senters and  others  contributed,  was  the 
fund  of  the  State ;  it  belonged  to  all  the 
members  of  the  State,  and  a  charge,  it  was 
said,  was  not  to  be  cast  upon  the  whole, 
which  ought  to  be  borne  by  only  one  part 
of  the  community.  He  did  not  agree 
with  those  who  said,  that  this  was  a  pro- 
perty which  had  been  created  by  the  State, 
bat  if  it  were  for  a  purpose  created  by  the 
State,  it  therefore,  then,  belonged  to  the 
state.  He  must  say,  in  reply  to  observa- 
tions made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid- 
dlesex, that  if  it  did  not  belong  to  the 
Church  itself,  what  difference  did  it  make 
applying  to  the  Church  a  portion  arising 
from  a  land-tax,  or  a  portion  aiising  from 
the  revenues  accruing  to  the  State  ?  It 
was  said,  that  if  they  had  a  right  to 
appropriate  the  fund,  then  they  had  only 
the  right  to  appropriate  it  as  a  national 
fond,  as  it  was  one  which  belonged  as 
much  to  them  as  the  Consolidated  Fund. 
Then  it  was  as  much  a  4)ortion  of  the 
public  revenue  as  the  land-tax,  and  it 
might  be  applied  directly  to  the  funds  of 
the  State.  But  when  they  were  consider- 
ing what  would  be. a  fair  equivalent  for 
the  charge,  surely  it  was  important  for 
them  to  consider  by  whom  the  charge  was 
to  be  paid|  supposing  it  was  to  be  imposed 


in  a  different  shape.  The  argument  of 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  and  indeed 
amongst  all  on  the  other  side,  seemed  to 
take  for  granted  that  there  had  been  some 
undiscovered  nook  in  the  Chancellor's 
budget,  which  was  only  now  known  of  for 
the  first  time,  and  these  undiscovered 
treasures  were  now  to  be  appropriated  to 
this  purpose.  According  to  the  statement 
of  the  right  hon.  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  it  appeared  that  they  were  to 
conjure  up  a  sum  of  260,000/.  That  sum 
was  to  go  into  the  pockets  of  the  con- 
jurors ;  but  before  it  did  so,  it  was  neces- 
sary that  it  should  be  conjured  out  of  the 
pockets  of  somebody  else.  But  when  they 
looked  to  this  magical  scheme  that  had 
been  so  much  boasted  of,  they  found  that 
it  was  a  delusion,  in  which  the  conjuror 
himself  partook.  It  surely  must  be  ad- 
mitted, that  the  property  which  they 
proposed  to  deal  with,  was  one  that 
belonged  either  to  the  lessees  or  to  some- 
body else.  There  seemed  to  him  to  be 
only  one  course  pursued,  for  the  main- 
tenance of  the  argument  held  on  the  other 
side  ;  the  argument,  such  as  it  was,  could 
be  found  especially  in  tlie  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
An  important  error  prevailed  with  respect 
to  the  rights  of  lessees,  and  this  error  was 
to  be  found  in  the  observations  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  A  paper  had  been 
read  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  with 
respect  to  the  law  of  landlord  and  tenant, 
and  as  applicable  to  the  nature  of  tenancy 
on  Church  land.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
seemed  to  consider,  that  the  House  was 
so  familiar  with  the  rights  of  tenants,  that 
he  did  not  feel  it  necessary  to  go  into  any 
particular  explanation  on  the  subject.  If 
the  House  were  indeed  so  very  familiar 
with  the  subject,  it  enjoyed  an  advantage 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not 
himself  seem  to  possess.  If  be  (Mr. 
Pemberton)  might  be  permitted  to  explain 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  would 
find  that  he  bad  confounded  two  things 
which  were  quite  distinct  from  each  other. 
The  passage  read  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman referred  to  the  tenant's  rigbt  of 
renewal,  namely,  the  species  of  right 
which  every  tenant  had  from  the  goodwill 
of  his  landlord  at  the  expiration  of  his 
lease  to  renew.  The  rights  of  the  Church 
lessees  would  be  fomd  to  be  placed  in  a 
totally  different  situation.  They  were  not 
dependent  upon  the  caprice  or  mere  good 
will  of  their  landlords.  Renewal  with  them 
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was  not  a  matter  of  chance  or  of  favour. 
Their  rights  were  secured,  and  were  re- 
garded as  matters  of  certainty.  He  ad* 
milted  that  there  was  no  legal  right  con- 
ferred by  (he  statute;  but  he  trusted  he 
could  satisfy  the  House,  that  althoagh  there 
was  not  a  positive  right  conferred  by  the 
Legislature,  yet  that  the  Legislature  created 
a  relation  between  the  landlords  and  te* 
nanis  in  their  cases,  which  led  to  a  per- 
petual  right  of  renewal.  But  this  was  nof 
merely  by  custom — it  was  not  an  act  o 
mere  favour,  as  it  had  l)een  supposed  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  but  it  was  in 
consequence  of  rights  established  by  the 
Legislature,  authorised  by  repeated  Acts 
of  Parliament,  and  confirmed  by  the 
practice  of  300  years.  If,  then,  they 
had  been  thus  authorised  by  the  practice 
of  three  centuries-— if,  in  consequence  of 
it,  they  found  such  properties  made  the 
objects  of  bargain  and  sale,  securities 
for  mortgagors,  the  subject  of  dealing 
between  parties  who  were  entitled  to  pro- 
tection ffom  the  legislature,  were  they 
then  to  tell  these  parties  that  what  had 
been  done  for  300  years  was  not|  to 
authorise  their  proceedings,  but  to  say 
to  them  they  had  no  legal  rights,  and  that, 
therefore,  the  State  would  resume  its  rights  ? 
What  were  the  circumstances  that  created 
the  custom  of  renewal  with  Church  pro- 
perty? It  depended  upon  two  circum- 
stances. In  the  first  place  the  Legislature 
had  provided  300  years  ago  that  leases 
should  not  be  granted  by  ecclesias- 
tical bodies  for  more  than  twenty-one 
years,  or  for  three  lives,  or  for  less 
than  the  actual  rent.  That  would  have 
done  but  little ;  but  the  object  was  to  pro- 
tect the  Church  from  the  alienation  of 
property  belonging  to  the  Church;  and 
they  establivhed  a  further  law,  the  conse- 
quence of  which  was  that  neither  the  dean 
end  chapter,  nor  the  bishop,  nor  any  ec- 
clesiastical person  could  deal  with  any 
person  except  the  immediate  tenant.  It 
was  not,  therefore,  possible  for  such  per- 
sons to  go  into  the  market  and  say,  ''  If 
you  do  not  give  us  1,000/.  for  the  renewal 
of  the  lease  some  one  else  will."  The 
actual  lessee  had  the  market  to  himself, 
and  he  atone  could  surrender  the  lease. 
The  other  circumstance  was  this :  that  the 
dean  and  chapter  were  a  fluctuating  body, 
and  they  dare  not  run  their  lives  against  a 
twanty-one  years'  terfa.  The  consequence 
of  this  necessarily  was,  that  they  were 
compelled  to  take  the  lease  at  the  full  va- 


lue of  the  property ;  and  the  circumstance 
of  their  not  having  it  in  their  power  to 
deal  with  anybody  else  must  have  inf!u<« 
enced  their  determination  in  a  tenfold 
degree.  The  tenants'  right,  then,  did  not 
depend  upon  chance  or  favour,  as  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  con- 
tended. It  arose  out  of  relations  which 
the  Legislature  had  established  for  300 
years,  and  wl^ich  made  the  parties  quite 
certain  of  a  renewal.  Now,  then,  was  it 
possible  to  say,  that  the  lessees  had  not  a 
legal  interest  when  the  Legislature  had  for 
300  years'  established  that  interest,  and  for 
300  years'  protected  it.  But  this  was  not  the 
first  attempt  that  had  been  made  upon  this 
species  of  property.  There  had  been  a  si- 
milar attempt  in  the  time  of  the  Commou- 
wealih,  and  it  had  produced  in  the  north 
something  approaching  to  a  rebellion.  He 
thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  stated, 
that  the  estimated  annual  value  of  the 
Church  property  was  1,320,000/.  To  that 
extent  of  property  were  they  to  disturb  an 
arrangement  which  for  three  centuries  bad 
prevailed  ?  Were  they  to  make  this  change 
against  the  interest  of  the  lessors  and  lea* 
sees  ?  But  what  would  be  the  consequence 
of  such  an  alteration  ?  Portions  of  this 
property  had  been  mortgaged.  What  was 
the  consequence  to  be  to  the  mortgagees  ? 
A  portion  of  it  had  been  settled  for  the 
jointures  of  widows.  What  was  to  become 
of  the  widows  ?  A  portion  of  it  was 
applied  to  the  maintenance  of  children. 
From  what  fond  were  they  henceforth  to 
provide  for  the  maintenance  of  those  chil- 
dren ?  But  then  they  were  told  that  the 
commutation  was  offered  on  the  most  be- 
neficial terms,  so  beneficial  that  there 
could  be  no  necessity  for  compulsion. 
Why  then  compel  parties  if  the  teroos  were 
so  satisfactory  ?  Why  introduce  compul- 
sion if  it  were  not  required.  They  were 
told,  however^  that  there  was  a  precedent 
to  justify  them  in  the  course  they  adopte  1 
on  the  present  occasion.  They  might  de- 
range property^-they  might  disturb  prc^ 
perty  which  was  in  existence— they  might 
interfere  with  the  maintenance  of  those 
who  depended  on  the  incomes  arising  from 
that  property.  This  it  was  admitted  they 
might  do,  but  still  he  maintained  that  there 
was  no  precedent  to  justify  their  present 
proceedmg.  If  the  House  examined  the 
precedents  referred  to,  it  would  find 
that  they  afforded  not  the  slightest  counte- 
nance for  the  measure  before  them.  The 
two  meaaores  that  bad  been  referred  to 
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were,  first,  the  one  affecting  Crown  lands 
in  1794,  and  the  other  the  Church  Tem- 
poralities (Ireland)  Act,  in  1834.  As  far 
as  the  Crown  lands  were  concerned^  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  quite  correct  in 
the  description  he  there  gave  of  the 
tenants'  rights.  Re  spoke  of  the  Act  of 
renewal  of  the  tenants'  leases  on  Crown 
lands  as  an  act  of  mere  chance  and  favour, 
or  rather,  he  would  say,  of  favour  from 
the  Ministers  of  the  Crown.  The  Crown 
was  not  obliged  to  renew.  In  the  reign  of 
Queen  Anne  an  Act  was  passed  affecting 
concurrent  leases  and  reversionary  leases, 
and  that  circumstance  it  was  alone  which 
made  the  distinction  as  to  the  rights  of 
tenants  to  renew  being  a  mere  act  of  grace 
on  the  part  of  the  Crown.  But,  even  in 
that  case,  with  how  many  qualifications 
was  the  Act  accompanied  ?  Did  they  in 
that  case  provide,  as  in  this,  that  there 
should  be  no  renewal  granted  except 
there  was  obtained  an  equivalent  equal 
to  a  rack-rent?  Were  parties  there 
compelled  to  purchase,  and  if  not, 
their  leases  to  be  void  ?  Certainly,  there 
was  no  such  provision  in  the  Act.  There 
was  one  most  just  provision :  where 
lessees  had  no  permanent  interest  there 
was  siill  a  limitation.  The  first  exception 
was  made  where  timber  had  been  planted, 
where  buildings  had  been  erected,  and 
wherever  an  expenditure  had  been  in- 
curred. In  all  these  cases  an  exception 
was  made,  and  he  did  not  understand,  at 
least  at  present  he  did  not  know,  that 
similar  exceptions  were  made  in  the  pro- 
positions then  before  the  House.  If  such 
exceptions  were  made,  they  ought  to  hare 
had  them  stated ;  they  ought  to  know 
what  would  be  allowed  where  buildings 
had  been  erected,  and  where  money  had 
been  sunk.  No  such  thing  had  been  re- 
ferred to;  there  appeared  to  be  no  at- 
tention paid  to  the  expenditure  upon  these 
properties,  and  nothing  seemed  to  be 
considered  but  the  rent  that  was  to 
be  received,  and  the  value  of  the  pro- 
perty as  it  was  at  this  moment.  To 
act  upon  the  principle  which  the  Minis« 
ters  proposed  to  act  upon,  and  to  carry 
out  their  proposition,  would,  in  his 
opinion,  rob  the  lessees  of  all  they  had 
expended,  without  p;iving  them  a  shilling 
in  return.  But  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  seemed  to  consider  that  there  was 
a  difTerence  between  property  on  lease  and 
property  in  fee.  He  spoke  of  agricultural 
diitrictSi  with  which  be  was  familiar;  and. 


passing  from  one  place  to  another,  he  cer' 
tainly  would  find  it  diflBcult  to  distinguish 
one  species  of  properly  from  another. 
Was  It  true  that  there  was  no  buildinf 
upon  Church  property  ?  Did  not  half  the 
Church  property  in  London  consist  of 
houses?  But,  if  this  measure  passed, 
Gentlemen  would  find  that  In  some  places 
portions  of  their  parks,  and  in  others  of 
their  mansions,  were  half  Church  land. 
The  lands  had  been  held  by  them  for 
three  centuries,  and  there  was  no  means 
now  of  distinguishing  leasehold  from  free- 
hold. Perhapssome  Gentlemen  would  be  as« 
tonished  to  find  some  fine  morning,that  por- 
tions of  their  property,  which  their  ances- 
tors  enjoyed  for  three  centuries,  belonged 
to  the  Church,  and  that  they  were  tenants 
of  the  Church.  He  congratulated  the 
Solicitor-General  on  the  prospect  which 
was  before  him.  There  would  be  great 
joy  in  the  Court  of  Chancery — infinite 
would  be  the  number  of  Commissions  to 
be  issued — infinite  the  Commissioners  to 
set  out  the  proper  bounds  throughout  the 
kingdom  —  infinite  the  distinctions  be- 
tween that  which  was  leasehold  and  that 
which  was  freehold  property ;  and  still 
more  infinite^  if  he  could  speak  compa- 
ratively of  that  which  was  infinite^-the 
litigation  which  was  to  follow  from  all 
this.  He  hoped  the  House  would  now 
permit  him  to  call  its  attention  to  the 
case  of  the  Irish  lessees.  Let  them  ob- 
serve what  had  been  done  in  the  Irish 
Temporalities  Act  By  that  measure  a 
certain  number  of  Irish  Bishoprics  had 
been  curtailed  —  the  property  that  be- 
longed to  the  vacant  dioceses  had  been 
vested  in  Commissioners.  What  pro- 
vision was  then  made  for  the  lessees? 
The  interest  of  the  lessees  was  recognised 
by  the  legislature — the  tenants  right  to 
renewal  was  recognised.  Did  the  Legis- 
lature prevent  the  renewal  of  a  single 
lease ;  No ;  it  left  it  entirely  optk>nal 
with  the  lessees  to  renew.  It  did  more. 
The  Act  was  founded  on  the  recognition 
of  the  tenant's  right  to  renew*  By  an 
express  law  it  compelled  the  Commis^ 
sioners  to  renew  every  lease  which  the 
tenant  desired  to  renew.  It  vested  the 
fee  absolutely  in  the  Commissioners  for 
this  purpose ;  and  yet  they  were  told  that 
the  present  proposition,  by  which  the 
tenant's  right  was  abolished,  found  a  pre- 
cedent in  that  Act.  This  was  said, 
though  the  present  proposition  was  an 
unmitigated  spoliation  of  tbo  rights  of  th« 
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lessees.  If  this  were  done,  he  maintained 
that  it  was  the  first  time  in  the  history  of 
England  that  such  a  principle  had  been 
acted  upon.  Individuals  might  have  done 
wrong  to  the  public,  but  the  public  never 
before  had  remedied  a  public  grievance  at 
the  expense  of  individuals.  It  was  the 
proud  boast  of  the  country  that  on  no 
occasion,  and  for  no  advantage,  had  in- 
dividual sufferings  or  sacrifices  been 
sanctioned  by  the  Legislature.  In  that 
act  of  national  atonement  which  had 
been  accomplished  with  so  much  credit  to 
the  country,  he  meant  the  emancipation 
of  the  negro  slaves,  nothing  like  this  was 
attempted.  Had  the  country  then  made 
an  offering  to  humanity  which  cost  it 
nothing?  Did  they  in  determining  on 
the  Emancipation  of  the  slaves  tell  the 
holders  of  such  property  that  *'  they  had 
no  legal  right — that  no  Act  of  Parliament 
vested  such  property  in  them."  No,  but 
they  passed  the  Act  of  Emancipation,  and 
in  so  doing  they  sacrificed  20,000,000Z. 
They  declared  the  great  principle  that 
they  would  not  remedy  a  public  wrong  by 
injustice  to  any  individual.  This  principle 
however,  was  now  to  be  violated — it  was 
to  be  done  so  for  the  first  time — it  was  to 
bed  one  without  precedent—  it  was  to  be 
done  without  reason,  and  it  was  to  be 
done,  as  he  thought,  without  the  prospect 
of  attaining  any  great  public  advantage. 
It  was  admitted  that  this  property  be- 
longed to  the  Church,  and  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  said  that  all  Aiture  im- 
provements would  be  merely  for  the  pro- 
tection of  the  Church,  and  yet  they  pro- 
posed to  transfer  the  profits  of  these  im- 
provements to  the  state.  They  said  that 
the  present  state  of  things  tended  to  the 
prejudice  of  the  Church,  and  they  altered 
it ;  but  they  put  the  proceeds,  not  into 
the  pockets  of  the  Church,  but  into  those 
of  the  State.  But  if  it  were  true  that 
there  was  a  surplus  of  Church  property, 
had  they  not  a  population  without  re- 
ligious instruction,  and  were  they  not  in 
the  first  place  to  provide  them  with  re- 
ligious instruction  f  He  wished  to  speak 
of  the  Dissenters  with  the  utmost  respect ; 
hat  when  they  heard  of  the  conscientious 
stftiples  of  the  Dissenters  to  contribute  to 
the  ]payinent  of  a  national  Church,  was  it 
not  reasonable  that  they  should  pay 
some  attention  to  the — ^he  would  call 
it  if  they  wished  the  conscientious 
scruples — but  as  he  thought  the  conscien- 
tiouf  opinions,  of  the  members  of  the 


Established  Church  ?  Were  they  not  to 
have  any  conscientious  scruples  about 
permitting  the  introduction  of  a  prin- 
ciple which  involved  the  principle  of  a 
Church  Establishment?  He  was  sure 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  did  not 
mean  to  say,  that  the  Church  of  England 
was  so  impure  or  unholy,  that  to  contribute 
to  its  maintenance  would  be  contamin* 
ation  ;  but  when  members  of  the  Church 
of  England  heard  these  doctrines  asserted 
— when  they  were  told  that  certain  classes 
of  persons  would  not  pay  what  they  were 
legally  bound  to  pay,  and  what  morally 
they  were  liable  to  pay — when  they  heard 
these  strange  and  unintelligible  scruples, 
they  must  think  that,  by  those  persons, 
the  national  Church  was  considered  a 
nuisance.  The  House  ought  to  look  to 
the  motives  of  those  who  introduced  this 
Bill,  and  the  declarations  of  those  who 
supported  it.  He  had  heard,  with  great 
pleasure,  the  frank  and  manly  avowal  of 
opinion  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  the 
noble  Lord  ( Howick) ;  but  he  would  ask, 
how  many  of  those  who  supported  the 
measure,  concurred  in  the  sentiments  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  introduced 
it  ?  There  was  not  a  single  assenting  cheer 
to  express  concurrence  when  it  was 
proposed.  No  single  individual  on  the 
opposition  benches  cheered  when  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  the  noble  LfOrd, 
expressed  their  decided  attachment  to  the 
Church  of  England,  and  their  deter* 
mi  nation  to  support  it.  But  there 
were  cheers  of  exultation  when  a  word 
escaped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  which 
might  even  cast  the  shadow  of  discredit  on 
that  Church.  What  was  the  declared 
principle  on  which  this  measure  was  sup« 
ported  ?  It  was  this,  and  this  only,  that 
at  present  Dissenters  are  compelled  to 
contribute  to  the  support  of  the  Church, 
and  this  measure  is  supposed  to  relieve 
them  from  that  payment.  This,  which 
was  the  argument  urged  on  the  other  side 
in  support  of  this  measure,  formed  in  his 
mind,  the  strongest  objection  against  it. 
He  knew  not  what  the  principle  of  a 
national  Church  Establishment  was,  unless 
it  was  the  necessity  of  an  establishment 
supported  by  the  nation,  and  out  of  the 
national  funds.  He  could  understand  the 
question  as  to  whether  or  not  it  was 
advisable  to  have  a  Church  Establishment; 
but  if  they  were  to  have  a  Church  Estab- 
lishment! that  every  member  of  the  natioa 
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a  proposition  as  any  that  could  be  ima- 
gined. He  believed,  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  miscalculated  the  current  and 
the  strength  of  public  opinion  on  this 
subject.  He  believed,  that  the  Church  of 
England  was  daily  and  hourly,  by  the 
increasing  piety,  purity,  and  exertions  of 
its  clergy,  strengthening  and  extending. 
Though  he  could  easily  imagine  that  some 
hon«  Members  opposite  would  turn  what 
he  said  into  mockery  and  ridicule,  yet  he 
must  say,  that  he  believed  that  there 
was^  in  the  hearts  of  the  people  of  Eng- 
land, a  feeling  of  attachment  to  the  sacred 
edifices,  which  were  so  intimately  bound 
up  with  their  earliest  recollections;  that 
they  had  a  feeling  of  attachment  to  the 
tomb-stones  on  which  the  names  of  their 
fathers  were  engraven,  and  beneath  which 
they  hoped  one  day  that  their  own  ashes 
would  lie.  If  this  feeling  of  attachment 
really  existed,  this  was  the  time  to  show 
it.  They  must  be  prepared  either  to  assert 
or  to  surrender  the  principle  of  the  Church 
Establishment.  Let  them  surrender  it,  if 
they  would,  for  once  and  for  ever,  and  they 
might  be  assured,  that  they  were  only 
giving  the  strongest  encouragement  to 
future  aggression. 

Lord  John  Russell :  I  assure  you.  Sir, 
that  I  should  not  interpose  now,  if  I  thought 
that  I  should  be  enabled  to  address  the 
Committee  at  a  later  period  of  the  evening ; 
but  I  am  anxious,  as  I  naturally  must  be, 
after  the  many  references  that  have  been 
made  to  me  personally,  to  state  my  opinion 
upon  the  subject  under  discussion.  With 
respect  to  the  tone  in  which  this  debate  has 
been  conducted,  from  the  time  when  the 
Tight  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  brought  it 
again  under  discussion,  I  have  seen  nothing 
of  which  there  is  any  reason  to  complain. 
I  must  say,  however,  that  the  tone  and 
nature  of  the  argument  that  has  been  in- 
troduced, differs  very  widely  from  the 
nature  of  the  course  proposed.  It  has  been 
said,  and  said  upon  high  authority,  and 
urged,  as  I  sball  presently  show,  by  the 
ri^t  hon. '  Gentleman  (Sir  Robert  Peel) 
himself,  that  this  is  a  question  which  de- 
mands the  interposition  of  the  Legislature. 
It  is  said  by  those  who  advocate  the  cause 
of  the  Church,  that  the  law  in  its  present 
state  is  unsatisfactory,  and  that  unless  the 
law  is  made  more  capable  of  execution,  we 
shall  soon  see  a  number  of  the  churches  fall- 
ingiuto  ruins.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man who  has  just  sat  down,  among  others. 
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has  objected  to  Church-rates,  and  has  said 
that  he  does  not  wish  to  retain  them ;  and 
yet,  when  we  propose,  on  our  part,  merely 
to  agree  to  a  resolution  which  shall  enable 
us  to  place  a  plan  before  the  House  in  the 
shape  of  a  Bill,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Sir  R.  Peel)  and  those  who  support  him, 
say,  *'We  allow  there  are  objections  to 
Church-rates  ;  we  allow  the  vexation  they 
cause ;  we  allow  the  heart-burnings ;  we 
allow  the  inefficiency ;  we  do  not  deny  any 
one  of  these  things ;  we  only  say,  that  we 
will  not  permit  you  to  bring  a  Bill  into  this 
House  in  order  to  enable  you  to  explain 
your  plan  to  the  House."  The  resolution 
proposed  will  lead  to  this  step ;  we  only 
ask  the  House  to  bring  in  a  Bill  founded 
upon  that  resolution.  The  Bill,  of  course, 
will  be  regularly  printed ;  it  will  wait  for 
some  time ;  it  will  be  the  subject  of  further 
discussion ;  and  it  may  contain  many  of 
those  provisions  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  says  will  be  absolutely  necessary, 
and  of  which  he  has  chosen  to  suppose  the 
absence  ;  and  because  he  has  not  seen  the 
Bill,  he  will  not  allow  us  to  bring  it  in,  but 
supposes  it  will  contain  all  the  defects 
which  he  chooses  to  imagine.  But,  upon 
the  other  point,  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
leave  us  equally  in  doubt.  This  Bill  pro. 
poses  to  give  a  substitute  for  Church-rates, 
and  we  were  told  yesterday  by  a  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  that  if  any  fund  can  be  obtained 
for  this  purpose,  there  are  millions  in  want 
of  spiritual  instruction,  and  that  to  provide 
this  spiritual  instruction  those  funds  ought 
to  be  devoted.  But  what  say  the  hon.  and 
learned  Members  for  Exeter  and  RiponP 
They  say  that  we  ought  not  to  change  the 
tenure;  that  it  would  be  spoliation,  not 
indeed  of  the  Church,  but  of  the  lessees ; 
and  that  it  would  be  better  to  allow  things 
to  remain  as  they  are.  But  we  have  a 
right  to  ask  to  be  enlightened  on  some  of 
these  points.  If  you  say  that  the  present 
state  of  Church-rates  is  unsatisfactory,  will 
you  allow  us  to  propose  a  substitute  ?  If 
you  like  not  this  plan  with  respect  to  Church 
rates,  either  say  that  you  will  devote 
the  surplus  fund  to  the  supply  of  instruc- 
tion to  the  people,  or  that  you  will  leave 
the  lessees  on  their  present  footing.  Are 
we  to  have  no  answer  on  these  points,  but 
merely  general  objections  upon  every  possi- 
ble ground,  and  a  general  negative  of  the 
resolution,  leaving  the  whole  subject  as 
unsettled  as  it  is  now,  and  with  every 
danger  of  its  remaining  unsettled?  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  was,  some  time  ago  in 
the  year  1835«  so  anxious  on  this  point, 
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that  when  we  brou^t  in  the  Bill  for  the 
regulation  of  Municipal  Corporations,  he 
stated^  ''  that  the  subject  of  Church-rates 
did  not  yield  to  any  other  in  emergency ; 
that  it  was,  as  far  as  any  question,  import- 
ant in  the  maintenance  of  social  harmony ; 
that  there  was  not  a  single  question  except 
that  of  the  Irish  Church,  that  pressed  for 
such  immediate  practical  settlement  as  the 
question  of  Church-rates."  But  the  right 
hon;  Baronet  stated  further,  '*  that  in  con- 
sideration of  the  interests  of  the  Church, 
for  the  satisfaction  of  a  large  body  of  the 
public,  for  the  promotion  of  subordination 
and  obedience  to  the  law,  the  Government 
ought  not  to  suffer  the  law  respecting 
Church-rates  to  be  made  the  theme  of  dis- 
cussion at  public  meetings,  and  the  subject 
o(  angry  comment  from  parochial  martyrs, 
for  another  twelve  months."  We  have 
incurred  the  censure  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  not  only  for  twelve  months,  but 
for,  as  I  admit,  two  years  that  we  have 
allowed  this  state  of  things  to  go  on,  and 
parochial  martyrs  tobesacrificed.  But  when 
now,  at  length,  we  brine  in  a  phm,  what  is 
the  result.^  The  right  hon.  oaronet  does 
not  tell  the  House  that  our  scheme  is 
injudicious,  and  that  he  has  another  to 
propose,  but  he  throws  out  certain  sugges- 
tions as  to  the  separation  of  Dissenters  and 
Churchmen }  and  he  is  willing  to  make  this 
distinction^^that  Dissenters  in  towns  should 
not  be  obliged  to  pay,  but  that  Dissenters 
in  the  country  should  be  obliged  to  pay 
Church-rates  j  in  other  words,  that  the 
landed  interest  should  be  still  burtbened  with 
the  payment  of  Church-rates,  hut  that  the 
towus  should  be  relieved.  This  was  the 
suggestion  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  But 
it  may  be  collected  easily  from  these  ex- 
prtfssions,  that  the  object  is  to  leave  the 
quest'on  in  such  a  state  that  we  shall  not 
be  able  to  bring  in  this  Bill  or  any  other; 
and  that  the  question  shall  be  left  for  future 
agitation  and  discontent.  Before  I  proceed 
to  other  parts  of  the  question  on  which  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  addressed  the  Committee 
on  a  former  evening,  I  must  allude  to  one 
point  on  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  did 
me  the  honour  to  quote,  among  others,  what 
I  stiid  in  this  House.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  introduced  it  in  that  part  of  his 
argument  in  which  he  endeavoured  to  show, 
that  this  plan  is  contrary  to  the  principles 
of  justice  and  sound  policy.  If  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  has  shown  that  this  plan  is 
contrary  to  the  principles  of  justice  and 
sound  policy ;  if  it  can  be  shown  that  it  is 
inconsistent,  as  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 


man has  said,  with  the  nature  of  a  Church 
Establishment,  of  course  I  must  admit  that 
the  plan  is  not  fit  to  be  adopted  by  this 
House,  and  that  all  matters  of  calculation 
of  profit  and  advantage  must  sink  at  once 
before  this  paramount  objection.  But  in 
quoting  what  I  said  in  this  House — and  I 
have  no  doubt  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
quoted  fairly  what  was  reported — he  hardly 
gave  that  sense  to  what  I  said,  which,  on 
some  reflection,  I  am  sure  he  will  be  induced 
to  give.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  supposed 
me  to  have  laid  down  this  proposition  : — 
''That  it  is  absolutely  essential  to  a 
Church  Establishment  that  the  repairs  of 
the  church  shall  be  defrayed  either  out  of 
the  general  taxes,  or  by  some  spedal  tax 
levied  on  the  public  for  that  purpose." 
That  proposition,  in  the  first  place,  is  con- 
trary to  what  I  hare  myself  supported  re- 
specting Ireland.  It  is  contrary  to  the 
declarations  of  my  noble  Friend  on  the 
opposite  bench  (Lord  Stanley).  But  not 
only  is  it  contrary  to  his  declairations,  but 
it  18  contrary  to  the  declarations  of  t&e 
right  hon*  Gentlemen,  the  Members  for 
the  Universities  of  Cambridge  and  Dublin. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Mem. 
her  for  the  University  of  Dublin,  main- 
tained with  us  the  principle  of  this  Bill 
with  respect  to  Ireland.  We  have  been 
reminded  to-night  of  the  United  Chun^ 
of  England  and  Ireland,  because  it  suits 
the  purposes  of  the  night.  That  right 
hon.  Gentleman  admitted  that  on  the  part 
of  the  united  Church,  it  was  fit  that 
Church-cess  should  be  altogether  abolished ; 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  also  said, 
that  there  was  this  difference  between 
Church-cess  and  tithes,  that  the  tithes 
depended  on  the  statutes,  and  the  Chux^- 
cess  might  be  refused  by  the  victims.  Now, 
I  cannot  be  supposed,  with  respect  to  a 
Church  Establishment,  to  go  the  length  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the  others  on 
his  side  of  the  House,  but  1  must  ask,  does  it 
stand  to  reason,  or  can  any  one  presume, 
that  if  the  Church  had  three,  or  four,  or  five 
millions,  in  addition  to  its  present  endow- 
ment, that  still  it  would  be  necessary,  for 
the  purpose  of  a  Church  Establishment, 
that  there  should  be  a  special  tax  to 
meet  the  expenses  of  the  repairs  of  the 
fabric  of  the  church?  This  was  the 
meaning  which  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
attempted  to  fix  on  what  I  have  said.  I 
am  ready,  however,  to  declare  the  full 
extent  of  what  I  really  did  say.  What 
I  intended  to  say  was  this,  that  "  it  was 
the  duty  of   the   State,   in    maintaining 
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a  Church  Eslabluhment,  to  provide  for  the 
repairs  of  that  church."  And  I  aaid, 
moreover^  with  respect  to  the  Established 
Church  o£  England^  that  "  if  Church-rates 
weie  to  he  abcuiahed^  and  the  repairs  of  the 
church  were  to  be  provided  for  out  of  the 
public  funds,  I  did  not  think  that  theie 
funds  could  be  provided  out  of  the  revenues 
of  the  Church."  This  was  my  opinion  on 
the  subject  $  it  was  my  opinion  respecting  a 
question  of  fact»  and  I  urged  it  in  opposition 
to  what  was  continually  pressed  upon  me 
by  many  Dissenters  in  this  House.  When 
the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  (Mr. 
Hume)  stated  that  the  revenues  of  the  deans 
and  chapters  were  sufficient  to  provide  a 
aubstitute  for  Church-rates,  I  said>  in  oppo- 
sition to  that  proposition,  that  I  thought 
those  revenues  were  not  sufficient.  But  I 
added,  that  any  surplus  that  might  be 
obtained  by  diminishing  the  expenses  of 
bishops,  and  deans,  and  chapters,  should  be, 
and  might  properly  be,  applied  to  the 
increase  of  small  livings  and  the  augmen« 
tation  of  spiritual  instruction ;  and  that  I 
thought  there  would  not  be  a  sufficient 
surplus  as  a  substitute  for  Church-rates. 
But  is  there  any  thing  to  prevent  me 
changing  my  opinion  if  I  find  that  greater 
sums  can  be  obtained  from  an  improved 
mode  of  collecting  the  property  of  the 
Church ;  when  I  fmd  that  there  is  sufficient 
for  all  the  objects  of  the  Church,  giving  to 
the  Church  that  revenue  which  is  necessary 
for  its  bishops,  giving  that  revenue  which 
is  necessary  for  deans  and  chapters,  and 
giving  three  millions  to  the  parochial  clergy 
•^•when  I  find,  upon  farther  and  more 
correct  inquiry,  that  tliis  is  the  case,  is  there 
anything  inconsistent  in  my  changing  my 
opinion  ?  Now  I  have  begun  on  this  part  of 
the  subject,  I  will  argue  a  little  further  as 
to  what  the  Church  Commiflsioners  propose 
with  respect  to  that  surplus  of  130,000/. 
What  1  say  is  this;  the  surplus  obtained, 
supposing  it  to  be  obtained,  from  this 
revenue  oif  Church  lands,  is  to  secure  peace 
and  harmony  in  the  country  by  the  abolition 
of  Church-rates.  The  Commissioners  say 
that  thb  sum  of  130,000/.  a  year  may  be 
given  to  the  promotion  of  religious  instruc- 
tion in  the  country.  But  it  was  argued  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Weymouth  (Mr.  F. 
Buxton),  who  spoke  last  night,  that  there 
were  matters  of  more  pressing  urgency 
which  demanded  a  greater  supply  from  the 
funds  of  the  Church.  The  Commissioners 
say,  we  think  that  the  sums  we  propose 
could  be  given  to  the  maintenance  of  the 
;  and  they   recommend  that  not  less 


than  ]  5,000/.  a  year  should  be  given  to  the 
Archbishop  of  Canterbury ;  that  not  less 
than  10,000/.  a  year  should  be  given  to  the 
Bishop  of  London;  and  they  think  that 
these  sums  should  be  given  for  the  sake  of 
supporting  the  dignity  of  the  Church,  and 
for  the  maintenance  of  the  hierarchy.  They 
would  reserve  no  greater  surplus  to  sugply 
the  spiritual  demands  of  the  people*  The 
Commissioners  calculate  the  probable  ex- 
tent of  the  fund  applicable  to  the  purpose 
of  increasing  the  provision  for  the  parochial 
clergy,  at  not  less  than  30,000/. ;  and  they 
say  :"^''  The  alterations  which  we  have 
proposed,  with  respect  both  to  the  arrange- 
ment of  dioceses  and  the  constitution  of 
deans  and  chapters,  appear  to  us  to  render 
it  expedient  that  a  change  should  be  made 
in  the  exercise  of  the  patronage  which  is 
now  vested  in  the  last-mentioned  bodies. 
We  recommend  that  such  regulations  should 
be  adopted  as  may  leave  it  in  the  power 
of  deans  and  chapters,  under  certain  re- 
strictions,  to  give  preferment  to  the  mem- 
bers of  their  own  body,  and  to  the  minor 
canons,  who  may  reasonably  look  to  them 
for  reward  after  a  certain  period  of  service  ; 
and  that  where  a  presentation  to  any  bene- 
fice in  their  gift  is  not  required  for  these 
purposes,  it  should  pass,  in  some  eases,  to 
the  Crown,  and  in  others  to  the  bishop  of 
the  diocese,  in  which  either  the  cathedral 
or  the  benefice  may  be  respectively  situate." 
1  think.  Sir,  1  have  shown,  that  with 
respect  to  the  matter  of  the  spiritual  de- 
mands of  what  1  am  told  are  two  millions 
of  the  people,  though  the  Church  Commis- 
sioners thought  it  right  to  provide  for  that, 
yet,  in  the  first  place,  they  did  not  think  it 
right  to  trench  on  what  was  due  to  the 
dignity  of  the  hierarchy  of  this  country ; 
and,  in  the  second  place,  they  did  not  think 
it  light  tfi  trench  on  what  was  due  to  the 
patronage  of  the  Crown,  and  of  the  bishops, 
and  the  expectations  of  the  clergy.  Why, 
if  this  was  the  opinion  of  uxe  Church 
Commissioners-^and  I  humbly  bowed  to 
their  opinion-^if  it  was  their  opinion  that 
the  demands  for  spiritual  instruction  ware 
^reat,  but  great  as  they  were  they  should 
be  postponed  for  the  sake  of  providinf^  what 
might  be  considered  a  munificent  income 
for  the  hierarchy — if  the  Church  Com- 
missioners say  this,  is  it  not  to  be  per- 
mitted to  us,  simple  as  we  are,  while  we 
admit  that  the  spiritual  demands  for  the 
instruction  of  these  uninstructed  millions 
are  great,  also  to  feel  that  the  demands 
which  are  made  on  us  for  the  establishment 
of  religious  peace  are  of  a  most  urgent 
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description^  and  that  we  are  as  fully  en- 
titled to  provide  for  that  object  as  the 
Church  dommissioners  were  entitled  to 
provide  for  the  dignity  of  the  hierarchy 
and  the  patronage  of  the  clergy  ?  But  I 
venture  to  say^  with  regard  to  the  justice 
of  the  principle^  we  have  left,  and  propose 
to  leave,  everything  that  is  thoueht  neces- 
sary to  be  provided  for  the  immediate  wants 
of  the  Church :  we  have  left  about  three 
millions  and  a  half  of  the  revenues  of  the 
Church  to  be  disposed  of  in  the  manner,  as 
to  income,  which  the  heads  of  the  Church 
thought  necessary.  But  if  a  new  or 
increased  income  can  be  provided,  are  we 
not  to  avail  ourselves  of  that  new  income  to 
provide  against  that  which  proclaims  itself 
aloud  as  a  grievance  to  the  State,  whether 
or  not  it  be  a  grievance  to  the  Dissenters  ? 
Having  spoken  of  this  preliminary  objection 
on  a  point  of  principle,  I  will  now  speak  of 
the  plan,  as  I  think  it  will  affect  the  various 
interests  of  the  Church  ;  and  fearful  as  I 
am  of  detaining  and  fatiguing  the  House, 
I  must  beg  to  be  allow^  to  advert  to  the 
general  principle  on  which  I  consider  the 
proposed  Bill  to  have  been  framed*  In  a 
country  like  this,  where  there  is  an  Estab- 
lished Church,  but  where  there  is  likewise 
established,  as  was  very  properly  said  by 
Lord  Mansfield,  ''freedom  for  the  Dis- 
senter," it  is  right,  in  my  opinion,  in  the 
first  place,  to  take  care  that  the  revenues  of 
the  Church  should  be  kept  as  clear  as  pos. 
sible  from  bringing  the  clergy  into  collision 
and  quarrel  with  those  who  have  to  make 
the  payments;  and  with  respect  to  the 
Dissenter,  it  was  right  to  give  him  every 
opportunity  of  carrying  on  his  religious 
worship  without  being  excited  to  hostile 
feelings  against  the  Establishment.  I  say, 
that  the  furtherance  of  those  principles  is 
essential  for  the  interests  of  the  Church  and 
those  of  the  Dissenter  alike.  ^These  are 
principles  which  tend  to  make  the  Church 
secure^  and  tend  to  make  the  Dissenter 
free;  these  are  principles  which  tend  to 
make  both  the  Church  and  the  Dissenter 
unite  in  the  promotion  of  the  Christian 
religion,  and  not  interrupt  their  labours  in 
this  regard  by  unseemly  quarrels  and  dis- 
turbances. Now,  my  hon.  Friend,  the 
Member  for  Oxford,  will  tell  me  whether 
(I  don't  expect  him  to  agree  to  the  plan  I 
propose)— but  he  will  tell  me  whether  there 
18  anything  wrong,  or  destructive,  or  hostile 
to  religion,  in  entertaining  such  a  project  ? 
With  these  objects  in  view,  it  was  our  care 
last  year,  to  endeavour  to  make  such  a 
settlement  of  tithes  as  would  leave  the 


clergyman  no  longer  to  dispute  his  income 
with  the  farmers  or  occupiers,  but  it  would 
give  him  the  opportunity  of  settling  fairly 
with  the  occupiers  of  land.  With  the 
same  view  an  attempt  was  made  to  allow 
the  Dissenter  to  register  the  birth  of  his 
child,  or  to  perform  the  marriage  ceremony 
in  his  own  chapel,  without  being  compdled 
to  have  recourse  to  the  Church,  lliose 
Bills  were  both  in  furtherance  of  this 
object ;  and  in  furtherance  of  the  same 
object  is  the  measure  we  now  propose, 
which,  by  providing  for  the  repair  of 
the  churches  in  a  different  manner  from 
at  present,  will  prevent  those  assemblies 
and  vestries,  throughout  the  country, 
where  the  Dissenter  attacks  the  Churdi, 
where  the  Dissenter  is  supported  by  the 
Churchman  who  wishes  to  save  his  money, 
and  where,  in  the  first  place,  angry  feelings 
are  excited,  and,  in  the  second  place,  the 
church  is  too  frequently  left  without  the 
means  of  repair.  Let  it  not  be  said,  that 
this  is  only  the  case  in  those  town  parishes 
in  which  ereat  contests  have  arisen.  I  find 
in  a  pam]^et  which  maintains  a  principle 
very  different  from  that  of  this  Bill,  which 
maintains  that  the  law  ought  to  be  strength- 
ened, a  similar  statement  made  by  an 
archdeacon  fully  qualified  to  speak  to  that 
point.  The  pamphlet  described  the  diffi- 
culties  experienced  in  several  rural  districts 
in  attempts  to  get  vestries  to  make  Church- 
rates.  To  the  same  effect  I  have  a  letter, 
in  which  the  writer  states,  that  though 
persons  in  the  country  are  ready  to  sign 
petitions  against  the  abolition  of  Church- 
rates,  yet  the  Churches  are  in  so  bad  a 
state  of  repair,  that  the  gentry  in  the  neigh, 
bourhood  dread  having  to  visit  them  in  the 
winter  season.  I  now  come  to  that  portion 
of  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet>  to 
which  1  shall  advert  but  shortly — I  mean 
that  part  of  his  speech  in  which  he  asserted 
that  this  measure  would  fail  as  regarded  the 
financial  calculations  on  whicli  it  was 
founded.  I  shall  leave  the  task  of  replying 
more  fully  to  iho^  objections,  to  my  right 
hon.  Friend  who  proposed  the  plan ;  but  I 
may  be  allowed  to  'say>  the  statements 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  did  not  give  me 
much  reason  to  doubt  the  soundness  of  mj 
right  hon.  Friend's  calculations.  One 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  on 
which  he  laid  considerable  stress  was,  that 
the  sum  of  30,000/.  would  be  required  for 
the  management  of  this  property,  and  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  proposed  to  add  that  to 
the  demands  on  the  fund;  but  he  forgot 
that  Church  property  is  now  subject  to  a 
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eonskldrable  expense  for  management ;  the 
number  of  clerks  and  other  officers  now 
employed,  rendered  the  expense  probably 
much  greater  at  present  than  it  would 
be  under  the  proposed  Bills.  In  the  see 
of  Durham  alone,  the  expense  of  manage- 
ment is  2,000^  a  year ;  so  that  instead  of 
a  large  charge  on  that  account,  according  to 
the  reckoning  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
there  is  every  probability  that  we  shall 
derive  from  that  source  alune  a  considerable 
sum.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  has  ex- 
pressed his  doubts  of  the  sum  being  as  great 
as  it  has  been  estimated,  because  it  may 
not  be  twenty-four  years'  deferred  annuity^ 
but  an  annuity  deferred  for  thirty  years. 
If,  however,  260/.  represents  an  annuity 
deferred  for  twenty-four  years,  it  must  be 
a  greater  sum  that  represents  an  annuity 
deterred  for  thirty  years.  I  know,  with 
respect  to  the  Irish  Church  Act,  that  it  was 
stated  by  my  noble  Friend  opposite  (Lord 
Stanley),  that  1 L  claimed  at  the  lime,  re- 
presents what  would  be  5/.  at  the  end  of 
twenty  •'One  years ;  but  if  this  annuity  came 
into  operation  at  the  end  of  two  or  three 
years,  the  1/.  would  represent  a  sum  much 
less,  and  if  it  came  into  operation  at  the  end 
of  a  term  exceeding  twenty-one  years,  of 
course  it  would  represent  a  sum  greater. 
If  the  annuity  were  deferred  for  only  five 
years,  the  sum  a  person  would  advance  at 
present  would  be  greater  in  proportion  to 
the  whole  sum.  The  result  of  the  calcula- 
tions made,  was,  that  if  it  were  deferred 
for  thirty  years,  this  sum  of  260,000/. 
would  represent,  instead  of  1,300,000/., 
1,986,000/.,  and  instead  of  a  surplus  of 
250,000/.,  my  right  hon.  Friend  would  have 
a  surplus  of  upwards  of  300,000/.  I  think 
I  am  entitled  to  say,  after  this,  that  we 
ought  not  to  bow  all  at  once  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  authority.  Let  us  rather 
allow  this  Bill  to  be  gone  into ;  let  the 
House  allow  Mr.  Finlayson  to  be  heard  on 
the  other  side ;  and  do  not  let  us  conclude 
at  oncethat  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
and  the  Treasury,  and  Mr.  Finlayson,  all 
are  wrong  in  their  calculations.  Grant  these 
parties  ahearing  before  you  decide  that  their 
calculations  must  be  erroneous.  I  come 
now  to  that  part  of  the  plan  which  affects 
the  whole  measure :  I  mean  that  part  which 
affects  the  Church  lessees.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Goulbum)  said  last  night, 
as  has  been  said  with  a  sneer  in  another 
place,  that  he  could  not  imagine  where  the 
surplus,  where  the  "  herediiasjacens,"  as 
he  called  it — a  phrase  I  have  now  for  the 
first  time  learnt  the  use  of—- could  have 
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been  discovered  by  my  right  hon.  Friend. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  applied  to 
the  noble  Lord  sitting  next  to  him  (Lord 
Stanley),  he  could,  no  doubt,  have  enlight- 
ened the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  subject. 
The  noble  Lord  would  have  recollected 
having  produced  a  plan  to  this  House,  hf 
which  he  informed  the  House  he  would 
realise  not  less  than  3,000,000/.  of  the 
value  of  the  Church  property  in  Ireland. 
But  whether  that  sum  was  exactly  the  sum 
or  not,  that  a  considerable  sum  may  be 
realised  by  a  different  tenure  of  property, 
I  think  no  man  can  entertain  a  doubt.  I 
am,  however,  almost  ashamed  to  speak  on 
this  point,  after  what  fell  from  the  hon« 
Member  for  East  Retford,  on  the  same 
subject  last  night.  If  a  man  holds  property 
which  he  is  obliged  to  surrender  at  the 
expiration  of  any  life,  or  at  the  end  of 
seven  or  thirty  years,  and  if  he  can  change 
that  holding  into  a  tenure  equivalent  to  a 
freehold,  on  which  he  may  plant  or  build 
as  he  pleases,  there  is  a  new  value  created, 
which  is  a  value  to  the  person  who  possesses 
the  property  and  to  the  person  who  occupies 
it.  If  it  were  not  so,  I  really  know  not 
what  would  be  the  value  of  so  many  pro« 
perties  that  have  been  held  on  mortmain, 
and  enfranchised.  We  have  a  familiar 
illustration  of  the  argument  in  the  case  of 
a  person,  who,  not  having  a  freehold,  plants 
trees,  and  on  the  renewal  of  his  term  is 
obliged  to  pay  for  them,  according  to  their 
value,  when  he  cuts  them  down.  Bat  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  put,  as  an  especial 
difficulty,  some  cases  in  which  a  great  part 
of  the  land  may  be  Church  land,  the  rest 
being  the  lessee's  own  property.  I  am  ghid 
to  be  supplied  by  the  right  hon.  Grentleman 
with  that  instance,  because  it  enables  me 
to  point  out|  to  a  certain  extent^  what  will 
be  the  beneficial  working  of  these  Bills. 
Their  operation  will  be  to  enable  a  maa 
who  suffers,  under  that  disagreeable  tenure, 
part  of  his  house  and  grounds  being  his 
own,  and  the  other  part  only  held  under 
the  Church,  to  convert  the  whole  into 
freehold.  In  cases  where  an  individual 
thus  holds  a  portion  of  his  lands  upon  tJie 
contingency,  for  example,  of  some  old  life 
dropping  in,  I  think  the  power  of  thus 
converting  his  tenure,  and  escaping  from 
all  further  inconvenience  of  the  nature  I 
allude  to,  forms,  in  itself,  the  best  proof  of 
the  value  of  the  arrangement  we  propose 
to  the  lessees.  With  respect  to  the  right 
of  obtaining  some  advantage  from  the 
lessee,  I  do  not  think  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman^  or  the  right  hon.  Gen« 
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a^mofi,  c»Q  either  of  ih^m  make  out  tliat 
we  are  not  entitled  to  ask  0omo  advantage 
from  the  ieuee.    I  could  itate  to  the  House 
many  instances  that  have  come  to  my  own 
knowledgej  in   which   those    leases   have 
fallen  in,,  and  in   which  the  bishop  has 
refused  to  renew^  or  in  which  he  has  put 
in  a  concurrent  lease,  and  the  original  lease 
has  been  altogether  destroyed.     That  right 
was  exercised  by  the  late  Bishop  of  Ely  ; 
and  while  it  exists,  let  no  man  tell  mo  the 
lessees  have  the  right  of  renewal-     I  have 
been  told,  on  the  authority  of  a  solicitor  in 
Durham,  with  respect  to  that  county,  that 
in  1790  the  value  of  the  Church  land  was 
equal  almost  to  freehold  property  ;  but  in 
consequence  of  the  difficult  terms  of  renewal 
which  had  been  enforced,  of  late  years. 
Church  land  sold  for  fifteen  or    sixteen 
vears'  purchase.     It  is  clear  that  there  has 
been  a  great  change  as  regards  the  terms  on 
which  these  leases  are  renewed;  and  are 
we  not  entitled  to  take  advantage  of  the 
right  of  renewal  to  obtain  the  advantage  we 
eontemplate.    But  passing  from  the  lessees, 
I  come  to  tb«  objection  stated  to  the  plan 
in  a  petitioii'-*a  very  fair  and  calm  petitioo, 
I  admiu^fiom  the  University  of  Oxford. 
That  petition  objects  to  the  situation  in 
which  the  measure  places  the  bishops.    We 
gre  told  that  the  bishops  at  present  are  in 
.  the  enjoyment  of  property,  and  according 
to  these  Bills  they  may  become  mere  an- 
nuitants ;  that  we  are  lx>und  to  provide  for 
the  great,  interests  of  religion ;  and  that  the 
independence  of  the  bishops    cannot    be 
impaired  without  danger  to  those  interests 
themselves.    This  is  certainly  a  subjeet 
well  worthy  the  consideration  of  the  House. 
Those  who  labour  for  the  instruction  of  the 
University  of  Oxford,  ought  to  have  in- 
formed that  learned,  but  somewhat  tardy. 
University,  of  the  nature  of  the  Bill  ivhich 

fassed  last  year.  It  is  true,  before  the  Act 
have  referred  to  passed,  the  bishops  bed 
the  control,  without  restriction  as  to  leases, 
of  the  prcmerty  of  the  Church ;  and  it  mifi^ht 
be  argued,  as  was  formerly  argued  by  Mr. 
Burle,  that  there  is  no  question  here  of 
more  or  less,  but  of  absolute  right.  **  ITic 
Bishop  of  Durham,"  it  might  be  said, 
**  possesses  as  clear  a  right  to  his  property 
as  any  man  of  landed  property  in  the  king- 
dom, and  we  are  no  more  entitled  to  inquire 
what  his  income  is,  than  we  have  to  inquire 
what  is  the  income  of  the  lay  proprietors." 
This  might  have  been  the  state  of  things 
formerly,  but  the  Act  of  last  year  has 
placed  the  revenues  of  the  see  of  Durham 
upon  a  different  footing.     The  Bishop  of 
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Durham  has  been  eommiinded  by  that  Act 
to  transfer  the  sum  of  £,000/.  a  year  to  the 
see  of  Bipon,  and  another  11,000/*  a  year 
he  is  commanded  to  pay  into  the  hands  of 
the  Church  Commissioners;  and  then  the 
new  Bishop  created  by  this  Act,  is  to  receive 
further  an  annuity  of  2,200/.    from  the 
Church  Commissioners.     Now,  what  istlie 
situation  of  these  two  Bishops  }     The  or<e, 
out  of  a  varying  and  precarious  income,  ui 
bound  t^>  pay  1 1 ,000/.  a  year  to  the  Cbureh 
Commissioners  5  the  other  is,  to  all  int«it« 
and  purposes,   an    annuitant  upon   those 
Commissioners.     The  one  of  these  Bishops 
is  clearly  an  annuitant ;  whilst  the  other  is 
TO)t  exactly   in  that  situation,   which,   as 
regards  his  own  interests,  could  be  said  to 
be  a  very  easy  or  comfortable  one.     It  will 
he  observed,  that  if  the  incomes  of  the  eee 
of  Durham  were  to  be  depreciated,  and  f»ll, 
through  any  fortuitous  ctrcurostanees,   to 
4,000/.,  8,000/,  or  even  1,000/.  a  year,  the 
Bisliop  would  still  be  obliged  to  pay  over 
1 1,000/.  to  the  Church  Commlssbneni,  and 
S,000/.  a  year  to  the  Bishop  of  Ripon. 
This  being  the  case,  no  one  can  teH  me  that 
this  Bishop  is  In  a  position  to  have  unlimited 
eommand  over  the  property  in  hand,  or  to 
exercise,  under  all  circumstances,  hie  own 
free  will  and  inclination  in  its  disposal ;  for 
he  may  be  obliged,  when  he  would  rather 
not  do  so,  to  renew  leases  which  may  fall 
in,  under  very    dtsadvanlegeous   eircum" 
stances,  in  order  to  meet  this  certain,  un- 
varying, and  imperative  annual  cell.     Bay 
tlie  BiKliop*s  income  amounts,  on  an  average, 
to  19,000/.  a  year;  out  of  this  he  has  to 
pay  11, 000/., 'reserving  the  other  8,000/. 
for  himself.     But  if,  instead  of  taking  the 
chance  of  the  lives  which  fsll  in,  by  which 
in  one  year  he  might  get  S2,000/.,  and  in 
another  only    10,000/,,   we  say   to  him, 
''  we  will  take  care  that  you  shall  always 
receive   19,000/.,  out  of  wliich  you  may 
with  regularitv  meet  the  demand  against 
you  of  1 1 ,000/.  A  year,  and  with  as  much 
certainty    reserve   the    8,000/.   a  year  to 
yourself,'" — I  say,  that  if  we  were  to  do 
this,  so  far  fVom  doing  an  injury  to  the 
Bishop  of  Durham,  we  should  be  conferring 
a  great  beneflt  upon  him,  by  attaching  a 
greater  degree  of  certainty  to  his  income — 
1  say,  as  things  now  stand,  the  principle 
upon  which  the  bishops  receive  their  in- 
come is  all  desirable.     I  think  the  example 
of  a  bishop  arrived  at  old  age,  atid  being 
afraid  of  leaving  his  family  unprovided  for ; 
and  the  example  of  a  bishop  with  a  youn? 
life,  who  is  denirous  of  running  that  lire 
against   lives  of  lessees,    putting  in  tbs 
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lives  of  nephews  and  nieces  on  the  one 
hand,  or  himself  on  the  other^  compose 
a  spectacle  which  does  not  tend  to  elevate 
the  character  or  increase  the  respect ahility 
of  the  Church.  So  much  with  regard  to 
tlic  character  of  this  measure  ns  it  regards 
the  bisliops.  With  respect  to  the  manage- 
ment of  the  property  of  the  Church, 
the  Commission  which  we  propose  to 
appoint,  will  consist  in  the  majority  of 
members  of  the  Churchy  whilst,  at  the 
same  time,  I  admit  that  the  management  of 
the  landed  property  of  the  Church  will  be 
mainly  conducted  oy  the  three  lay  Com- 
missioners, who  will  be  appointed  for  the 
purpose.  Two  of  these  Commissioners  will 
be  appointed  by  the  Crown,  the  other  by 
the  Church.  Now,  if  it  had  been  proposed 
to  me,  that,  instead  of  this,  two  of  the 
Commissioners  should  be  appointed  by  the 
Church,  and  one  only  by  the  Crown,  I 
should  have  been  ^uite  ready  to  listen  and 
accede  to  that  alteration.  But  in  order  to 
do  that>  it  is  necessary  that  we  should  have 
the  Bill,  and  that  we  should  go  into  Com- 
mittee upon  it.  I  repeat;  that  1  am  quite 
ready  to  assent  to  any  alterations  in  the 
details  of  the  measure  which,  on  considera* 
tion,  may  be  deemed  advisable ;  but  before 
I  can  accede  to  anything  of  the  kind,  we 
roust  have  the  Bill  in  our  hands  on  which 
we  propose  to  introduce  these  alterations. 
The  hon.  Member  for  East  Retford  assures 
me,  that  after  having  belonged  to  the 
Church  Commission,  I  have  made  an  utensil 
of  the  Church.  I,  on  the  other  hand, 
must  rather  say,  that  the  Church  Com- 
mission has  made  an  utensil  of  me*  We 
went  into  the  Commission  upon  this 
subject,  in  conjunction  with  the  pre- 
lates of  the  Church  who  formed  part  of  it, 
with  the  full  desire  and  intention  of  listen- 
ing to  all  the  plans  for  the  reform  of  the 
Church  which  they  could  suggest^  with  a 
sincere  wishj  whilst  we  directed  our  atten- 
tion to  the  correction  of  abuses  in  that 
Establishment,  to  do  so  in  a  way  aa  com- 
patible as  possible  with  the  views  and 
sentiments  of  its  Prelates.  1  gave  my  con- 
sent to  the  propositions  which  were  then 
agreed  upon,  but,  at  the  same  time,  I  must 
remark,  that  those  propositions  were  more 
theirs  than  mine.  And  I  must  take  this 
opportunity  of  remarking,  in  answer  to 
what  fell  from  tlic  hon.  Member  for  Wey- 
mouth, what  the  members  of  the  Church 
Commission  know  full  well,  that  I  said  I 
should  have  been  desirous  that  no  prebend 
should  receive  ni(»re  than  •I'.OOO/.,  and  that 
no  canon  should  have  more  than  2,000/. 


a-ycar.  But  whilst "  this  was  my  own 
opinion,  I  was  willing,  nevertheless,  to 
adopt  tlie  scheme  for  the  reform  of  certain 
abuses  which  was  framed  by  the  Commis- 
sion. I  proposed  that  scheme  to  the  House, 
and  when  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex 
warned  me  that  by  acting  thus  I  was 
ruining  the  prospects  of  the  Ministry  to 
which  1  belong,  I  told  him  that,  regardless 
of  consequences,  I  had  adopted  that  mea- 
sure, and  that  I  was  determined  to  stand  or 
fall  by  it,  conceiving  the  honour  of  the 
Administration  to  be  involved  in  it.  In 
doing  this  are  we  to  be  accused  of  having 
ill-treated  the  Church  Commission?  On 
the  contrary,  we  showed  ourselves  ready  to 
experience  and  to  brave  some  obloquy  if,  in 
concurrence  with  the  heads  of  the  Church, 
we  could  pass  some  measure  calculated  to 
be  of  real  and  efficient  service  to  the  best 
interest  of  the  Church.  It  has  been  sug- 
gested by  the  hon.  Member  for  Weymouth, 
and  br  other  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  that 
even  if  we  can  fairly  procure  the  surplus 
we  look  to  by  means  of  a  better  manage- 
ment of  Church  property,  it  would  be 
desirable  to  apply  it  to  the  increase  of  the 
means  of  spintual  instruction  throughout 
the  country,  I  am  fully  aware  of  the 
importance  of  the  object  here  alluded 
to,  and  I  am  ready  to  concert  the 
adoption  of  any  measure  by  which  the 
spread  of  spiritual  instruction  may  be 
promoted.  At  the  same  time,  however, 
I  am  somewhat  in  doubt  as  to  the  ef- 
ficiency of  any  plan  which  should  go  no 
further  than  to  the  building  of  churches 
and  the  placing  of  ministers  in  their  pulpits. 
In  addition  to  this  we  must  have  that  means 
of  instruction  which  conveys  it  from  home 
to  home,  from  door  to  door,  before  we  can 
be  said  to  have  made  the  blessing  of  that 
instruction  generally  available.  Of  the 
importance  ot  this  mstruction  I  am  fully 
aware,  and  that  large  numbers  of  the 
population  throughout  the  country  are  now 
without  it  I  am  ready  to  admit.  But  at  the 
same  time  I  must  say,  that  the  most  pressing 
want  which  we  have  to  look  to  just  now  is 
the  establishment  of  a  feeling  of  peace  and 
concord  between  the  Church  and  the 
people.  Mv  belief  is,  that  if  that  feeling 
of  good  will  were  once  established,  we 
should  not  long  stand  in  the  want  of  the 
means  of  affording  spiritual  instruction  to 
the  whole  popolation  of  the  kingdom.  ^  I 
urn  glad^when  I  see  this  spintual  instruction 
given  by  the  Church,  and  I  likewise  rejoice 
when  1  see  it  extended  by  the  Dissenters. 
Now,  as  to  the  opinion  of  the  Dissenters 
Q  2 
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upon  this  subject,  there  are  some  who  say, 
**  We  object  to  any  claim  made  on  behsdf 
of  an  Established  Church  for  pecuniary 
support  from  the  general  body  of  the 
State."  Wiih  that  view  of  the  case,  as  I 
have  always  said,  I  entirely  disagree.  At 
the  same  time^  there  are  those  who  say^  that 
they  are  quite  ready  to  admit  of  any  pro- 
posals for  the  improved  management  of 
the  afiairs  of  the  Church,  as  in  tithes  and  so 
forth,  but  that  being  already  burdened  by 
heavy  expense,  they  think  that  the  property 
of  the  Church  is  sufficient  for  all  its  neces- 
sities^ and  fully  adequate,  amongst  the  rest, 
to  keeping  in  repair  the  edifices  of  the 
establishment.  In  my  opinion  this  position 
of  the  Dissenters  is  a  fair  and  reasonable 
one  ;  and  I  will  not  forego  the  passing  of  a 
measure  which  goes  to  acquiesce  in  so 
reasonable  a  demand,  a  measure  so  likely  to 
establish  religious  peace  throughout  the 
country^  because  I  may  be  taunted  with 
endeavouring  to  count  the  suffrages  and 
support  of  the  Dissenters  of  this  country. 
I  have  always  had  the  highest  respect  for 
the  Dissenters  of  this  country,  and  I  do  say, 
that,  putting  aside  all  political  diflTerences 
which  may  arise  on  many  subjects  between 
us,  in  their  efforts  to  promote  religious 
instruction  in  quarters  where  it  has  been 
most  wanted,  they  have  been  most  unre- 
mitting, and  in  the  highest  degree  service- 
able ;  their  efforts  have  been  extended  to 
afford  the  sublime  hope  of  religious  inspira- 
tion to  men  heretofore  of  grovelling  intel- 
lects, and  to  create  a  nobler  and  more 
elevated  character  in  men  of  rude  and 
wilful  passions.  For  services  like  these  in 
the  cause  of  humanity  the  Dissenters  are 
entitled  to  the  regard  and  respect  of  every 
member  of  the  community — of  every  man 
who  has  at  heart  the  improvement  of  liis 
species  and  the  social  character  of  the  com- 
munity to  which  he  belongs.  I  rejoice, 
therefore,  when  consistently  with  the 
maintenance  of  the  Established  Church 
upon  its  present  footing,  and  of  all  its  just 
rights — consistently  with  the  splendour 
and  pomp  of  its  hierarchies — I  am  able  to 
accord  reOief  to  these  excellent  and  true. 
hearted  Dissenters  in  a  case  of  which  they 
have  long  complained,  and  on  which  they  are 
bent  on  obtainmg  redress.  I  do  so  the  more 
readily  because  I  am  convinced  this  measure 
which  I  now  advocate  may  be  the  means 
of  laying  the  foundation  of  a  better  order 
of  things — an  order  of  things  in  which  we 
shall  no  longer  hear  the  Churchman  say, 
that  the  only  object  of  the  Dissenter  is  to 
distress  and  ruin  the  Churoh  Establishment, 


and  the  Dissenter,  on  the  other  hand,  assert, 
that  the  great  object  of  the  Churchman  is 
to  degrade  and  insult  the  Dissenters  —  an 
order  of  things  in  which,  with  better 
sympathies  for  one  another,  unfettered  by 
prejudices  and  jealousy  of  feeling,  both 
Dissenters[and  Churchmen  may  meet  on  the 
one  common  ground  on  which  they  do  not 
differ  in  opinion,  and,  pursuing  uninter- 
ruptedly their  career  of  usefulness,  may 
contribute  not  only  to  the  spread  of  reli- 
gion, but  to  the  general  peace  and  concord 
of  this  country,  and  to  the  uniting  together 
of  the  hearts  of  all  his  Majesty's  subjects. 

The  Chairman  reported  progress,  and  the 
Committee  was  ordered  to  sit  again. 

The  House  resumed. 

Municipal  Corporations  (Scot- 
land).] Mr.  R.  Steuart  moved  for  leave 
to  bring  in  a  Bill,  for  the  better  regulation 
of  the  Municipal  Corporations  of  Scot- 
land. If  the  motion  were  agreed  to,  it 
was  not  his  intention  to  press  the  Bill 
through  all  its  further  stages  till  after  the 
holidays. 

Sir  W,  Roe  objected  to  this  mode  of 
proceeding  in  Bills  of  this  sort,  as  being 
extremely  inconvenient. 

Lord  Stormont  also  objected  to  the 
introduction  of  the  Bill  to-night.  So 
little  attention  was  paid  to  the  affairs  of 
Scotland  by  this  House,  that  it  had  be- 
come proverbial,  that  Scotch  Bills  were 
never  introduced  till  after  one  o'clock  in 
the  morning. 

Sir  George  Clerk  moved,  that  the  House 
do  adjourn.  Ayes  27 ;  Noes  43 :  Maior- 
ity  16.  ' 

List  of  the  Ayes. 

Alsagcr,  Captain  Patten,  J.  W. 

Borthwick,  P.  Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 

Bradshaw,  J.  Praed,  W.  M. 

Brotherton,  J.  Ross,  C. 

Buller,  Sir  J.  Y.  Sibthorp,  Colonel 

Egerton,  Sir  P.  Stanley,  Lord 

Egerton,  Lord  F.  Stormont,  Lord 

Fancourt,  Major  ToUemache,hon.A.G. 

Finch,  G.  Trench,  Sir  F. 

Fleming,  J.  Trevor,  hon.  G.  R. 

Freshfield,  J.  W.  Vesey,  hon.  T. 

Coulbarn,  rt.  hon.  H.  Wilbraham,  hon.  B. 
Hamilton,  G.  A.  tKixERS. 

flerries,  rt.  hon.  J.  C.  Clerk,  Sir  G. 

Inglis,  Sir  R.  H.  Rae,  rt.  hon.  Sir  W. 

List  of  the  Noes. 
Aglionby,  II.  A.  Bowes,  J. 

Attwood,  T.  Campbell,  Sir  J. 

Baring,  F.  Chalmers,  P. 

Blake^  M.  J.  Gisbprne,  T. 
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Gordon,  R. 
Hastie,  A. 
Hinde,  J.  H. 
U  obhouse^rl.  bon  .Sir J. 
Uuiney  J. 
Hutt,  Wm. 
Leader,  J.  T. 
Maber,  J. 
Methuen,  P. 
Morpeth,  Viscount 
Musgrave,  Sir  R. 
O'Connell,  M.J. 
O'ConneU,  Morgan 
O'Ferrall,  R.  M. 
Palmer,  R. 
Parker,  J. 
Pease,  J. 
Power,  James 
Price,  Sir  R. 


pry  me,  George 
Rice,  rt.  hon.  T.  S. 
Rippon,  C. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Russell,  Lord  C 
Scrope,  G.  P. 
Stanley,  £.  J. 
Thompson,  Colonel 
Vigors,  N.  A. 
Wallace,  Robert 
Warburlon,  H. 
Wason,  R. 

Westenra,  hon.  H.  R. 
Williams,  W.  A. 
Wilson,  H. 
Young,  G,  F. 

TELLERS. 

The  Lord  Advocate 
Steuart,  R. 


Mr.  R.  Steuart  said,  after  the  division 
which  bad  taken  place,  be  would  not 
persevere  in  bringing  forward  the  Bill 
that  night;  but  be  trusted  it  would  go 
forth  who  the  parties  were  that  prevented 
the  discussion  of  business  relating  to 
Scotland. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Friday. 

HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  March  15, 1837. 

MiNUTJE^.]  Petitions  preientcd.  By  several  Hon.  Mkmbsrs, 
ftom  various  places,  against  the  Abolition  of  Church-rates. 
By  Lord  O.  Lbnivos,  and  other  Hon.  Msmbsbs,  ftom 
various  places,  for  tiw  Abolition  of  Church-rates. 

Parliamentary  Agents.]  Lord 
George  Lennox^  in  pursuance  of  tbe  in- 
structions be  bad  received  from  tbe  Lon- 
don and  Brighton  Railway  Committee, 
begged  to  move  that  the  Resolution  of  tbe 
House  of  tbe  20th  of  February,  1830,  be 
now  read.  He  would  state  to  the  House 
wbat  bad  taken  place  in  the  Committee, 
and  then  leave  it  to  them  to  decide  in 
wbat  manner  tbey  should  treat  it.  A 
petition  from  Mr.  Goldsmid  bad  been 
referred  to  tbat  Committee,  and  upon 
asking  who  appeared  in  support  of  it,  tbe 
Committee  were  informed  tbat  tbe  agent 
was  Mr,  Fresbfield,  jun. ;  and  Mr.  Fresh- 
field  being  asked  wbetber  be  was  in  part- 
nersbip  with  bis  father,  a  Member  of  that 
House,  replied,  tbat  he  was  in  partnership 
witb  bis  father  in  general  business,  but 
not  in  Parliamentary  business,  or  as  re- 
garded this  particular  case.  The  Com- 
mittee bad  directed  him  to  bring  tbe 
subject  under  the  notice  of  tbe  House. 

The  Resolution  having  been  read  by  tbe 
clerk,  that  no  Member  of  tbe  House  be 
pennitted  to  engage,  either  directly  or 


indirectly,  in  tbe  management  of  private 
Bills  before  Committees  of  that  House  for 
pecuniary  reward. 

Mr.  Freshfield  thanked  tbe  noble  Lord 
for  tbe  courteous  manner  in  which  he 
brought  the  subject  under  the  considera- 
tion of  the  House ;  but  there  was  no  mode 
in  which  such  a  subject  could  come  before 
Parliament  which  must  not  of  necessity 
occasion  regret  and  pain — regret  tbat  the 
time  of  the  House  should  be  occupied 
with  anything  tbat  merely  concerned  him 
as  an  individual,  and  pain  that  after  he 
had  had  tbe  honour  of  a  seat  in  that 
House  for  three  Parliaments,  during  which 
he  had  always  refrained  from  forcing  him- 
self upon  their  notice,  be  should  now  feel 
compelled  to  solicit  attention  respecting  a 
subject  which  involved  bis  own  personal 
conduct,  and  which,  to  say  tbe  least,  im- 
puted to  him  some  obliquity  of  moral  per- 
ception. It  was  supposed  tbat  be  had 
acted  in  a  manner  inconsistent  with  a  re- 
solution of  that  House — a  resolution 
which  appeared  to  him  to  have  no  more 
to  do  witb  tbe  relation  in  which  he  stood 
towards  the  individual  referred  to,  than  it 
could  possibly  have  to  do  with  tbe  conduct, 
if  he  might  take  the  liberty  to  say  so,  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  then  in  the 
chair.  There  was  no  individual  more 
distant  or  more  remote  than  himself  from 
any  interest  upon  any  question  that  pould 
come  before  tbat  House  as  a  subject  of 
Parliamentary  inquiry.  He  understood 
the  resolution  to  be,  that  no  Member  by 
himself  or  bis  partner  should  be  engaged 
in  soliciting  any  Bill  before  tbat  or  the 
other  House  of  Parliament,  for  pecuniary 
reward  or  advantage.  Could  there  be  a 
shadow  of  doubt  that  the  object  of  that 
resolution  was  to  prevent  Members  of  the 
House  of  Commons  from  acting  as  Parlia- 
mentary agents— tbat  it  was  intended  to 
embrace  partners  in  Parliamentary 
business,  but  not  partners  in  other  trans- 
actions ?  That  was  the  precise  and  just 
interpretation  of  the  resolution ;  and  as  to 
the  particular  case  now  under  the  notice 
of  the  House,  tbey  would  of  course  deal 
witb  it  as  they  thought  proper.  His  ob- 
ject was  not  to  argue  tbe  question  beyond 
what  was  barely  necessary  to  its  full  ex- 
planation. He  should  simply  state  the 
facts,  and  then  leave  the  House  to  deal 
with  those  facts  as  tbey  might  think  pro- 
per. He  most  distinctly  asserted  that  he 
had  no  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in 
soliciting,  managing;,  or  conducting  any 
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private  business  before  that  or  the  other 
House  of  Parliament.  When  he  was 
first  returned  to  Parliament,  in  1830,  he 
lost  not  a  moment — he  did  not  wait  even 
till  his  return  to  London,  but  wrote  to 
town  for  the  purpose  of  directing  an  ar- 
rangement to  be  made  by  which  his  son, 
and  his  son  only,  should  derive  any  of  the 
profits  arising  from  Parliamentary  business. 
Although  he  remained  in  partnership 
with  his  soo  in  general  business,  yet  from 
any  participation  in  any  Parliamentary 
business  he  was  wholly  separated  and  re- 
moved.— He  directed  that  the  accounts 
should  be  kept  quite  separate,  and  that 
the  profits  of  all  Parliamentary  business 
should  be  taken  by  his  son  for  his  own 
separate  and  individual  use,  and  from  that 
moment  to  the  present  he  had  never  once 
interfered  in  any  of  the  Parliamentary 
business  wiih  which  his  son  was  con- 
cerned. Let  it  not  be  supposed  that  such 
arrangements  were  unknown  to  professional 
men  ;  they  were,  on  the  contrary,  matters 
of  every  day  occurrence ;  there  was 
scarcely  one  large  house  in  which  arrange- 
ments of  that  sort  had  not  at  one  time  or 
other  taken  place.  Nothing  was  more 
usual  than  that  one  partner  should  have  no 
interest  in  the  common  law  business, 
another  no  concern  with  the  conveyancing 
department,  a  third  no  interference  with 
tbe  business  of  a  particular  family.  In 
his  own  house,  one  of  his  sons  was,  and 
another  was  not,  connected  with  him  in 
the  Bank  of  England.  He  and  his  sons 
were  partners  in  general  business,  exclud- 
ing one  of  them  from  the  concerns  of  the 
Bank.  Tliey  were  partners  in  general 
business,  he  himself  being  excluded  from 
Parliamentary  concerns.  By  other  Mem- 
bers of  that  House,  who  belonged  to  the 
same  branch  of  the  profession  that  he  did, 
the  same  course  was  adopted.  Mr.  Henry 
Smith  was  solicitor  to  the  East- India 
Company.  From  the  moment  he  came 
into  Parliament  he  disconnected  himself 
from  all  Parliamentary  business.  Similar 
arrangements  were  made  by  Sir  J.  Gra- 
ham, by  Mr.  Evan  Folks,  solicitor  to  the 
Audit-office,  and  by  Mr.  Jones,  who  was 
solicitor  to  the  office  of  Woods  and 
Forests.  Without  multiplying  instances, 
be  would  ask,  had  any  abuse  arisen  from 
the  practice  in  which  he  had  been  one 
aniongst  many  to  follow  ?  He  begged  per- 
mission to  state  what  had  been  his  own 
conduct  in  the  matter.  From  the  mo- 
ment he  entered  Parliament  he  abstained 


from  interference,  direct  or  indirect,  with 
any  Parliamentary  business  conducted  in 
his  office.  He  asserted  most  solemnly, 
that  no  client  had  derived  the  slightest 
advantage  from  the  circumstance  of  fats 
being  a  member  of  Parliament,  no  client 
was  ever  permitted  to  hold  any  conversa- 
tion or  intercourse  with  him  on  any  mat- 
ter with  which  his  son  was  professionally 
connected,  and  though  he  had  presented 
petitions  for  gentlemen,  who  might  have 
stopped  him  in  the  lobby,  he  had  in  no 
instance  presented  any  petition,  or  so 
much  as  moved  any  of  those  Bills,  through 
any  one  of  their  Stages,  in  which  his  sons 
had  the  least  interest.  He  kept  himself 
completely  distinct  from  any  thing  of  the 
sort,  and  it  thence  frequently  occurred 
that  the  progress  of  their  business  was 
delayed,  but  he  strictly  abstained  from 
interference  lest  his  taking  any  part  in 
affairs  of  that  nature  should  compromise 
his  character  as  a  Member  of  Parliament. 
He  claimed  most  respectfully,  but  with 
the  utmost  confidence,  that  the  House 
should  give  full  reliance  to  the  statement 
he  was  then  making.  He  claimed  it  with- 
out assuming  to  himself  a  higher  degree 
of  sincerity  or  a  more  scrupulous  regard  to 
character  than  belonged  to  others ;  but  he 
thought  be  mi^ht  even  claim  that  confi- 
dence without  offering  proof  of  his  state- 
ment; but  if  any  individual  in  that  house 
entertained  the  slightest  suspicion  on  the 
subject,  or  had  any  curiosity  to  gratifyi  he 
could  inform  that  hon.  Member  that  such 
was  the  state  of  business  in  his  House — 
such  the  notorietv  on  the  subject — such 
the  information  of  the  clerks  in  the  House 
such  the  knowledge  of  official  persons  con- 
nected with  both  Houses  of  Parliament, 
that  his  statement  if  not  literally  accurate, 
might  meet  with  instant  contradiction. 
The  observations  which  he  was  then 
taking  the  liberty  of  laying  before  the 
House,  and  which  probably  would  appear 
in  the  papers  of  to-morrow  morning,  was 
one  to  which  twenty  persons  in  his  own 
establishment  could  if  it  were  unfounded, 
give  a  flat  contradiction.  Tlie  books  of 
the  House  too,  about  which  there  was  no 
mystery,  would  contradict  htm  if  he 
deviated  in  the  least  from  the  exact  facts. 
He  therefore  asked— he  provoked  any 
Gentleman  who  felt  the  slightest  interest 
in  the  matter,  to  move  for  a  Committee  of 
investigation,  and  by  the  decision  of  such 
Committee  he  was  willing  to  stand  or  fall. 
He  had  recorded  in  the  books  of  the 
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House,  his  withdrawal  from  any  connexion 
with  any  Parliamentary  concerns;  that 
was  a  fact  not  only  recorded  in  tha  books 
or  the  House,  but  within  the  knowledge 
of  those  employed  by  him  and  i)is  partners, 
and  known  likewise  to  alt  those  clients  of 
the  House  whobe  afTairs  had  the  least  re- 
ference to  Parliamentary  business.  What 
mode  was  there  of  separating  himself  from 
such  matters  to  which  he  had  not  resorted  ? 
If  he  had  withdrawn  altogether  from  pro- 
fessional pursuits,  he  should  still  feel  a 
great  interest  in  all  that  concerned  the 
gentleman  by  whom  the  Parliamentary 
department  was  conducted.  As  the  parent 
of  that  individual^  would  it  be  said  that 
the  indirect  interest  he  felt  was  such  as  to 
disqualify  him  from  being  a  Member  of  the 
House  or  Commons.  He  conceived  tliat 
the  resolution  proposed  to  be  read  had 
reference  only  to  direct  interest  and 
avowed  partnership  in  Parliamentary 
business.  He  enjoyed  none  of  the  advan- 
tages which  brought  him  within  the  scope 
of  the  resolution,  nor  by  any  possibility 
could  any  such  advantage  accrue  to  him  ; 
in  fact,  to  what  ever  extent  his  house  was 
concerned  in  Parliamentary  business,  he 
suflTered  rather  a  proportionate  injury  than 
a  proportionate  advantage.  He  need  only 
acid,  that  arrangementsof  this  nature  were 
so  familiar  to  professional  men,  that  there 
would  be  no  difiiculty  in  their  understand* 
tng  the  distinction  between  partners 
engaged  in  general  business  and  those 
whose  union  was  limited  to  particular 
objects.  A  case  was  present  to  his  recol- 
lection of  a  Gentleman,  now  a  Member  of 
that  House,  which  might  be  offered  in 
illustration.  He  was  a  banker,  and  so  far 
as  his  banking  business  was  concerned  he 
was  in  partnership  with  a  solicitor. 
Would  it  be  said  that  the  hon.  Gentlenian 
should  bo  affected  by  the  resolution 
because  his  partner  in  banking  affairs 
solicited  Bills  in  that  House  ?  He  thanked 
them  for  the  indulgence  which  they  had 
shown  him,  but  on  the  present  occasion  he 
desired  no  favour.  If  there  existed  the 
least  suspicion  or  doubt  with  respect  to 
his  motives,  he  wished  such  feeling  or 
opinion  to  be  fairly  and  frankly  expressed  ; 
a  very  short  time  would  suffice  to  decide 
the  question^  and,  whatever  might  be  the 
decision  of  the  House,  to  that  ne  should 
willingly  bow. 

Mr.  Fresh6eld  having  left  the  House, 
The  Attorney-General    felt    bound  to 
pBer  bit  opinion  to  the  House  at  once.    It 


appeared  to  him  that  the  hon.  Member 
was  taking  unnecessary  pains  to  vindicate 
himself.  Because  as  soon  as  the  hon. 
Member  declared  that  he  had  no  con- 
cern directly  or  indirectly  with  the  busi- 
ness, it  seemed  to  him  quite  clear  that 
he  could  not  be  in  the  remotest  degree  im- 
plicated in  the  resolution  that  had  been 
read.  They  were  bound  to  give  credit  to 
the  statement  of  any  hon.  Member,  much 
more  to  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  left 
the  House,  who,  he  must  say,  during  the 
long  period  he  had  known  him,  had  main- 
tained that  character  that  there  was  no 
hon.  Member  whose  word  could  be  more 
implicitly  relied  on,  or  who  had  a  stricter 
or  more  delicate  sense  of  honour. 

Sir  F.  Pollock  entirely  concurred  in 
what  had  fallen  from  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend.  No  Member  of  that  House, 
either  by  himself  or  his  partner,  ought  to 
participate  in  the  profits  of  a  Parliamen- 
tary agency.  There  never  sat  in  that 
House  an  hon.  Member  more  entitled  to  a 
higher  share  of  confidence  than  the  hon. 
Member  for  Penryn  ;  and  if  the  House 
was  satisfied  that  what  that  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  stated  was  correct,  it  was  clear 
tiiat  this  case  did  not  come  within  the 
spirit  or  the  letter  of  the  resolution.  Har* 
ing  expressed  his  concurrence  in  what 
had  been  stated  by  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  opposite,  and  there  being  no  mo- 
tion before  the  House,  he  hoped  the  House, 
would  now  proceed  to  the  other  orders  of 
the  day. 

Mr.  Roebuck  sold,  that  this  was  one  of 
the  farces  which  they,  were  occasionally  in 
the  habit  of  seeing  performed  in  that 
House.  It  was  impossible  to  come  to  any 
conclusion  upon  this  that  would  be  bene- 
ficial to  the  public.  Constituents  had  it 
in  their  power  to  elect  such  Members  as 
would  be  likely  to  serve  ^hcm  in  Parlia- 
ment faithfully  ;  but  to  tell  him  that  the 
hon.  Member  opposite  could  not  feel  any 
solicitude  about  the  interest  of  his  son, 
was  just  one  of  those  extravagant  supposi- 
tions that  could  not  be  tolerated  any  where 
but  in  the  House  of  Commons.  What 
he  complained  of  was,  that  the  House 
formed  resolutions  with  the  idea  of  reach- 
ing private  interests,  which  it  was  impos- 
sible, and  he  thought  that  the  best  pro- 
ceeding they  could  adopt  would  be  to 
erase  the  resolution  from  their  books 
altogether,  and  let  all  who  could  have  a 
majority  of  their  constituents  have  a  seat 
in  that  House. 
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Mr.  Tooke  would  not  occupy  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  more  than  a  few  minutes. 
There  was  no  one  who  acquiesced  more 
readily  than  himself  in  the  satisfaction 
which  the  explanation  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  given ;  but  he  feared  the  influ- 
ence which  his  respectability  would  have 
in  contravening  the  spirit  of  the  resolu- 
tion ;  and  he  thought  that  some  words 
should  be  added  which  would  render  it 
more  simple,  and  make  it  impossible  that 
influence  respecting  private  Bills  could  be 
used.  He  had  been  in  the  same  predica- 
ment as  the  hon.  Gentleman  when  he  first 
was  elected  a  Member  of  that  House; 
and  he  thought  that  the  spirit  of  the 
resolution  should  prevent  any  interference 
whatever  with  the  private  business  which 
might  be  before  it :  and  he  therefore  dis- 
solved a  useful  and  valuable  partnership, 
although  it  had  been  suggested  to  him 
that  his  connexion  with  it  might  still  be 
continued,  the  parties  having  different 
offices  from  him.  He,  however,  abandoned 
the  idea;  in  fact,  he  had  never  enter- 
tained it ;  for  he  held  it  to  be  his  duty  not 
to  engage  in  any  business  connected  with 
that  House  which  could  in  any  way  be 
productive  of  pecuniary  profit  to  him ; 
and  he  feared  that  if  the  doctrines  of  the 
Attorney-General  and  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Huntingdon  were  received,  that 
as  some  would  not  be  actuated  by 
the  motives  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Penryn  it  would  be  productive  of 
considerable  mischief.  He  would  now 
state  in  what  manner  the  influence  of  a 
Member  of  Parliament  was  likely  to  prove 
80.  He  had  during  the  summer  received 
letters  from  several  gentlemen,  who  stated 
that  they  had  projected  a  line  of  railroad 
similar  to  that  in  question,  but  they  con- 
sidered that  as  the  name  of  Mr.  Freshfield, 
jun.  was  attached  to  this,  there  was  no 
chance  for  them  in  any  competition  with 
him.  For  these  reasons,  therefore,  and 
without  any  retrospective  views,  and  en- 
tertaining, as  he  did,  as  miich  respect 
as  any  Member  of  that  House  for  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Penryn, 
and  disclaiming  any  personal  or  party 
motives,  he  considered  it  his  duty  to 
take  the  opinion  of  the  House,  and  to 
move,  if  the  resolution  was  not  strong 
enough,  the  addition  of  such  words  as 
would  make  it  so.  It  was  impossible  to 
draw  such  fine  distinctions  between  per- 
sons whose  business  was  conducted  within 
the  same  House  and  walls  by  the  same 


clerks,  and  who  employed  the  same  sta- 
tionery in  their  general  business.  He 
thought  that  it  was  his  duty  to  the  pro- 
fession to  bring  this  matter  before  the 
House.  He  suggested  that  the  following 
words  be  added  to  the  resolution— <**  to  be 
received  by  such  Member,  or  any  person 
standing  in  the  relation  of  partner  with 
him." 

Mr.  Law  thought  the  hon.  Member  was 
bound  to  give  notice  of  his  intention  to 
move  an  addition  to  the  resolution.  The 
only  question  now  before  the  House  was, 
whether  or  not  the  hon.  Member  who  was 
pariicularly  referred  to  had  been  guilty  of 
an  infraction  of -the  rules  and  orders  of 
the  House.  He  thought  that  any  one 
who  had  an  opportunity  of  hearing  the 
perfectly  satisfactory  explanation  of  that 
hon.  Gentleman  must  be  of  opinion  that 
his  case  did  not  fall  within  the  terms  or 
spirit  of  the  orders  of  the  House.  In 
conclusion  he  would  observe  that  if  the 
hon.  Member  for  Truro  were  to  give  a 
notice  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  the 
question  regularly  before  the  House,  he 
should  certainly  give  him  his  strongest 
opposition. 

Mr.  Harvey  expressed  his  entire  cre- 
dence in  the  statements  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Penryn,  and  did  not  doubt  that 
he  had  done  everything  in  his  power  to 
escape  the  operation  of  the  resolution  of 
the  House.  Yet  he  denied  that  his  con« 
duct  or  character  were  any  defence,  how- 
ever it  might  extenuate  the  course  he  had 
pursued.  It  was  idle  to  say,  looking  at 
the  words  of  the  resolution,  that  the 
partner  of  a  Member  of  Parliament  could 
conduct  Parliamentary  business,  nor  could 
the  learned  Member  complain  of 'it,  for 
he  had  entered  the  House  since  its  enact- 
ment. But  as  regarded  himself  the  case 
was  as  different  as  it  was  vindictive,  op- 
pressive, and  cruel.  Parliamentary  business 
had  been  for  years  his  principal  profes- 
sional pursuits ;  by  it  he  was  realizing  up- 
wards of  2,000/.  a-year,  with  rapidly  im« 
proving  prospects;  and  his  constituents 
well  knew  and  approved  his  engagements. 
But  it  had  been  his  lot,  through  the  whole 
of  his  political  life,  to  be  opposed  to  the 
two  great  political  factions,  who  with  all 
their  enmity  to  each  other,  cordially  con- 
curred in  every  Act  which  might  annoy, 
distress,  plunder,  and  destroy  their  op- 
ponents. Honesty  was  obnoxious  to  both. 
He  should  like  to  ask,  what  would  be  the 
course  pursued  if  he  had  acted  as  the  hon« 
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Member  for  Penryn  has  acted  ?  Would  a 
troop  of  practising  barristers  have  started 
forth  to  justify  his  conduct,  and  extol  his 
character?  oh,  no!  we  should  have  high 
sounding  denunciations  of  the  practice, 
and  the  obligation  of  preserving  the  order 
of  the  House.  Those  learned  Gentlemen 
were  keen  scented  ;  they  well  knew  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Penryn  was  solicitor 
to  the  Bank,  and  that  his  house  tried 
many  causes  in  the  courts  of  law,  and  in- 
stituted many  suits  in  the  Court  of  Chan- 
cery. These  Gentlemen  were  consistent 
in  their  persecution  ;  more  than  one  of 
them  had  disinterestedly  voted  to  deprive 
him  of  his  profession  at  the  bar,  and  they 
would  now  readily  rob  him  in  another  way. 
But  he  had  not  given  them  the  chance  of 
so  acting.  For  cniel  and  persecuting  as 
he  felt  the  resolution  to  be  in  his  case,  yet 
bowing  to  the  decision  of  Parliament,  and 
respecting  its  Members,  he  resolved  never 
to  do  anything  at  variance  with  its  orders. 
The  moment,  therefore,  the  resolution  of 
February,  1830,  passed  the  House,  he  dis- 
solved a  valuable  connexion,  and  declined 
all  arrangements  by  which  future  emolu- 
ments might  be  secured.  It  is  true  that 
the  hon.  Member,  at  whose  immediate 
instance  the  resolution  was  adopted,  con- 
gratulated him  upon  it,  as  it  proclaimed 
to  the  world  that  he  was  engaged  as  a 
Parliamentary  agent,  and  suggested  the 
facility  by  which  the  resolution  might  be 
evaded.  But  he  declined  to  take  the 
advice— it  might  correspond  with  the  virtue 
of  a  man  qualified  to  be  a  Peer  as  he 
had  since  become,  but  it  was  totally  at 
variance  with  his  notions  of  justice  and 
honour.  Yet  this  did  not  alter  the  op- 
pressive conduct  of  which  he  had  been 
the  victim,  and  he  congratulated  those 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  sanctione  dthe 
resolution  upon  seeing  him  amongst  them, 
to  expose  their  political  and  personal  per- 
secution, for  though  they  had  plundered 
they  had  not  been  able  to  crush  him.  He 
trusted  the  hon.  Member  would  persevere, 
so  that  the  resolution  might  be  repealed, 
as  it  ought  to  be,  or  rendered  efficient  to 
its  object. 

Mr.  Tooke,  not  wishing  to  prolong  the 
period  for  the  discussion  of  the  important 
matter  that  stood  for  to«night,  would  move 
that  the  further  consideration  of  this  sub- 
ject be  adjourned  to  Thursday,  the  6th  of 
April. 

Mr.  Oaulbum  would  put  it  to  the  hon. 
Itember  for  Truro  whether  that  was  an 


advisable  course  to  pursue  ?  If  the  hon* 
Member  opposite  intended  to  propose  any 
new  resolution  upon  the  subject,  it  would 
be  proper  the  discussion  should  be  ad- 
journed, in  order  that  ample  time  might  be 
given  for  its  consideration;  but  the  first 
question  the  House  had  to  consider  and 
decide  was,  had  the  hon.  Member  for 
Penryn  violated  any  order  of  that  House? 
Now,  it  had  been  admitted  on  all  sides  that 
the  word  of  the  hon.  Member  himself  was 
sufficient  to  exculpate  him  fully,  and  it 
appeared  to  him  that  the  declaration  of 
the  hon.  Member  set  the  question  at  rest. 
The  House  was  called  upon  to  come  to 
some  declaration  upon  the  subject. 
Debate  adjourned. 

Church  Rates — Adjourned  De- 
bate.] On  the  Order  of  the  Day  being 
read  for  resuming  the  debate. 

Mr.  Gis6om€  said,  that  the  righ  t  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Tamworth  had  the 
other  night  complained  of  what  he  called 
the  ungenerous  allusion  made  by  some 
members  to  the  course  pursued  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  North  Lan- 
cashire, relative  to  the  temporalities  of  the 
Irish  Church.  Now  he  was  not  aware  that 
an  ungenerous  allusion  had  been  made  in 
any  way  to  that  noble  Lord.  The  allusion 
was  not  made  to  taunt  the  noble  Lord  nor 
any  hon.  Member;  but  it  so  happened 
that  the  proposition  which  the  noble  Lord 
on  that  occasion  laid  down,  not  with  re- 
gard only  to  the  Church  of  Ireland,  but 
generally,  was  identically  the  same  as  that 
on  which  the  resolutions  were  founded. 
That  proposition  was,  that  the  State  had 
the  right  of  stepping  in  between  the  lessors 
and  lessees  of  Church  property,  and  if  the 
State  could  give  an  additional  value  to 
that  property  which  the  Church  could  not 
give,  then  the  State  had  the  right  to  apply 
the  surplus  to  secular  purposes.  That 
was  the  principle  laid  down  by  the  noble 
Lord,  and  when  he  gave  up  the  I4t7ih 
clause  of  the  Irish  Tithe  Bill  he  did  not 
give  up  that  principle,  and  the  House 
dealt  with  the  surplus  as  they  judged 
proper.  He  approved  of  such  a  principle, 
oecause  he  was  convinced  that  all  Church 
property  which  was  not  absolutely  defined 
oy  law  or  set  apart  expressly  for  the  pay- 
ment of  the  clergy  was  the  property  of 
the  State.  Formerly  both  Church  and 
State  acted  on  the  principle  that  the  tenth 
of  all  property  on  the  surface  of  the  earth, 
as  well  as  all  Church  landsi  ought  to  bo 
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applied  to  no  other  purposes  but  the  re- 
ligious services,  and  that  for  all  futurity, 
lliftt  doctrine  had  been  admitted  by  all 
states,  but  so  difficult  was  it  found  to  ad- 
here to  it,  that  posterttv  had  been  obliged 
either  to  restrict  it  by  law,  or  violate  It  by 
force.  Ih  this  country,  both  before  and 
after  the  Reformation,  the  Legislature  had 
been  obliged  to  do  both.  The  best  defence  of 
that  doctrine  that  he  bad  seen  was  in  The 
Quarterly  Retnew,  but  it  was  generally 
given  up ;  and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
nian  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
coold,  by  any  alchymy  of  his,  create  a 
surplus  fund  outof  Chnrch  lands,  or  from 
any  other  source,  it  ought  to  be  applied  as 
a  substitute  for  Church-rates.  Church- 
rates  now  were  given  up  ;  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  proposed,  that  if  it  were  found  im- 
possible to  collect  them  generally,  they 
should  be  paid  by  Church-men  or  levied 
only  in  country  parishes.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Exeter  had  given 
them  up ;  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Ripon  had  also  given  them  up,  though 
in  many  of  the  petitions  presented  to  the 
House  the  petitioners  seemed  to  think  It 
almost  a  privilege  and  a  franchise  to  be  al- 
lowed to  pay  Church-rates.  The  Attorney- 
General  hdd  denied  the  legal  right  of 
vestries  to  levy  Church-rates,  and  had 
challenged  all  the  common  and  equity 
lawyers  on  the  opposite  side  to  disprove 
what  he  sdid.  In  fact,  the  paytnent  of 
Church-rates  bad  ceased.  The  calcula- 
tions which  had  been  made  of  the  com- 
parative numbers  of  Churchmen  and  Dis- 
senters must  necessarily  be  defective. 
There  was  a  third  or  central  party,  of  which 
no  account  was  rendered.  In  Derbyshire 
matiy  of  the  parishes  were  divided  into 
townships,  each  having  a  Chapel,  and 
some  of  them  five  and  twenty  miles  fVom 
the  mother  Church.  Now,  the  Inhabitants 
of  these  townships  felt  it  to  be  a  great 
grievance  that  they  had  not  only  to 
repair  their  own  Chapel,  but  to  con- 
tribute to  the  repair  of  the  mother, 
Church.  The  cases  of  Bakewell  and 
Stockport  were  strong  instances  of  the 
evil.  Why  apply  money  to  build  new 
Churches?  It  would  be  much  better  to 
repair  and  till  the  old  ones.  However^  if 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  could  find 
the  money,  he  (Mr.  Gisborne)  felt  no 
difficulty  as  to  the  dxpediency  of  the 
measare  which  the  riffht  hon.  Gentleman 
proposed.  If  the  rignt  hon  Gentleman's 
calculations  should  unfortunately  fail|  be 


(Mr.  Gisborne)  was  satisfied  of  the  expe- 
diency of  raising  the  money  on  other 
Church  property,  (for  from  no  other  pro- 
perty should  it  proceed),  and  applying  it, 
as  he  had  already  observed,  to  keep  up  the 
old  Churches  rather  than  build  new.  The 
right  hon.  Member  for  Tam  worth  had  ap- 
pealed to  the  noblemen  and  gentlemen  of 
the  country  against  relieving  their  own 
estates  from  the  burthen  of  Church-rates. 
Me  said  that  he  was  prepared  so  to  relieve 
his  own  estate ;  and  when  he  had  done 
that,  he  was  prepared  to  enter  into  a  bond 
with  the  thAii  hon.  Baronet,  and  having 
got  rid  of  the  Church-rate  oh  his  property 
— whether  oh  land,  mines,  or  houses — cal- 
culated on  the  averaee  of  the  last  three 
years,  he  was  prepared  to  enter  into  a  bond 
with  the  right  hon.  fiarOnet  to  pay  thirty 
years*  purchase  of  those  rates  to  any 
society  having  for  its  object  the  Increase 
of  (jhurch  accommodation,  except  a 
society,  the  name  of  which  he  did  not  re- 
member, but  which  he  would  describe  ; 
he  meant  a  society  which,  having  got  a 
large  sum  of  the  public  money  by  virtue  of 
the  King's  letter,  quoted  two  Acts  of  Par- 
liament as  their  justification  for  declaring 
that  they  would  never  apply  any  portion  of 
that  money  to  the  building  of  any  Church 
the  patronage  of  which  was  not  to  be 

? laced  in  the  hands  of  the  bishop* 
he  right  hon.  Baronet  talked  also  of  the 
judgment  of  posterity.  What  would  pos- 
terity say  if  they  could  address  the  present 
generation?.  *' Take  your  hands  out  of 
Uie  pockets  of  the  Dissenters.  If  you 
cannot  relieve  them  without  also  relieving 
your  Own  estates,  relieve  your  own  estates ; 
and  then  give  ten  times  the  amount  for 
the  support  of  your  own  Church.  Who  is 
to  restrain  you  ?"  That  is  what  posterity 
would  say.  There  was  a  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  had  given  1,000/.  to  the 
Church  Building  Society,  and  other  sums 
to  other  societies  of  a  similar  description. 
Posterity  would  say  to  them,  "  Take  oft' 
this  pitiful  tax,  and  go  and  do  likewise.*' 
That  would  be  the  advice  of  posterity  ;  and 
very  good  advice  it  was.  It  had  been  said, 
that  a  number  of  petitions  had  been  pre- 
sented against  the  abolition  of  the  Church- 
rates.  But  Were  the  petitioners  aware  of  the 
real  facts  of  the  case?  One  of  the  petitions, 
he  observed,  was  signed  by  some  of  the 
farmers  of  Tollyporcorner  in  Derbyshire. 
But  had  the  farmers  of  Tollyporcorner 
been  informed  of  the  nature  of  the  pro- 
posed plan  7    He  was  quite  sure  (hat  if 
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they  had — he  was  quite  sura  that  if  the 
farmers  ofTollyporcornerhad  heen  told  that 
there  was  201.  which  would  not  come  out 
of  their  or  any  other  man's  pockets,  which 
could  be  got  at  only  hy  the  Legislature, 
and  which  would  be  applied  to  the  repair 
of  their  Church— he  was  quite  sure  that  if 
the  farmers  of  Tollyporcorner  had  been 
told  that,  the  farmers  of  Tollyporcorner 
would  never  have  signed  a  petition  against 
the  abolition  of  Church-rates.  He  would 
not  presume  to  advert  to  any  thing  that 
had  taken  place  on  the  subject  in  the 
House  of  Lords.  Indeed  it  was  not  ne- 
cessary for  him  to  do  so.  A  meeting  had 
been  held  in  this  town  last  week,  composed 
of  bishops,  liberal  and  illiberal — 

"  Black  spirits  and  white, 
Blue  spirits  and  grey, 
Mingle,  mingle,  mingle 
Yon  that  mingle  may.'* 

This  meeting  unanimously  instructed  the 
Archbishop  of  Canterbury  and  the  Bishop 
of  London  to  state  to  the  House  of  Lords 
their  determined  opposition  to  the  plan  of 
his  Majesty's  Government :  a  plan  not 
then  before  the  House  of  Lords — hardly 
before  the  House  of  Commons,  of  which 
(he  latter  had  not  got  the  calculations  on 
which  it  was  founded,  and  cn  the  merits 
of  which  they  had  only  heard  one  Minis- 
ter of  the  Crown.  Under  such  circum- 
stances it  was,  in  his  opinion,  highly  in- 
decent ;  but  the  meeting  thought  it  highly 
discreef,  to  commission  the  Archbishop  of 
Canterbury  and  the  Bishop  %f  London  to 
make  the  communication  which  they  had 
made  to  the  other  House  of  Parliament. 
Did  he  complain  that  liberal  bishops 
should  unite  with  illiberal  bishops  if  they 
thought  that  it  was  for  the  interest  of  the 
Church  they  should  do  so  ?  Far  from  it. 
But  he  complained  of  their  entering  into 
a  vile  cabal^  and  as  contemptible  as  it  was 
vile,  for  the  purpose  of  upsetting  a  liberal 
Ministry  and  a  liberal  system  of  Govern- 
Ttierit.  Would  any  one  tell  him  that  the 
object  of  those  bishops  was  not  to  influ- 
ence a  few  votes  in  that  House  ?  A  few 
only  he  was  sure  they  would  be  able  to  in- 
fluence. Had  there  ever  been  such  a  pro- 
ceeding before,  dr  atiy  thing  like  it?  The 
patpahTe  object  was  to  influence  the  deci- 
sion of  that  House ;  at  least  until  any 
other  object  could  be  pointed  out  to  him  he 
should  believe  that  that  was  the  object. 
He  was  persuaded,  however,  that  this 
combination  would  turn  out  to  be  as  con- 
temptible ai  it  wat  vile,  and  that  it  would 


totally  fail  in  eflecting  its  wishes.  Although 
he  had  not  exhausted  the  subject,  he  be- 
lieved that  he  had  exhausted  hhnself* 
Notwithstanding  the  enmity  of  the  bishops 
he  should  vote  for  the  resolution,  as  the 
only  means  by  which  a  certain  sum  of 
money  could  be  obtained  for  tlie  repair  of 
the  Churches,  reserving  to  him^lf,  how- 
ever, the  right  to  diffler  from  the  Chancel- 
lor  of  the  Exchequer  if  he  should  think 
that  right  hon.  Gentleman  dealt  hardly 
with  the  lessees.  When  changes  were 
forced  upon  persons  in  that  condition,  the 
least  that  could  be  done  was  to  deal  li- 
berally with  them. 

Mr.  Andrew  Johnstone  rose  for  the  pur- 
pose of  moving  the  amendment  to  tite 
motion  before  the  House  of  which  he  had 
^iven  notice,  and  which  was  to  the  follow-* 
ing  effect :— "  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this 
Committee  that  by  a  new  system  of  man- 
agement an  increased  value  may  be  given 
to  Clfurch  lands,  and  that  with  the  funds 
to  be  thus  obtained  provision  should  be 
made  for  the  supply  of  religious  instruction 
where  the  same  be  found  deficient  in  pro- 
portion to  the  population."  He  was  not 
aware  whether  he  was  out  of  form  in 
putting  this  amendment,  but  he  was  most 
anxious  to  have  the  opinion  of  the  Com. 
mittee  on  this  point. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  as  the 
person  who  had  moved  the  original  motion 
was  not  disposed  to  interfere  with  the  con. 
scientious  feelings  which  dictated  the 
amendment,  though  the  hon.  Gentleman 
might  take  the  opinion  of  the  Committee 
in  a  distinct  shape  upon  the  proposition 
which  he  meant  to  make.  Neither  would 
he  ask  his  hon.  Friend  to  take  any  steps 
which  should  place  him  to  a  disadvantage 
with  reference  to  his  own  opinion.  These 
were  two  points  upon  which  he  would  not 
ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  yield.  But  he 
would  take  the  liberty  of  submitting  lo  him 
whether,  with  a  view  to  the  convenience  of 
the  discussion  which  had  now  been  carried 
ott  for  three  nights — without  prejudice  to 
himself  or  the  opinions  which  he  enter* 
tained,  or  the  proposition  which  he  wiis 
about  to  make,  or  the  time  and  manner  of 
advancing  that  proposition — the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  not  be  dif posed  to  acquiesce 
in  the  suggestion  which  he  (the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer)  ventured  to  throw  out. 
that  the  Committee  should  at  Once  proceed 
to  the  immediate  object  of  debate;  thehon. 
Gentleman  giving  his  notice  to  tnove 
his  resolution  as  an  amendmeDt  when  (he 


lis   proposilton  ;   he 
dopling  tills  course, 
m    eaked    liini  (die 
equer)  what  he  was 
say  ihat  they  had 
now  some  chance  of  coming  to  the  con- 
clusion of  a  debate,  which  had  occupied 
three  nights;  whilst  In  ihia  stage,  if  they 
allowed  the  introduction  of  a  new  question, 
the  effect  could  only  be  to  create  difficuliy, 
delay,  and  inconvenience. 

Mr.  Andi-ew  Johnstone  was  at  all  times 
disposed  ta  accede  to  the  wish  or  opinion 
of  his  rieht  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  but  on  the  present  oc- 
casion, be  submitted,  the  point  he  was 
about  to  raije  was  not  a  new  point,  it  had 
been  fully  debated,  and  would  not  interrtipt 
the  progress  of  thcdebalc  beyond  the  period 
which  it  would  otherwise  last ;  and  if  he 
gave  way  on  the  present  occasion  without 
being  told  that  he  was  out  of  form,  he 
should  be  in  this  painful  position,  that  he 
should  not  be  able  to  vole  for  or  against  the 
motion,  and  it  was  with  real  regret  that  lie 
was  compelled  to  proceed  with  his  amend- 
ment. He  should,  iherefore,  feel  it  to  be 
his  duty  to  persevere.  . 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchcfjuer  begged 
to  observe,  that  he  had  put  his  proposal  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman  as  a  matter  of  courtesy, 
but  he  would  now  put  his  objection  on  a 

Eoint  of  form.  The  right  hon.  Genileman 
ere  adverted  to  the  proceedings  of  the 
House  when  this  subject  was  iirst  intro- 
duced ;  the  passage  in  the  King's  Speech 
referring  to  Church-rates  was  then  read, 
and  ihis  resolution  was  then  come  to  by 
the  House—"  Resolved  that  this  House 
will,  on  Monday  neit,  resolve  itself  into 
a  Committee  of  the  whole  House  to  con- 
sider of  the  payment  of  Cliurch-rates." 
That  resolution  was  come  to;  and  upon 
that  resolution  they  were  now  engaged. 

Mr,  Bemal  rose  and  said,  that  un- 
doubtedly be  could  not  say  that  this 
question  came  upon  him  by  surprise  that 
evening,  because  the  hon.  Member  had 
told  him  a  few  minutes  before  he  entered 
the  House,  of  his  intention  to  move  Ihis 
amendment.  He  had  told  him  that  he 
had  a  strong  doubt,  nay  more  than  a 
doubt,  that  his  amendment  might  not  be 
regular  ;  and  he  still  thought  so.  He  did 
not  think  that  in  a  Committee  of  the 
whole  House  u|ioo  Church-rates,  they 
could  with  propriety  go  to  the  question  of 
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be  re- J  approprialiJig  Hie  produce  of  Church 
lands  to  edircaiionaJ  purposes;  he  saw  no 
reuson  to  dcpnrt  fruiii  the  opinion  which 
he  had  formed.  He  thought  the  Com- 
miliee  would  do  well  in  considering  this 
jMint  as  a  preliminary  to  their  proceeding 
to  the  debate  on  the  resolution. 

Mr.  Andrew  Johnstone  expressed  his 
willingness  lo  submit  to  the  decision  of 
the  Chair. 

Bemal  wished    the  Committee  to 
agree  to  what  he  had  suggested. 

Lord  Stanley  said,  it  appeared  lo  him 
Ihat  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  placed  in  a 
technical  difficuliy.  He  thought  it  would 
be  extremely  difficult  for  him  to  bring 
forward  his  resolution  in  the  Committee, 
as  an  amendment  on  the  proposition  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend  ;  for  this  reason,  that 
the  object  of  the  Committee  was  to.incjuire 
into  the  present  mode  of  collection  of 
h -rates,  aud  how  far  it  was  practic- 
able to  find  a  substitute  for  them,  which 
ubatitute  was  proposed  to  be  taken  out 
r  certain  supposed  surplus  funds  now  the 
iroperty  of  the  Church.  He  was  not 
going  to  enter  at  any  length  into  this 
question,  as  it  would  be  his  duty  to  do  so 
at  a  later  period  of  the  evening;  but  the 
amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend  was  to  the 
iffect  that,  for  the  purposes  of  such 
ipplication,  it  was  not  legitimate  (and  in 
hat  opinion  he  concurred  with  hiro)  to 
ipply  the  proceeds  of  such  revenues  to 
.his  purpoBe>  But  if  there  were  sach 
lurplus  revenue  as  was  anticipated  by  the 
Clhancellorofthe  Exchequer,  that  spiritual 
revenue  was  applicable  to  the  state  of 
destitution  to  which  the  Established  Church 
was  admitted  on  all  hands  to  be  reduced 
at  the  present  moment,  with  regard  to  the 
ins  for  promoting  education.  He  was 
self  strongly  of  opinion,  that  these 
funds  were  not  so  applicable;  and  it  ap> 
leared  to  him  that  the  only  course  which 
lis  hon.  Friend  had  to  pursue  was  this :  to 
allow  the  discussion  to  go  on.  If  the 
resolution  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer went  to  apply  these  funds  (a 
principle  which  hishon.  Friend  and  himself 
thought  an  extremely  objectionable  one) 
to  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
he  had  no  hesitation  in  saying  he  had  no 
objection.  Let  them  proceed,  however,  to 
how,  if  there  were  any  surplus 
revenue,  it  might  be  most  bcneScialiy 
ipplied  to  the  means  and  abject  which  his 
hon.  Friend  and  himself  had  so  much  at 
beait.    He  thought  his  hon.  Friend  was 
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Out  of  order,  and  that  they  must  proceed 
to  the  inquiry,  whether  by  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Church-rates  should  be  abolished  by  means 
of  substituting  a  sufficient  fund  from 
another  source.  If  that  should  be  decided 
in  the  negative,  then  it  would  be  for  his 
hon.  Friend  to  bring  forward  his  proposi- 
tion for  a  different  application  of  the 
surplus  revenues ;  and  he  had  ho  hesita- 
tion in  saying,  (for  he  was  not  apt  to  blink 
his  opinions),  that  if  his  hon.  Friend  would 
find  the  fund  with  justice,  such  an  appli- 
catian  of  the  fund  would  be  most  conso- 
nant with  his  own  feelings. 

Mr.  Andrew  Johnstone  withdrew  his 
amendment. 

Viscount  Sandon:  The  hon.  Member 
for  North  Derbyshire  (Mr.  Gisborne),  had 
attempted  to  cast  a  slur  on  some  of  the 
petitions  which  had  been  presented  from 
various  parts  against  the  abolition  of 
Church-rates,  because  they  came  from 
places,  the  names  of  which  were  not  so 
pleasing  to  the  ear,  in  point  of  euphony, 
as  they  might  be ;  and  that  hon.  Clentle- 
roen,  too,  in  talking  of  the  farmers  and 
others  who  had  signed  those  petitions, 
asked  whether  they  had  been  told  the  real 
state  of  the  question — had  they  been  told 
that  the  plan  of  the  Government  would 
not  take  one  farthing  out  of  their  pockets  ? 
Now  he  would  ask  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
other  side,  whether  they  ever  made  an 
objection  to  petitions  coming  from  Ireland, 
praying  for  the  abolition  of  tithes,  or  for 
the  passing  of  the  Irish  Municipal  Corpo- 
rations Bill  for  Ireland,  on  account  of  the 
singularity  of  the  names  of  the  towns  or 
places  from  whence  ihey  emanated?  Again, 
he  would  ask,  had  those  who  petitioned 
against  tithes  been  told  what  was  the  real 
state  of  the  question  at  issue  ?  Had  they 
been  told,  that  if  tithes  were  abolished, 
that  though  they  might  not  pay  tithes  in 
name,  they  would  pay  their  amount  in 
rent  ?  So,  in  the  instance  of  the  Municipal 
Corporations  Bill  for  Ireland,  had  the 
petitioners  been  made  sensible  of  what 
was  really  the  point  at  issue  ?  What  was 
the  language  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Derbyshire  in  reference  to  a  meeting 
of  prelates,  on  the  subject  of  the  intention 
of  his  Majesty *s  Government  with  respect 
to  Church-rates?  He  had  denounced  that 
meeting  of  prelates  as  a  vile  cabal,  and 
that  it  was  as  contemptible  as  it  was  vile! 
And  for  what?  Why,  for  expressing  their 
opinion    in  a  manner  which   interested 


most  deeply  the  permanent  interests  of 
that  Church,  of  which  they  were  the  dis- 
tinguished members ;  and  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  said,  that  this  was  a  cabal, 
raised  for  the  purpose  of  turning  out  a 
liberal  Ministry.  How  was  that  consistent 
with  the  declaration  which  preceded  this 
denunciation  of  the  prelates  assembled  at 
this  meeting;  as  a  cabal,  that  it  was  a 
meeting  of  bishops  of  every  party  ?  Many 
of  these  right  rev.  prelates  were  bound 
to  support  the  Government  by  ties  of 
gratitude.  Were  the  bishops,  he  would 
ask,  to  have  their  mouths  closed  on  ques- 
tions affecting  the  Church,  if  they  did  not 
agree  with  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  many 
of  whom  did  not  hesitate  to  declare  their 
hostility  to  Church-rates — many  of  whom 
had  said  in  public,  they  would  not  rest 
till  Church-rates  were  abolished  ?  Were 
the  bench  of  bishops  not  to  speak  on 
matters  affecting  the  interests  of  the 
Church  ?  Were  they  to  sit  with  their 
hands  before  them,  and  their  tongues  tied, 
till  the  very  Bill  reached  the  House  of 
Lords?  He  contended,  that  these  vener- 
able prelates  discharged  their  duties  to  the 
Church,  to  which  they  belonged,  most 
faithfully.  And  was  it  ever  held  or  con- 
sidered to  be  improper  on  the  part  of 
dissenting  clergymen,  or  of  the  Dissenters* 
delegates,  to  express  their  opinions  on 
questions  connected  with  particular  Bills 
on  their  passage  through  that  House? 
Could  they  forget,  that  in  the  early  part 
of  the  discussion  on  the  Roman  Catholic 
Emancipation  measure,  there  were  nu- 
merous meetings  of  Roman  Catholic  cler- 
gymen, as  to  the  expediency  or  inexpe- 
diency of  certain  parts  of  the  measure  ? 
Would  any  one  complain  of  them,  or 
charge  them  with  being  parties  to  a  cabal  ? 
In  the  year  1834,  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
carried  a  measure  of  this  kind  by  a  major- 
ity of  two  to  one.  They  then  received  com- 
munications from  the  Dissenters,  that  they 
were  dissatis6ed,  and  those  hon.  Gentle- 
men immediately  dropped^  the  measure. 
When  the  objections  of  the  Dissenters 
were  made  known,  they  were  immediately 
attended  to ;  but  when  the  prelates  of  the 
Church  objected  to  this  proposition,  how 
were  they  met  ?  Why,  oy  a  declaration 
that  this  measure  for  abolishing  Church- 
rates  should  be  abolished  in  spite  of  their 
teeth.  Was  that  fair  dealing  between  the 
majority  and  minority?  The  hon.  and 
learned  Civilian,  the  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets,  in  the  report  to  which  he  had 
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been  a  party  some  few  years  since,  had 
held  that  Church-rates  were  a  burthen  upon 
the  paridhi  and  in  that  opinion  all  ancient 
authorities  concurred.  He  could  not  con- 
ceive that  the  plan  now  suggested  offered 
the  only  means  of  getting  out  of  the  diffi- 
culty with  which  the  question  was  sur- 
rounded^ when  he  remembered,  that  only 
five  years'  ago  it  was  proposed  by  ihe  Hon. 
Gentleman  opposite,  that'  Church-rates 
should  be  mingled  with  the  Poor-rates. 
At  all  events,  before  a  concession  of  this 
kind  were  made,  the  House  ought  to  be 
satisfied  that  it  would  lead  to  a  final  settle- 
ment of  the  point  at  issue  between  the 
Dissenters  and  the  Church.  Supposing 
it  to  be  granted,  what  security  was  there 
that  a  sinoilar  demand  would  not  be  made 
by  the  Dissenters  to  be  freed  from  the  pay- 
ment of  tithes  ?  what  security  was  there, 
that,  in  another  year  they  should  not  be 
told,  that  Church  lands  were  the  property 
of  the  State,  and  therefore,  that  the  Dis- 
senters ought  to  participate  in  the  proceeds 
of  them?  They  were  told,  that  the 
abolition  of  Church-cees  was  to  put  an 
end  to  all  discontent  and  all  difficulty  in 
Ireland.  Had  there  been  Jess  agitation 
in  that  country  since? — had  the  security 
of  the  Church  been  increased  ? — had  its 
opponents  been  less  active  in  their  endea- 
vours to  subvert  it  ?  He  had  not  heard 
from  any  Gentleman  in  that  House,  neither 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Leeds  (Mr, 
Baines),  nor  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Boston  (Mr.  Wilks),  nor  from  any  other 
Gentleman,  who  immediately  represented 
the  dissenting  body  in  Parliament,  that  the 
concession  now  proposed  would  lead  to 
a  final  settlement  of  the  point  at  issue. 
He  had  not  heard  from  any  one  of  them, 
that,  supposing  the  measure  were  granted, 
they  would  cease  to  ogitate  the  separation 
of  Church  and  Slate.  Looking  at  the 
proposition  of  the  Government  in  a 
financial  point  of  view,  he  had  no  doubt 
bv;t  that  a  considerable  surplus  might  be 
obtained  from  Church  lands  by  an  im- 
proved mode  of  management ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  he  was  far  from  acknowledging 
the  correctness  of  the  calculations  made 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  In 
the  great  majority  of  cases  he  had  no 
doubt  but  that  it  would  be  advantageous 
to  the  Church  lessees  to  have  their  tenure 
turned  into  a  freehold ;  but  he  was  of 
opinion  that  the  change  ought  not  to  be 
compulsory.  He  did  not  know  what  right 
Parliament  had  to  compel  an  alteration  of 


the  tenure,  which,  though  it  would  enrich 
some,  might,  at  the  same  time,  tend  to 
impoverish  others.  However  good  the 
proposed  change  might  be,  it  should  be 
left  to  the  voluntary  adoption  of  the 
lessees,  and  not  be  forced  upon  them.  He 
acknowledged  that  the  rents  derived  from 
these  lands  were  not  a  source  of  regular 
revenue  for  the  bishops ;  they  varied  in 
amount  from  year  to  year,  afforded  temp- 
tation to  the  bishop  to  run  his  life  against 
the  lives  of  others,  and  in  various  points 
of  view  were  calculated  to  place  him  in  a 
disagreeable  an;l  often  an  invidious  situa^ 
tion.  But  to  correct  that  evil,  did  it 
follow  that  such  a  compulsory  arrange- 
ment must  be  made  as  that  now  proposed 
by  his  Majesty's  Government  ?  He  snould 
be  4iappy  to  see  a  commutation  of 
Church  tenures  proceeding  upon  a  volun- 
tary system,  left  to  the  discretion  of  the 
lessees,  and  not  merged  in  the  hands  of  a 
central  commission  with  arbitrary  power, 
as  a  substitute  for  church-rates;  but  being 
of  opinion  that  the  value  of  Church  lands 
pnight  be  enhanced,  it  did  not  follow  that 
he  was  bound  to  acquiesce  in  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  Government  as  the  only 
feasible  mode  of  arrangement  that  could 
be  adopted.  But  supposing  that  propo- 
sition to  be  adopted,  and  supposing  a 
surplus  to  be  obtained,  did  it  rollow  tnat 
that  surplus  ought  to  be  appropriated  in 
the  manner  proposed,  unless  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  were  disposed  (and 
he  fancied  he  had  seen  something  like 
such  a  disposition  in  some  of  them  last 
evening)  to  abandon  altogether  the  Report 
to  which  they  had  attached  their  signa^ 
tures,  and  in  which  they  admitted  the 
existence  of  an  immense  deficiency  in  the 
means  of  spiritual  instruction  throughout 
the  country — a  deficiency  too  large  to  be 
met  by  any  money  that  they  had  at  their 
command.  Unless  they  were  prepared  to 
abandon  that  Report,  he  did  not  see  how 
they  could  sanction  or  support  any  pro- 
position for  the  alienation  of  a  surplus  of 
Church  property  to  any  other  purpose 
than  that  of  an  increase  of  Church  accom- 
modation. The  noble  Lord,  the  Member 
for  Northumberland,  had  declared  (but  the 
declaration  was  neither  made  nor  echoed 
by  any  other  Member  of  the  Government) 
that  if  this  measure  were  adopted,  he 
would  support  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the 
Member  for  Tamworth,  (Sir  Roliert  Peel) 
in  an  annual  vote  of  money  to  supply  the 
deficiency  of  spiritual  instruction  which 
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the  CSonmitsioDers  bad  pointed  out.  But 
would  the  noble  Lord,  upon  refleetion, 
have  the  couiage  to  come  down  to  Parlia- 
meni,  and  propose  a  ?ote  oat  of  (he  pre- 
sent lasalion  of  tlie  country  for  the 
increase  of  spiritual  instruction  at  the  very 
lime  that  it  appeared  that  the  propeity  of 
the  Church,  properly  adminislered,  was 
capable  of  producing  a  surplus  that  might 
be  applied  to  that  purpose  infinitely  greater 
than  any  sum  that  Parliament  would 
be  disposed  to  grant  ?  He  rested  his  op- 
position to  this  measure  chiefly  upon  this 
ground— a  ground  conceded  by  the  Go- 
vernment themselves — that  there  was  an 
immense  deficiency  in  the  spiritual  in- 
struction of  the  country,  and  that  that 
deficiency  ought  not  to  be  left  nnsupplied. 
Therefore,  if  within  the  property  of  the 
Church,  resources  were  discovered  capable 
of  producing  a  surplus  after  the  first 
claims  upon  it  were  discharged,  that  sur- 
plus ought  in  jostiee  and  in  riglU  to  be 
applied  to  the  removal  of  the  deficiency 
admitted  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite,  and  regretted  by  every  member 
of  the  Establishment. 

Mr.  Baines  sald«  that  it  was  not  his 
intention  to  trespass  long  on  the  patience 
of  the  Committee,  as  he  was  aware  there 
were  upwards  of  twenty  Gentlemen  around 
him  anxious  to  oflier  their  observations 
upon  the  subject  under  coniideration.  He 
wished,  however,  to  have  the  opportunity 
of  explaining  some  points  which  bad  been 
frequently  adverted  to  in  the  course  of  the 
debate ;  and  he  promised  that  he  would 
at  least  give  to  hon.  Gentlemen  a  clear 
and  explicit    view    of   those   sentiments 
which   he  entertained   upon  the  subject, 
bttt  not,  at  the  same  time,  describing  him- 
self or  pretending  to  be  the  representative 
of  any  body  of  men  except  that  body 
which    he  really   represented — he  meant 
his  constituents.     Having  had  the  honour 
lo  present  a   large   number  of  petitions 
upon  this  subject,  and  having,  at  the  same 
time,  had   the  opportunity  of  communi- 
cating with  the  petitioners  since  the  plan 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
been  brought  under  consideration,  he  was 
very  happy  in  having  it  in  his  power  to 
communicate  to  the  House  what  appeared 
to  him  to  be  the  sentiments  of  a  large 
body  of  the  people  upon  the  plan.     He 
thought  he  should  have  betrayed  the  trust 
reposed  io  him  if  he  had  not  endeavoured 
to  inform  himself  upon  that  point.  There- 
fore he  had  taken  measures  to  obtain  that 


inlbrYnation  with  as  much  eccnracy  as  he 
could  from  those  influential  persons  wlio 
were  likely  to   form  a  correct  opinion   of 
what  the  sentiments  of  other  person  of 
their  own   denomination    were ;    and  nil 
the    information   he    had   acquired  went 
to  this  point,    hat  with  the  plan  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  there  was  per- 
fect satisfaction.     He  ought,  of  course,  to 
state  that  he  had  only  communicated  with 
those  persons  who  had  petitioned  for  the 
abolitiou  of  Church-rates ;  he  had  not  had 
any  opportunity   of  communicating  very 
specifically  with  the  opponents  of  such  a 
measure  ;  but  every  individual  with  whom 
he  had  conferred  was  of  opinion  that  the 
plan  marked  out  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  be  extremely  conducive 
to    the    public  peace  and  to  the  public 
interest.     He   found   that  those    persons 
entertained   the    opinion    that    the   plan 
introduced  this  year  was  very  much  in  ac- 
cordance with  another  subject  which  ob- 
tained a  very  prominent  prnce  in  the  dis- 
cussions of  last  year — that  was  the  Tithe 
Bill.    They  believed  that  the  Chancellor 
of   the  Exchequer  and  the   government 
with  the  noble  Lord  at  its  head  In  this 
House,  had  for  their  object  to  produce  in 
the  country  that  which  all  men  were  aim- 
ing at,  though  not  all  in  the  same  way, 
and  that  was  religious  peace  and  concord. 
They  saw  a  Bill  introduced  last  year,  hav- 
ing for  its  object  to  reconcile  all  those  who 
paid  tithes  with  the  pastors  of  the  Esta- 
blished Church   who  received  them  ;  and 
they  therefore  conceived   that  this  was  a 
measure  in  accordance  with  the  same  prin- 
ciple.    A  great  deal  of  stress  had  been  laid 
on  the  relative   number  of  the  petitions 
presented   for  and   against  Church-rate^i. 
He  was  ready  to  admit  that  the  petitions 
were  much  more  numerous  on  the  part  of 
those  who  opposed  the  abolition  of  Church- 
rates  than  on  the  part  of  those  who  were 
in   favour  of  their  abolition.     But  there 
was  another  ingredient  to  be  taken  into 
consideration,  namely,  the  number  of  the 
signatures.     According  to  the  last  return 
published  by  the  House,  which  was  made 
up  to  the  91st  February,  the  number  of 
petitions   for  the  repeal  of  Church-rates 
was    458,    and   which    were   signed    by 
186,133  persons,  while  the  number  pre- 
sented afipiinst  their  repeal  was  ninety-six 
at  ihat  time  (a  much  greater  number  hav. 
ing  since  been   presented).     Which  were 
signed  by  6,606  persons :  so  thnt  the  ma- 
jority of  the  petitioners  up  to  the  21st  of 
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February  was  180,000  in  favour  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  plan.  Now, 
he  admitted  that  since  that  time  a  consider- 
able number  of  petitions  adverse  to  that  plan 
—if  that  could  be  said  to  be  adverse  to  the 
plan  (and  he  begged  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite to  mark  the  distinction)  which  arose 
out  of  the  excitation  that  took  place  in 
this  city  before  the  plan  was  promulgated  ; 
for  that  was  a  true  statement  of  the  case. 
There  was  a  meeting  held  in  this  city 
where  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Dorsetshire  presided,  at  which  meeting 
two  things  were  represented  to  the  assem- 
bled throng — one  was,  that  the  plan  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  in- 
tended to  suffer  the  Churches  throughout 
the  country  to  go  to  decay,  and  the  other 
was,  that  by  that  plan  it  was  intended  to 
rob  the  poor  man  of  his  sanctuary.  Could 
any  man  deny  that  these  were  most  ex- 
traordinary statements  ?  He  did  not  wish 
to  use  strong  language  towards  any  per- 
son, but  he  must  say  that  these  were 
gross  and  flagrant  misrepresentations.  He 
would  ask  whether  petitions  presented 
under  such  circumstances  were  entitled  to 
much  attention  or  consideration  ?  He  bad 
heard  a  great  deal  about  the  violence  of 
the  language  held  by  persons  in  what  was 
colled  the  National  Association  in  Dublin ; 
but  he  did  not  recollect  at  any  time  having 
heard  language  attributed  to  that  Associa- 
tion of  a  more  violent  nature,  or  language 
more  calculated  to  agitate  t^ie  public 
mind,  than  the  language  which  was  held 
in  the  city  of  London,  at  a  meeting  over 
which  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Dor- 
setshire presided,  and  at  which  some  hon. 
Gentlemen  whom  he  had  now  the  honour  to 
address  attended.  Petitions  signed  under 
such  circumstances  did  not  express  the 
genuine  sentiments  of  the  people.  But  it 
had  been  said  that  the  Dissenters  in  this 
country  were  a  very  insignificant  body. 
He  was  sorry  not  to  see  in  his  place  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  Oxford ;  because  on  the  last  oc- 
casion, when  this  subject  was  under  dis- 
cussion, he  [made  this  extraordinary 
declaration  :  ^namely,  that  the  Dissenters 
did  not  pay  abo  e  one-fortieth  part  of  the 
Church-rates.  If  not,  what  was  the  in- 
ference? Why  all  this  contest?  The 
sura  asked  for  was  only  250,000/. ;  the 
fortieth  part  of  that  was  only  6,000/.  Why 
have  all  this  dispute  when  the  sum  re- 
quired was  only  6,000/.  ?  But  in  reality 
the  statement  was  an  error.    He  did  not 


wish  to  take  advantage  of  any  accidental 
mistake ;  but  he  was  sure,  on  reflection, 
the  hon.  Baronet  would  find  tliat  that 
statement  was  a  very  strange  misrepresent- 
ation of  the  fact.  But  there  was  another 
misrepresentation  made  by  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet on  that  occasion  of  a  nature  so 
tangible  that  he  had  given  himself  the 
trouble  to  ascertain  the  state  of  religious 
instruction  in  the  whole  county,  in  order 
to  bring  himself  acquainted  with  that  foct. 
The  hon.  Baronet  stated,  that  in  the 
county  of  Lancaster  there  were  not  more 
than  one-fourth  of  the  people  Dissenters, 
while  three- fourths  were  attached  to  the 
Established  Church.  Now,  in  order  to 
put  this  matter  to  the  test,  he  had  ascer- 
tained how  many  places  of  religious  wor- 
ship Xhat  county  contained.  That  he  might 
be  perfectly  accurate  on  the  subject,  he 
would  read  to  the  House  the  return  he  had 
obtained  from  the  survey  he  had  had  made. 
It  was  this  ;— There  were  in  the  county  of 
Lancaster,  at  the  beginning  of  1836,  340 
Churches  and  Chapels  connected  with  the 
Established  Church.  There  were  in  the 
same  county  489  Chapels  belonging  to 
Dissenters,  and  ninety-three  Chapels  be- 
longing to  the  Roman  Catholics,  making 
together  582.  The  relative  proportion 
then  was,  that  there  were  310  places  of 
worship  belonging  to  the  Church,  and  582 
not  belonging  to  the  Church.  His  per- 
suasion was,  that  if  they  were  to  compare 
the  congregations  they  would  for  the 
most  part  find  the  proportion  to  be 
the  same.  In  some  places  more  persons 
went  to  the  Church  than  to  the  Chapels 
of  Dissenters  or  Catholics;  bat  taking 
the  county  generally,  he  thought  it 
would  be  found  that  the  numbers  going  to 
the  different  places  of  worship  were  pretty 
nearly  equal.  So  that  instead  of  the  pro« 
portion  among  those  who  availed  tnem^ 
selves  of  the  opportunity  of  attending^ 
public  worship,  being  as  four  to  one 
in  favour  of  the  Churchmen  over  Dis- 
senters, the  fact  really  was,  that  the  pro« 
portion  was  five  to  three  of  Dissenters 
over  Churchmen.  Why  did  he  make  this 
statement?  There  was  a  Parliamentary 
Return  on  the  subject,  but  it  contained 
verv  erroneous  statements,  and  he  did  not 
wish  to  avail  himself  of  them.  That  re- 
turn stated,  that  there  were  1,100  places 
of  religious  worship  in  the  county  of 
Lancaster  belonging  to  Dissenters;  but 
there  were  not  half  that  number.  The 
return  was  extremely  incorrect^  and  not  to 
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be  relied  upon.      Having  made  the  state- 
ment  which  had  been  furnished  to  him,  he 
would  explain  to  the  House  why  he  had 
made  it.     It  was  this :— They  had  had  a 
comparison  made  between  the  number  of 
Churchmen  and    Dissenters, — he    knew 
not  why,  except  it  were  for  the  purpose  of 
detracting  from  the  importance  of  the 
Dissenters ;  he  supposed  it  was  to  show 
that  they  were  an  msignificant  body,  and 
that  their  claims  did  not  require  that  at- 
tention which  was  generally  insisted  upon 
for  them.     Now,  upon  that  point,  he  had 
adduced  facts,  in  order  to  establish  an  op- 
posite    conclusion ;     and     he     pledged 
himself    that    the    statement    he    had 
made,  would  bear  the  strictest  investiga- 
tion.     The  right  hon.  Member  for  the 
University  of  Cambridge  had  made  a  state- 
n)ent  which  a  good  deal  surprised  him, 
because  it  was  so  much  at  variance  with 
the  fact.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
stated,  in  relation  to  the  revenues  of  the 
Church,  that  there  were  in  Manchester 
eighteen     clergymen,    and    that    those 
eighteen  clergymen  received  only  2,700/. 
of  revenue  for  their  services.     Now,  what 
was  the  fact?      Why,  that  there  were 
clergymen  belonging  to  one  church  only 
who  received  6,000/.      The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  might  have   found   the  fact 
stated  in  the  Report  of  the  Commissioners 
for  Ecclesiastical  Inquiry,  that  there  was 
a  collegiate  Church  in  Manchester  receiv- 
10 g  6,000/.  a  year.     Certainly  one  would 
expect  that  representations  made  by  the 
Tif^t  hon.  Gentleman,  as  Member  for  the 
University  of  Cambridge,  would  be  made 
with  a  greater  regard  to  accuracy.    Most 
unquestionably  the  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  altogether  calculated 
to  mislead  the  House — made,  not  with  an 
intention  to  mislead,  but  in  error ;  still  he 
thought  that  some  degree  of  reprehension 
roust  attach  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
for  not  having  better    informed  himself 
upon  the    subject.     Another   statement 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
this :  he  said,  that  the  population  of  Man- 
chester consisted  of  270,000  souls,  and 
that  there  was  only  church  accommodation 
for    40,000,    thus    leaving    upwards  of 
200,000  persons  without  the  means  of  ob- 
taining religious  instruction.    Now,  was 
that  really  the  fact  ?    The  church  accom- 
modation perhaps  was  only  what  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  stated,  and  that  there 
were  not  means  of  affording  religious  in- 
struction by  the  Church  to  more  than 
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40,000  persons ;  but  before  drawing  any 
inference  from  this,  the  inquiry  ought  to 
be  made  whether  there  were  more  people 
in  Matichester  who  wished  to  receive  that 
instruction  from  the  Church.  Because  if 
they  had  Churches  which  were  not  filled, 
and  if  the  estimate  of  the  necessity  of 
affording  Church  room  were  to  be  made, 
not  from  the  number  of  persons  v/ho might 
go  to  church,  but  from  the  number  who 
were  disposed  to  go,  the  subject  would 
appear  before  them  in  a  very  different 
light.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
left  this  consideration  entirely  out  of  view. 
Now  he  believed  the  fact  to  be,  that  al- 
though there  was  only  church  room  for 
40,000  persons,  yet  there  was  chapel  room 
among  the  Dissenters  for  upwards  of 
60,000.  He  was  rather  the  more  disposed  to 
meet  this  statement,  because  the  right  boo. 
Gentleman  had  said,  that  he  (Mr.  Baines), 
from  some  supposed  religious  principle, 
had  made  an  observation  calculated  to  de- 
tract from  the  necessity  of  erecting  more 
churches.  He  had  made  no  such  obser« 
vation.  Let  it  be  proved  to  him  that  more 
churches  were  wanted,  and  he  would  be 
the  first  to  give  his  countenance  and  sup- 
port to  any  measure  to  meet  that  want. 
Allusion  had  been  also  made  to  the  fact 
that  the  inhabitants  of  Leeds  were  erect- 
ing a  church  at  a  cost  of  12,000/.  Now 
what  he,  on  the  occasion  referred  to,  said 
was  this :  that  he  thought  there  was  no 
reason  to  /:omplain  of  the  want  of  church 
room,  not  only  in  Leeds,  for  his  observa- 
tion was  more  extensive,  but  in  the  dio- 
cese of  York,  which  had  been  particularly 
designated  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the 
Member  for  Tamworth.  But  what  was 
the  fact  with  respect  to  Leeds  ?  In  the 
town  of  Leeds  there  were  eight  churches. 
Of  these,  two  had  congregations  pretty 
nearly  as  large  as  the  churches  woula  con- 
tain ;  in  four  of  them  the  congregations, 
he  might  fairly  say,  did  not  occupy  three- 
fourths  of  the  room  which  the  churches 
afforded;  while  the  two  other  churches 
were  never  half  filled.  Was  there  not, 
then,  suflBcient  reason  for  him  to  say,  that 
there  existed  no  ground  for  any  urgent 
complaint  of  the  want  of  church  room  in 
Leeds.'  But  then  it  was  said,  that  the 
people  of  Leeds  were  building  a  new 
church  at  an  expense  of  12,000/.  That 
was  true;  but  why  were  they  doing  so? 
Because  it  was  in  a  central  part  of  the 
town  where  persons  of  some  degree 
of  distinction  resided,  and  where, 
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{Mrbapsy    that    descriptioD    of   persons 
could  not  be  so  well  accommodated.     But 
if  they  were  to  go  into  the  more  densely 
populated  part  of  the  town,  they  would 
liud  church   room  enough.      He   hoped 
iu     making     this     statement,     he     hud 
not   made  it  offensively.      Having  dis- 
posed of  these  two  points,  which  he  was 
very  anxious  to  dispose  of,  he  would  now 
proceed  to  dispose  of  a  point  which  in- 
volved somewhat  more  of  the  question  of 
Church-rates.     It  had  been  argued  in  this 
House,  and  by  a  right  rev.  Prelate  in  ano- 
ther place,  that  Church-rates  were  of  great 
antiquity.      The  bon.  Member  for  Oxford 
had  stated  over  and  over  again  that  they 
were  of  higher  antiquity  than  any  Gcn- 
tl4fman*a  title  to  the  estates  he  now  pos- 
ses^.    He  did  not  deny  the  antiquity  of 
Church-rates ;  but  he  did  deny  that  the 
parishioners  were  called  upon  in  ancient 
times  to  maintain   the    edifices    of   the 
Church.     He  contended  that  in   former 
days  the  Church-rates  were  paid  by  the 
bishops  out  of  the  tithes ;  and  that  when 
they  ceased  to  be  paid  by   the  bishops, 
they  were  then  paid  by  the  rectors.     He 
saw  hoo.  Gentlemen   turn    their    heads 
away ;  but  he  would  assure  them  that  he 
did  not  make  this  statement  on  his  own  au- 
thority,  but  on  the  authority  of  the  Brst  ec» 
clesiastical  lawyer  that  ever  had  existed  in 
this  country.  He  was  sure  that  the  learned 
Civilian  would  agree   with   him,  that  no 
higher  authority  could  be  quoted  on  that 
subject,  than  Sir  Simon    Degge.      Dr. 
Burn,  quoting  this  learned  authoriry,  put 
the  matter  in  this  way  : — **  Anciently  the 
bifthop  had  the  whole  of  the  tiihes  of  his 
diocese,  a   fourth   part  of  which  in  every 
parish  was  to  be  applied  to  the  repairs  of 
the  church;  but  upon  a  release  of  this  in«- 
terest  to  the  rector,   they  (the  bishops) 
were  consequently  acquitted  of  the  re- 
pairs of  the  church.     And  by  the  canon 
law,  the  repair  of  the  church  belongeth  to 
him  who  receiveth  this  fourth  part.     This 
is  to  the  rector,  and  not  to  the  parish - 
ioners."      Instead,  therefore,  of   the  bi- 
shops having  to  repair  the  churches,  the 
charge  fell  on  the  rectors.     There   wns, 
however,  another  great  authority  on  this 
subject,  and  he  was  rather  anxious  to 
communicate  authorities,  as  the  argument 
of  authority  had  been  much  insisted  on 
during  the  discussion.     The  authority  he 
tneani  to  «|uote  was  that  of  Mr.  Justice 
Jf^'/'kstonc,  wbo  said : — "  At  the  first  es- 
•  1^.      temt..*  Qf  parochial  clergy,  the  tiihes 
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of  the  parish  were  distributed  in  a  four* 
fold  division ;    one  for  the  ase  of  the  bi« 
shop,  another  for  maintaining  the  fabric  of 
the  church,  a  third  for  the  poor,  and  the 
fourth    to    provide    for    the    incumbent. 
When  the  sees  of    the  bishops  became 
otherwise  amply  endowed,  they  were  pro- 
hibited from  demanding  their  usual  share 
of  the   tithes,  and  the  division  was  into 
three  parts  only.'*  He  was  a  plain  man,aad 
unlearned  in  the  law,  but  it  appeared  to  him 
that   these  were  auihorities  which  no  nuin 
could  dispute;  therefore  the  argument  of 
antiquity  would  not  only  fail,  but  these 
authorities  would  establish  the   opposite 
point,  that  the  people  were  not  called  upon 
to  support  the  fal)ric  of  tlie  church,  but 
that  this  was  a  modern  innovation.     He 
trusted,  therefore,  that  it   would  not  lie 
again  urged  on  the  House,  that  they  could 
refer  to  high  antiquity  for  the  proof  that 
the  parishioners  had  to  pay  Church-rates ; 
but,  on  the  contrary,  if  antiquity  were  lo 
be  relied  on,  that  it  would  furnish  an  ar- 
gument of   a  directly   contrary  nature. 
The  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Liver- 
pool, inquired  very  significantly  whether, 
when  they  had  given  the  Church-rates  up 
to  the  Dissenters— when  they  had  allowed 
these  rates  to  be  extinguished— the  Dis- 
senters would   be  contented.     The  hon. 
Member  for  Yorkshire  had  answered  that 
question  for  him.      The  answer  to  the  in- 
quiry was,  that  the  Dissenters  aimed  at 
the  extinction   of  Church-rates,  on   the 
ground   that  they   were  for  the  mainte- 
nance of  a  religious  service,  and  for  the 
per  form  nncc  of  divine  worship,  in  a  form 
in    which    they    could    not    participate. 
They  made  a  great  and   most  important 
distinction     between     the     payment     of 
Church-rates  and  tithes.     The  Dissenters 
acknowledged  that  they  had  bought  their 
estates  subject   to  the  payment  of  tithes, 
and  tiierefore,  only  nine- tenths  of  the  pro* 
duce  belonged  to  them.     No  man,  haw* 
ever,  would  suy,  thut  he  bought  an  estate 
subject    to    the    iudeflnite     payment    of 
Church-rates.      It  could  not   be  denied 
that  Church-rates  were  to  a  certain  de- 
gree a  voluntary  rate,  for  if  the  persons 
who  had  to  pay  the  rates  opposed  it  by  a 
majority  in  the  vestry,  it  was  not  a  legal 
rate.     The   noble   Lord  said,  that  there 
was  an  undoubted   right  to  enforce  the 
payment  of  Church-rates.     No  doubt  this 
was  the  case  when  they  had  a  legal  rale 
to  enforce.     It  was  only  when  the  parish- 
ioners had  consented  to  the  rate  that  they 
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bed  en  undoiibted  right  to  enforce  it.    If, 
therefore,  parishioners  did  not  choose  to 
impose  this  rate  on  themselves,  it  wouid 
be  extremely  difficult  to  compel  them  to 
pay  it.     The  question  waS;  whether  (he 
Dissentera  would  be  contented    or    not 
with   the  abolition  of  Church-rates.     He 
cotild  not  say  that  he  was  there  as  the  re- 
presentative of  the  Dissenters,  but    was 
merely  the  representative  of  his  own  opin- 
ions, and  he  would  at  once  declare,  that 
he  thought  that  he  never  should  be  found 
pressing  that  House  for  the  abolition  of 
tithes.     On  this  point,  however,  he  had 
something  stronger  than  assertion  as  re- 
garded the  great  body  of  Dissenters.     lie 
begged  the  House  to  recollect,  that  when 
the  tithe  question  was  under  disicussion 
last   year,  not  a  single  petition  was  pre- 
sented  from  any  body  of  Dissenters  pray- 
ing for  a  different  appropriation  of  ihem. 
This  was  not  a  mere  assertion,  for  the 
statement  he  had    made  had  a  weighty 
aathority.     Here  was  a  distinct  recogni- 
tion that  the  tithe  question  was  a  matter 
to  be  settled  between  the  Legislature  and 
the  country.     It  appeared,  then,  (hat  al« 
though  there  were  thousands  and  tens  of 
thousands  of  Dissenters  who  were   (it be 
payers,  there  were  none  who  were  pre* 
pared  to   oppose  the  payment  of  them. 
This  was  a  direct  answer  to  the  assertion 
made  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House, 
that  the  Dissenters  wished  to  prevent  the 
payment  of  tithes.  He  was  not  quite  satis- 
fied that  the  plan  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  for  the  abolition  of  Church* 
rates,  and  providing  a  substitute,  was  the 
best  that  could  be  devised.     On  the  con- 
trary, he  was  inclined  to  think  that  the 
plan  he  would  suggest  would  be  better; 
but  at  any  rate,  he  was  sure  that  it  would 
he  more  simple  in  its  nature.     He  would 
not  place  himself  in  (he  situation  which 
an  hon.  Baronet,  formerly  a  member  of 
that  House— he  meant  Sir  William  In- 
gilby--^ook  on  one  occasion,  namely,  (o 
place  himself   in    the    office    of    Chan- 
cellor of  the    Exchequer   for  one  night, 
and    bring    forward    a   budget;     but  he 
would  suggest  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man a  mode  by   which  he  might  extin- 
guish Church-rates  by  a  less  cumbersome 
machinery  than  was  prepared  in  the  plan 
before  (he  House.     He  was  sure  (hat  it 
was  known  to  many  hon.  Members  that 
th<»re   was  a   fund    connected     with    the 
church  called   the  Hr«(t  fruits  and  tenths  ; 
and  it  was  equally  well  known  that  this 


was  an  impost  which  always  existed 
since  the  days  of  King  John,  and  even  at 
an  earlier  period.  The  House  was  aware 
that  during  the  interval  between  the 
institution  of  first  fruits  and  tenths  and 
the  Reformation  they  were  paid  to  the 
Pope,  and  were  made  applicable  to 
carrying  on  the  secular  Government  of 
Rome.  At  the  time  of  Henry  the  8th 
that  monarch  wished  to  apply  these  tenths 
and  first  fruits  to  State  purposes  in  this 
country ;  and  having  come  to  this 
determination,  he,  with  the  concurrence 
of  the  Legislature,  passed  an  Act  of 
Parliament,  whereby  it  was  directed  that 
these  funds  should  be  applied  to  political 
objects.  He  mentioned  this  because 
these  were  funds  over  which  Parliament 
had  a  just  and  legitimate  control.  At  the 
period  to  which  he  alluded,  he  meant  the 
26th  of  Henry  8th.,  a  return  was  made 
which  gave  a  survey  of  all  the  ecclesiastical 
lands  and  revenues  of  the  country  at  that 
period.  This  survey,  or  valuation,  was 
contained  in  a  book  which  had  been  kept 
up  to  the  present  time  in  the  Re- 
membrancer's-office.  This  work  had 
recently  been  published,  and  was  known 
by  the  name  of  Liber  Regis  or  the  King's 
Book,  in  which  there  was  a  valuation,  at 
the  time  of  Henry  8th  of  all  the  livings  in 
the  kingdom.  In  the  third  year  of  Philip 
and  Mary  the  Act  of  Henry,  8th  was 
repealed ;  but  in  tlie  first  year  of 
Elizabeth  an  Act  was  passed  again  enacting 
the  statute  of  Henry,  and  the  funds  were 
directed  for  the  future  to  be  applied  to 
purposes  of  state.  So  matters  continued 
to  (he  time  of  Queen  Anne,  who,  at  the 
instigation  of  the  Bishops,  ordered  that 
this  fund  should  be  devoted  to  increasing 
the  value  of  small  livings,  and  to  other 
similar  purposes,  and  it  hereafter  attained 
the  name  of  Queen  Anne's  bounty. 
Formerly,  however,  this  fund  was  paid  ta 
its  full  amount,  but  what  course  did  the 
governors  of  Queen  Anne's  bounty  pursue 
with  regard  to  this  fund  ?  Instead  of 
taking  the  amount  which  they  ought  to  do 
from  the  rich  clergy,  and  giving  it  to  the 
poor  and  destitute  clergy  as  they  ought  to 
do,  in  conformity  with  the  liberal  boun(y 
of  Anne,  they  neglected  their  duty  in  a 
shameful  manner,  and  only  enforced 
payment  to  the  amount  of  the  value  of  the 
living  in  the  time  of  Henry  8lh.  He  was 
satislieil  that  these  funds,  if  duly  collected 
won  hi  be  found  sufficiently  ample  (o  sop- 
ply  the  place  of  Church-rates,  and  for  those 
R2 
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purposes  to  which  they  were  now  devoted, 
and  if  God  gave  him  strength  and  the 
House  its  support,  he  would  enforce  the 
payment  of  these  charges  in  such  a  way 
as  to  ensure  every  incumbent  of  a  parish 
an  income  of  200/.  a-year.  With  tiie 
proper  collection  and  application  of  this 
fund  they  might  also  do  away  with  Church- 
rates.  He  would  state  to  the  House  some 
facts  illustrative  of  the  present  negligent 
mode  in  which  these  funds  were  collected. 
He  would  take  6ve  livings,  and  he  did  not 
choose  to  designate  them  by  name,  as  that 
might  appear  to  be  invidious,  but  these 
would  be  amply  sufficient  to  show  the 
manner  in  which  first  fruits  and  tenths 
were  administered  at  present.  The  livings 
he  would  designate  by  numbers  one, 
two,  three,  four,  and  five.  Number 
one  was  of  the  actual  value  of  1 ,070/.  a- 
year  as  returned  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Com* 
missiooers,  and  so  stated  in  their  Report. 
Now,  the  clergyman  ought  to  pay  within  a 
certain  time  of  his  induction  to  his  living 
the  full  value  of  the  first  fruits ;  but 
instead  of  paying  1,070/.  he  (Mr.  Baines) 
found  that  he  only  paid  into  the  first  fruits 
office  the  sum  of  36/.  3^.  1  Id.  Was  this 
an  administration  of  the  first  fruits  which 
could  be  satisfactory  or  just  to  the  poorer 
clergy?  With  respect  to  the  tenths  of 
this  living  he  found  that  only  3/.  \2s.  Ad. 
was  paid  yearly,  instead  of  107/.  a-year. 
He  might  be  told  that  the  valuation 
of  Henry  the  8th  was  adhered  to  till  the 
present  time,  but  this  was  an  argument 
for  a  new  valuation.  By  the  present 
system  it  was  clear  that  the  pious  intentions 
of  Queen  Anne  had  not  been  complied 
with,  and  the  poor  clergy  had  not  received 
the  full  benefit  of  her  bounty.  He  thought 
this  was  a  subject  well  worthy  of  the 
attention  of  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary 
of  the  Home  Department,  and  he  wished 
that  he  woold  direct  his  mind  to  the  con- 
sideration of  it  The  second  living,  and 
he  took  the  return  of  the  rector  in  the 
Ecclesiastical  Report  for  his  authority,  was 
of  the  value  of  1,230/.  a*year.  The  sum 
paid  for  first  fruits,  instead  of  being  1,230/. 
was  only  46/.  4s.  9d.  The  deficiency 
between  these  two  sums  was  the  amount 
withheld  from  the  poor  clergy.  The  sum 
paid  for  tenths  every  year  was  only 
4/.  12s.  5(f.,  instead  of  123/  a.year.  The 
annual  income  of  the  third  living  was 
1,407/,.  the  payment  for  first  fruits  was 
only  26/. ;  the  sum  paid  for  tenths  was 
2/.  13i,  4c/.,  instead  of  being  140/,  a-year. 


The  annual  value  of  the  fourth  living  was 
2,230/.  the  sum  paid  for  first  fruits  was 
only  80/.  10s.  8d.,  the  annual  payment 
for  tenths  was  8/.  lOs.  8(/.,  whereas  it 
ought  to  be  223/.  a-year.  The  last  case 
which  he  should  mention  was  that  of  a 
living  the  value  of  which  was  3,616/.  a-year 
the  sum  paid  for  first  fruits  was 
1 02/.  9s.  9(/.,  the  sum  paid  for  tenths  was 
10/.  4s»  1  Id.,  whereas  it  ought  to  be  361/. 
a-year.  He  was  sure  that  this  was  a 
subject  which  should  be  brought  under  the 
serious  attention  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  and  he  trusted  that  some  steps 
would  at  once  be  taken  to  ensure  a  better 
administration  of  these  funds,  so  that  the 
charge  of  Church-rates  might  be  defrayed 
out  of  them  ;  and,  at  the  same  time,  the 
condition  of  the  poorer  clergy  be  bettered. 
He  had  heard  a  great  deal  from  the  other 
side  of  the  House  as  to  the  sympathy 
they  entertained  for  the  poorer  clergy ; 
but  if  they  were  sincerely  anxious  to 
improve  the  situation  of  that  excellent 
body  of  men,  they  had  the  means  of 
doing  so  by  supporting  a  different  and 
better  administration  of  these  funds. 
He  was  satisfied  that  with  an  improved 
administration  these  funds  would  be  found 
to  amount  to  360,000/.  a  year.  Supposing 
that  of  this  amount  they  devoted 
250,000/.  in  the  payment  of  Church-rates, 
the  would  have  100,000/.  left  for  the  im- 
provement of  the  condition  of  the  poorer 
clergy.  He  confessed  that  unless  he  heard 
a  satisfactory  reason  for  not  taking  up  this 
subject  he  should  feel  it  to  be  his  duty  to 
take  it  up  without  delay.  Nothing,  he 
was  convinced,  could  satisfy  the  country 
but  a  complete  alteration  of  the  present 
system.  With  respect  to  the  measure 
under  the  consideration  of  the  House,  he 
would  only  say,  that  he  should  feel  it  to 
be  his  duty  to  support  it.  In  conclusion, 
he  begged  pardon  of  the  House  for  having 
so  long  detained  them,  and  he  trusted  that 
in  what  he  had  said  he  had  not  given  ut- 
terance to  anything  calculated  to  cause 
personal  feelings  of  animosity,  He  could 
only  assure  the  committee  that  in  the  ob- 
servations he  had  addressed  to  them  he 
was  only  actuated  by  a  friendly  feeling  to- 
wards the  Church,  and  by  an  anxiety  to 
promote  the  cause  of  religion.  He  repeated 
that  he  would  give  the  motion  his  most 
decided  support.  He  was  extremely  glad 
at  the  manifestation  of  feeling  displayed 
last  night  by  the  noble  Lord,  and  he  was 
equally  pleased  at  reading  bis  speech  that 
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morning.  He  could  only  on  the  part  of 
his  own  constituents  tell  the  government 
that  acting  on  the  principles  set  forward 
by  the  noble  Lord  last  night  would  ensure 
their  support ;  and  he  was  also  satisfied 
that  the  Goyernment  would  receive  the 
support  of  two  millions  of  persons  whom 
they  were  anxious  to  relieve  from  a  vexa* 
tious  grievance. 

Mr.  W.  E,  Gladstone  said,  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down  had  in- 
dulged his  ingenuity  in  one  part  of  his 
speech,  by  going  into  details  of  a  project 
which,  whatever  its  abstract  recommenda- 
tions, was  certainly  not  before  the  House ; 
and  it  really  seemed  as  if  in  so  doing  he 
had  felt  there  was  a  paucity  of  matter  for 
immediate  consideration.  If  such  had 
been  the  feelings  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Leeds,  his  (Mr.  Gladstone's)  were,  he  con- 
fessed, of  quite  a  contrary  description. 
He  should  not  therefore  follow  the  hon. 
Member  into  the  principle  or  details  of  that 
plan ;  but  he  should  endeavour  to  reply  to 
that  part  of  his  speech  in  which  he  at- 
tempted to  maintain  a  position  which,  if 
successfully  made  out,  would  undoubtedly 
exercise  a  most  material  influence  on  the 
opinions  of  many  gentlemen  in  that  House. 
The  hon.  Member  had  quoted  Degge  and 
Blackstone  in  support  of  the  quadripartite 
division  of  tithes,  and  to  prove  that  under 
the  law  of  that  division  the  repairs  of  the 
Church  fell  originally  on  the  bishop,  and 
afterwards  on  the  rector.  Now,  with  re- 
spect to  the  bishops,  the  statement  carried 
Its  own  explanation  along  with  it ;  because 
when  they  were  told  that  of  the  tithes  of 
the  diocese  one  entire  fourth-part  went  to 
the  share  of  the  bishop,  it  obviously  re- 
ferred to  the  period  when  the  Church  was 
in  a  missionary  state — when  it  first  made  a 
settlement  in  a  district,  and  when  the 
bishop  received  the  amount  of  contribu- 
tion, and  his  clergy  itinerated  throughout 
the  district.  He  left  the  hon.  Member 
then  to  derive  all  the  bene6t  he  could  from 
the  admission  that  Judge  Blackstone  did 
allege  that  division  to  have  prevailed  in 
the  darkness  of  the  middle  ages.  With 
respect  to  the  other  authority — Sir  Simon 
^cgge — he  wished  the  hon.  Member  had 
read  a  little  further.  He  wished  to  know 
whether  his  authority  contradicted  this 
broad  proposition,  that  during  a  period  of 
more  than  five  centuries  throughout  the 
waole  period  comprehended  in  what  is  le- 
gally denominatea  the  memory  of  man, 
mce  the  reign  of  Richard  L.  it  bad  been 


a  matter  of  common  law  right  in  this 
country  to  throw  the  expenses  of  repairing 
the  fabric  of  the  Church  on  the  rated 
lands.  He  would  read  a  short  passage  on 
this  subject  from  Chief  Justice  Holt,  an 
authority  entitled  to  the  utmost  respect : — 
'^  By  the  civil  and  canon  law  the  parson 
is  obliged  to  repair  the  whole  Church,  and 
it  is  so  in  all  Christian  kingdoms  but 
England  ;  but  by  the  peculiar  laws  of  this 
country  the  parisnioners  are  charged  with 
the  repairs  of  the  body  of  the  Church.'* 
But  to  come  to  the  subject  immediately 
under  the  consideration  of  the  House,  the 
Government  proposed  to  transfer  a  sum  of 
250,000/.  a-year  from  the  Church  estates 
to  the  pockets  of  the  holders  of  land  and 
houses  in  the  country.  It  was  true  there 
was  an  intermediate  party,  and  that  what 
was  taken  from  the  Church  estates  was  in 
the  first  instance  to  be  devoted  to  the 
maintenance  of  the  fabric  of  the  Church. 
But  it  was  also  true,  that  what  was  now 
assigned  for  that  purpose  was  put  into  the 
pockets  of  the  landholders.  He  therefore 
contended  that  it  was  the  same  in  point  of 
principle  as  if  they  took  it  directly  from 
the  estates  of  the  Church  and  gave  it  to  the 
land.  Were  the  majority  of  landholders 
in  the  country  Dissenters  ?  The  ludicrous, 
though  not  the  most  objectionable,  part 
of  the  plan  was  this, — that  it  would  remit 
nine-tenths  of  the  amount  to  Members  of 
the  Church  of  England,  the  Dissenters 
paying  but  a  very  trivial  sum  of  the 
250,000/.  now  required  for  Church-rates. 
But  it  was  said  that  the  Dissenters  were 
actuated  in  their  resistance  to  Church-rates 
by  a  scruple  of  conscience.  He  would 
not  speak  of  them  with  any  species  of  dis- 
respect, or  accuse  them  of  factious  or  dis- 
creditable motives;  but  this  he  would 
say,  he  did  not  think  the  motive  of  their 
resistance  was  entitled  to  so  sacred  a  name 
as  a  scruple  of  conscience.  A  scruple  of 
conscience  was*a  sacred  thing,  and  brought 
with  it  claims  which  could  not  be  resisted. 
If  there  had  been  a  scruple  of  conscience  in 
the  matter,  it  was  monstrous,  it  was  a  po- 
litical crime  of  the  deepest  dye,  that  it  was 
not  attended  to  before,  and  that  Govern- 
ment had  treated  it  as  a  matter  of  policy 
and  expediency.  It  might  be  a  matter  of 
dislike,  objection,  or  opposition,  and  it 
might  be  right  or  wrong  in  that  respect, 
but  it  was  no  scruple  of  conscience.  His 
principle  was  this — when  the  Legislature 
made  a  demand  on  its  subjects  for  a  part  of 
I  their  property,  whatever  might  be  the  pur* 
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pose  to  which  it  was  applied,  the  demand  of 
the  Legislature  absolved  the  couscieiice  of 
its  subjects.  They  might  use  every  means  of 
getting  rid  of  it,  but  as  long  as  the  pay- 
ment was  law,  no  scruple  of  conscience 
could  fairly  resist  it.  Every  kind  of  suf- 
fering and  hardship,  as  in  the  case  of  the 
Quakers,  should  rather  be  endured,  than 
that  they  should  be  entitled  to  absolve 
themselves,  under  a  scruple  of  conscience, 
from  its  payment.  Was  it  a  scruple  of 
conscience  to  depart  from  an  obligation 
which  had  been  voluntarily  undertaken, 
when  the  property  was  purchased  under 
that  obligation  1  Did  not  the  scruple  of 
conscience  rather  command  them  to  fulBI 
ft  i  What,  he  asked,  would  be  the  state 
of  the  law  in  Scotland,  if  this  plan  were 
adopted?  The  Dissenters  in  England 
were  a  small  minority,  and  to  relieve  them 
from  supporting  the  fabric  of  the  estab- 
lished Church,  Church-rates  were  to  be 
abolished.  But  in  Scotland,  where  a  great 
portion  of  the  land  was  held  by  Episco- 
palians, they  (the  Episcopalians)  were  still 
bound  to  contribute  to  the  support  of  the 
Church  there.  The  application  of  the 
law  in  Scotland  was  far  more  extensive, 
and  its  means  of  enforcement  far  more 
stringent,  than  in  this  country.  In  Scot- 
land»  if  a  church  had  fallen  into  decay, 
and  the  population  required  increased 
accommodation,  the  heritors  were  not  only 
compellable  by  law  to  build  a  new  church, 
but  to  build  it  on  a  scale  adequate  to  the 
increased  demands  of  the  population.  Nor 
was  this  the  dead  letter  of  the  law.  He 
knew  a  case  of  a  parish  in  Stirlingshire, 
where  the  church  being  capable  of  seating 
only  350  persons,  it  was  rebuilt  by  the 
heritors  to  accommodate  1 ,600.  They  did 
not  afiford  aid  to  the  population  of  »Scot- 
laod,  and  he  believed  if  they  did,  so  far 
from  clamouring  for  it,  or  being  desirous 
of  receiving  it,  he  solemnly  believed  they 
would  come  forward  as  one  man,  and  re- 
pudiate the  boon  as  an  insult  to  their  hon- 
our and  conscience.  An  arg^tment  was  ad- 
vanced against  hon.  Gentlemen  who  sat  on 
that  side  of  the  House,  from  the  remission 
of  the  vestry- cess  in  the  Irish  Church  Bill. 
He  felt  that  those  who  had  voted  against 
that  Bill,  were  nevertheless  committed  by 
the  principle  of  the  remission  of  vestry- 
cess.  Gentlemen  on  that  side,  with  some 
individual  exceptions,  did  not  object  to 
that  principle,  and  were  not  now  disposed 
to  shrink  from  it ;  hut,  adhering  to  that 
pruiciple,  they  were  stiU  free  to  resist  such 


remission  of  Church-rates  as  was  proposed 
by  the  present  plan.  The  remission  of 
vestry-cesswas  urged  and  granted  ontwo 
grounds.  The  first  was,  that  the  reveaues 
of  the  Church  were  more  than  ftufficieat 
for  the  purposes  which  the  Established 
Church  was  intended  to  accomplish ;  Ihe 
second,  that  cess  was  not  a  fixed  property, 
like  tithes.  Whether  this  opinion  were 
correct  or  not.  it  was  one  which  had  been 
promulgated  in  this  House  bv  the  higheet 
authoritiea,  and  received  anci  acted  upon 
in  the  course  pursued  on  the  Irish  Church 
question.  The  noble  Lord,  the  Member 
for  North  Lancashire,  who  then  sat  on  the 
other  side,  and  who  was  acknowledged  by 
the  Government  as  their  organ  >in  tlie 
House,  had  expressed  himself  in  a  speech 
which  he  delivered  on  that  subject,  to  the 
following  efiect : — <*  I  admit  the  distinc- 
tion which  must  be  taken  by  every  maa, 
that  the  nature  of  the  right  of  the  Church 
to  this  cess,  and  the  mode  in  which  it 
presses  on  the  occupying  tenant,  and 
aflects  the  interests  both  of  himself  aiKi  of 
his  landlord,  are  so  opposed  to  the  nature 
of  tithes,  that  it  is  impossible  to  argue  on 
the  same  principle  as  to  the  applk:atioa 
of  the  one  and  of  the  other*'*  Lord  Al- 
thorp  also  said,  in  an  address  which  he 
delivered  on  that  occasion,  *'  The  Catho- 
lics have  thus  not  only  to  submit  to  the 
payment  of  a  tax  (for  this  rate  is  a  lax), 
but  are  also  precluded  from  all  coiv 
trol  over  it.  .  .  .  I  repeat,  that  this  rate 
is  a  tax  very  different  in  its  nature  from 
tithes  :  tithes  are  a  certain  burden  on  the 
land,  of  which  a  man  is  aware  at  tke 
time  he  purchases  it;  but  the  Church- 
rate  is  an  uncertain  lax,  which  varies  ae. 
cording  to  the  purposes  to  which  it  is 
applied.*'  Now  it  having  been  assumed 
that  Church-rate  was  diflTcrenl  in  its  nature 
from  tithe,  and  it  being  likewise  alleged 
tliat  the  revenues  of  the  Church  in  Ireland 
were  sufficient  to  supply  funds  for  the 
purposes  of  the  rate,  he  was  justified  in 
saying,  that  the  abolition  of  the  impost 
was  conceded  on  a  two-fokl  ground,  that 
none  of  the  property  of  the  Church  would 
be  surrendered  by  taking  that  step,  and 
that  it  would  not  at  all  interfere  with  the 
full  accomplishment  of  the  purposes  for 
which  the  Church  was  established.  But 
was  that  the  case  in  England  ?  Were  the 
purposes  of  the  Church  accomplished,  and 
if  Uiey  were  not,  could  the  remission  of 
vestry  cess  in  Ireland  l>e  alleged  as  a 
prec^ent  for  the  remissioii  of  the  smas 
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now  levied  by  way  of  Church-rate  ?  He  | 
had  asked  if  the  purpoaes  of  ihe  Church 
were  satisfied,  and  he  would  now  ask, 
what  was  the  principles  of  a  Church 
estabiisbaneoty  of  which  they  lieard  so 
much  ?  Be  did  not  think  this  question 
bad  received  the  attention  wliich  it  roe. 
rited.  There  was  a  disposition  in  many 
minds  to  beStevei  that  the  principle  of  an 
Established  Church  would  be  fully  main- 
tained, by  preserving  to  a  particular  form 
of  religion,  the  fixed  endowments  of  which 
it  was  in  possession,  and  which  might, 
and  in  this  country  accidentally  did,  be- 
long in  the  mass  to  a  single  community. 
He  vipould  assert  that  the  maintenance  of 
a  single  community  in  its  endowments, 
was  not  the  main  principle  of  an  estab- 
lished Church ;  and  this  he  said,  because 
the  law  guaranteed  to  all  the  dissenting 
chapels  tn  the  country,  the  possession  of 
all  the  revenues  with  which  ihey  might 
be  endowed,  and  with  which  many  of 
them,  it  was  well  known,  were  largely 
endowed.  The  hon.  Member  fur  Leeds 
was  well  aware  of  the  existence  of  this 
claas  of  chapels^  supported  almost  wholly 
by  endowments,  whidh  were  as  fully  se- 
cured-to  them  as  the  Church  property  was 
to  the  Establishment.  He  would  suppose 
a  case,  which  was  said  to  exist  in  Eng- 
land, and  which,  beyond  all  doubt,  did 
eaiai  in  Scotland  at  tha  time  of  the 
Refoffmatftoo,  when  one* half  of  the  land 
of  the  country  was  in  the  hands  of  the 
Church,  Would  it  then  be  inconsistent 
with  Ihe  principle  of  an  established 
Cburcht  to  modijfy  or  change  the  exist- 
ing slale  of  ihat  properly  ?  He  did  not 
believe  that  tt  would ;  for  he  thought 
that  the  possession  of  such  an  enormous 
aiBOunt  of  property  would  tend  rather  to 
craaap  the  energies  and  to  stiftc  the  active 
vigilance  of  the  Church,  than  to  increase 
and  extend  its  utility.  But  lie  would  sup- 
pose a  case  of  a  contrary  description, 
wh«fe  the  eudowosents  of  the  Church  were 
too  small  rather  than  loo  ample,  wh«'e  a 
great  mass  of  the  population  was  destitute 
of  spiritual  instruction,  and  shut  out  from 
Ihe  ordinances  of  religion.  Wouki  any 
man  maintain  that  the  principle  oi  an 
EalaUished  Church  would  be  fully  recog- 
nised and  satisfied  by  merely  continuing 
to  it  its  endowneats,  unless  the  funds  o( 
which  il  stood  in  need  in  oider  to  fulfil 
Ikn  gfcat  objeds  fer  which  it  was  intended 
woft  aopfliod  by  ihe  Stale?  The  prioci- 
fkn  of  an  ealabutbmtal  mm  ibia^  to  onrvy 


home  to  the  door  of  every  roan  in  the 
country  who  was  willing  to  receive  Ibem, 
ihe  blessings  of  religion,  and  the  ordi« 
nances  which  its  Ministers  were  appointed 
to  dispense.  Hon.  Qentlemen  on  the  other 
side  contended  that  the  supply  of  religious 
instruction  should  bo  proportioned  to  the 
demand,  as  if  the  demand   for  il  could 
ever  be  commensurate  with  the  extent  to 
which  it  really  was  required.  Those  who  were 
friendly  to  the  principles  of  an  Establislitd 
Church  thought  that  there  were  two  great 
bodies  of  the  population  who  were  tiever 
likely  to  be  adequately  provided  for  by 
Dissenting  communities.  In  the  first  place^ 
those  who  from  want  of  will  did  not  go  to 
CburclL,  because  they  were  not  trained  up 
in  habits  of  piety,  and  impressed  with  the 
spirit  of  devotion  ;    and,  secondly,  those 
who  could  not  go  to  Church.     Those  who 
would   not  attend  Church,  who  had  no 
fixed  religion,  some  men  wished  to  leave 
entirely  out  of  consideration  ;  but  it  was 
not  because  these  persons  had  reflected  on 
the  subject  and  arrived  by  a  train  of  rea- 
soning to  the  conclusion  that  there  was  no 
truth  in   religion  that  they  neglected  its 
ordinances   and  remained  careless  of  it* 
precepts.     These  persons  were  irreligious 
because  they  had  not  reasoned,  and  there* 
fore  those  who  wished  to  consult  their  wel- 
fare by  bringing  them  to  a  sense  of  Ihe 
duties  of   religion   wished   to  bring    it* 
Ministers  into  commonicatioii  with  them  ; 
not  merely  to  erect  churches,  and  to  ap* 
point  pastors,  but  to  place  them  in   dfs* 
tricts  where  they  must  go  from  house  to 
house   to  bring  them  into  relation  with 
I  congregated  masses  of  misery  and   igno« 
ranee.    When  this  was  accomplished  they 
might  say  Ihat  they  bad  acted   on  Ihe 
principle  and  fulfilled  the  purposes  of  an 
Established  Church;  but  not  till  theti.    If 
these  purposes  were  accomplished,  he  did 
not  mean  to  say  that  be  would  now  be 
foand  objecting  to  the  plan  brought  for., 
ward  by   the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer — he  did  not 
mean  to  say  that  he  would  hold  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  inviolability  of  Church  pro- 
perty to  such  an  extreme  degree  as  to  say 
that  the  whole  of  its  revenues  shonid  be 
maintained  to  the  Establishment,  whellier 
they  were  required  or  not.    Where  any  tax 
wbfch  pressed  heavily  on  the  community 
could  be  remitted  without  injnry  to  ihe 
efficiency  of  the  Church,  and  when  fvnd^ 
could  be  spared  from  the  ecclesiastical  re^ 
Teoue9  to  acoowpliah  the  objeeia  fS^r  whkk 
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it  was  imposed,  no  one  coald  object  to  its 
remission ;  but  where,  as  in  this  country, 
the  revenues  of  the  Church  were  scarcely 
sufficient  for  those  great  purposes  to  which 
it  was  destined,  the  mutilation  of  any 
branch  of  its  revenues  or  the  curtailment 
of  its  resources  would  be  an  infraction  of 
the  most  sacred  duty  of  the  Legislature. 
The  supporters  of  the  measure  proposed  by 
Government  might  object  that  the  princi- 
ple of  an  establishment  in  the  sense  in 
which  he  understood  it,  had  never  been 
acted  upon  by  Parliament,  or  recognised 
by  the  country  up  to  the  present  time. 
He  knew  that  not  only  the  Government  of 
the  country  and  its  Parliament,  but  all  the 
members  of  its  Church  and  the  whole 
body  of  its  people,  had  not  been  alive  to 
the  destitute  condition  of  a  multitude  of 
the  people,  or  attended  with  sufficient 
alacrity  and  promptitude  to  the  pressure 
of  those  wants  which  so  loudly  called  for 
relief.  The  principle  of  an  Established 
Church,  he  grieved  to  say,  had  not 
hitherto  been  acted  on  ;  we  had  not  had  a 
due  or  adequate  sense  of  our  obligations  ; 
but,  because  that  had  been  the  case  up  to 
the  present  period,  did  it  therefore  follow 
that  men  were  to  perpetrate  that  injustice 
—-that  we  were  to  commit  a  crime  of  so 
deep  a  dye  as  to  renounce  these  obliga- 
tions, and  to  refuse  to  observe  the  duties 
to  which  they  bound  ns.  Was  there  no 
difference  between  temporary  forgetfulness 
and  entire  neglect  of  them  ?  Would 
the  moralist  make  no  difference  between 
the  man  who  failed  to  perceive  the  whole 
breadth  and  scope  of  these  duties,  and  the 
man  who,  when  they  were  impressed  on  his 
attention,  refused  to  discharge  them  ? 
Surely  this  would  be  an  offence  of  a  class 
widely  different  indeed  from  any  which 
had  been  committed  by  us  heretofore ;  and 
the  only  consideration  which  was  neces- 
sary to  induce  him  to  oppose  that  plan 
which  was  now  before  the  House  was  the 
determination   in  the  affirmative  of   the 

Question,  whether  the  revenues  of  the 
'hurch  were  insufficient  to  the  purposes 
of  its  establishment.  What  were  the  fact 
of  the  case  ?  The  Bishop  of  London  had 
stated  that  sittings  in  churches  for  370,000 
persons  were  required  before  the  whole 
population  of  the  metropolis  could  have  an 
opportunity  of  attending  public  worship ; 
and  the  researches  of  Mr.  Aitch  led  him 
to  conclude  that  the  whole  population  of 
London  beyond  the  reach  of  religious  or- 
dinances amounted  to  600|000.     There 


was  a  delusion  abroad  that  this  amazing 
deficiency  of  spiritual  instruction  could  be 
supplied  by  voluntary  exertions.  He 
wished  he  could  suppose  that  this  conjec- 
ture was  likely  to  be  realised,  but  he  was 
afraid  it  was  little  else  than  chimerical.  It 
must  be  within  the  knowledge  of  many 
hon.  Members  that  within  the  last  twelve- 
months great  efforts  had  been  made,  under 
the  superintendence  of  the  ecclesiastical 
authorities  of  the  diocese,  to  supply  the 
lamentable  deficiency  which  was  so  deeply 
felt  in  the  metropolis.  During  nine  months 
of  that  period  private  liberality  had  been 
put  to  the  test.  He  did  not  mean  to  say 
that  it  had  yet  done  all  that  could  be 
effected,  but  he  maintained  that  after 
what  it  had  done  no  reasonable  man  could 
have  the  slightest  ground  for  imagining 
that  it  could  supply  either  the  whole  or 
the  greatest  part  of  the  defect,  or  that 
its  efforts  could  extend  beyond  giving 
relief  to  a  very  inconsiderable  fraction 
of  the  population.  The  funds  sub- 
scribed might  be  adequate  to  the  erection 
of  twenty  churches,  but  what  was  the 
accommodation  of  20,000  persons,  when 
compared  with  thos^appalling  deficiencies 
which  met  the  eye  in  every  part  of  the 
country,  and  which  he  was  willing  to 
believe,  had  not  been  supplied  only  be- 
cause their  existence  and  amount  had 
never  been  fully  understood.  How,  then, 
he  -would  put  it  to  the  House,  could  a 
Christian  Legislature  with  propriety  con- 
sent to  pass  a  measure  which  would  cut 
off  every  resource  from  which  the  Church 
could  hope  to  mitigate  this  enormous  evil, 
to  inform  the  ignorance,  to  enlighten  the 
religious  darkness,  and  to  prevent  the 
crimes  of  its  destitute  members?  He 
wished  now  to  make  some  allusion  to  a 
statement  which  the  noble  Lord  (J.  Ras- 
sell)  had  made  last  night  on  the  subject 
of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commission.  As  to 
the  general  expediency  of  the  course  which 
the  noble  Lord  had  pursued,  it  did  seem 
to  him  (Mr.  Gladstone)  not  only  extra- 
ordinary in  its  nature,  but  likely  to  be 
mischievous  in  its  results.  If  those  who 
had  been  permanently  members  of  a 
Commission  appointed  for  a  most  im- 
portant purpose,  who  had  investigated  the 
subjects  brought  before  them  in  all  their 
bearings,  and  formed  their  opinions  de- 
liberately, who  had  affixed  their  names  to 
the  Report,  without  any  notice  of  dissent, 
and  who  had  introduced  into  Parliament 
measures  founded  oa  Ae  coaclusion  tQ 
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which  their  inquiries  had  conducted  them, 
were  to  say  "It  is  true  each  and  such 
measures  are  recommended  by  the  Com- 
missioners, but  they  were  not  suggested 
by  me,  I  bow  to  their  opinions/' — if  such 
a  coarse  as  this  were  to  be  taken,  he  for 
one  must  express  his  decided  disapproba- 
tion of  it.  Did  the  noble  Lord  suppose^ 
that  he  could,  or  if  he  could  he  ought, 
thus  to  escape  all  responsibility  for  the 
measures  recommended  by  the  Commis- 
sion? He  admitted  that  it  would  be 
illiberal  to  consider  the  noble  Lord  as 
tied  down  to  particular  items.  He  did 
not  wish  to  consider  the  noble  Lord  as 
irrevocably  pledged  to  assign  every  specific 
sum  to  a  specific  purpose ;  but  he  thought 
that  the  noUe  Lord  was  bound  not  to 
depart:  from  the  main  features  and  out- 
h'nes  of  these  measures.  The  object  of 
the  Commission  was  to  ascertain  in  what 
manner  the  revenues  of  the  Church  could 
be  best  applied,  to  the  fulfilment  of  the 
ends  for  which  it  was  instituted.  And 
what  was  the  result  of  their  inquiries  with 
reference  to  the  extent  of  its  means  ?  The 
House  could  not  have  forgotten  that 
emphatic  speech  in  which  the  noble  Lord 
had  declared  (such  high  and  unquestion- 
able authority,  he  hoped,  would  receive 
the  full  assent  of  the  other  side)  *'  the 
resources  which  the  Established  Church 
possesses,  and  which  can  properly  be 
made  available  for  its  purposes,  in  what- 
ever way  they  may  be  husbanded  or 
distributed,  are  evidently  quite  inadequate 
to  the  exigency  of  the  case,  and  all  that 
we  can  hope  to  do  is  gradually  to  diminish 
the  intensity  of  the  evil/'  To  these 
sentiments  he  held  the  noble  Lord  pledg- 
ed. Was  it  consistent,  then,  with  these 
sentiments,  that  the  noble  Lord  should 
now  propose  to  them  the  adoption  of  the 
plan  under  consideration — that  he  should 
take  from  the  Church  250,000/.,  (as- 
suming the  correctness  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  calculations)  which  might 
relieve  the  spiritual  wants  of  many  thou- 
sands of  the  people,  and  transfer  it  to  the 
landowners  ?  Suppose  this  measure  car- 
ried, and  that  a  surplus  equal  to  the 
anticipated  amount  were  obtained,  it 
would  be  utterly  inadequate  to  supply  the 
spiritual  wants  of  the  increased  popula- 
tion which  must  grow  up  in  the  country 
within  the  period  when  the  plan  would 
come  into  practical  operation.  He  en- 
treated the  House  to  reflect,  that  notwith- 
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I  voluntary  exertions,  the  population  had 
continued  to  increase  at  a  rate  so  rapid  as 
to  set  at  defiance  the  efforts  of  private 
liberality;  Let  the  House  consider  the 
position  in  which  the  friends  of  the 
Established  Church  would  be  placed  if 
this  measure  were  granted.  The  noble 
Lord  or  some  of  his  colleagues  had  told 
them,  that  they  might  come  to  Parliament 
and  ask  a  grant  for  the  erection  of  the 
additional  churches  required.  Did  the 
noble  Lord  think,  if  they  failed  in  their 
present  argument,  that  they  would  be 
likely  to  meet  with  success  in  such  an  ap- 
plication? If,  now  that  they  were  con  tending 
for  a  principle,  recognised  during  many 
centuries,  they  were  called  on  to  relin- 
quish its  advocacy,  did  the  noble  Lord 
think  that  they  would  be  enabled  to  estab- 
lish a  new  claim,  which  could  not  be 
supported  by  any  of  the  arguments  urged 
in  favour  of  that  which  he  was  now 
pressing  on  the  consideration  of  the 
House,  and  which  could  not  be  recom- 
mended by  those  considerations  which 
pleaded  so  powerfully  for  the  case  he  had 
endeavoured  to  state  ?  The  only  contin- 
gency in  which  such  claim  could  be  made 
with  any  probability  of  success,  would  be 
that  It  should  be  entirely  unopposed.  If 
the  Dissenters  were  inclined  to  admit  of 
such  grants,  why  had  they  not  supported 
the  measure  brought  forward  by  Lord 
Althorp  on  this  subject?  If  they  de- 
nounced the  principle  on  which  they  were 
made,  and  would  oppose  them  on  future 
occasions,  how  could  the  noble  Lord  call 
on  them  to  relinquish  part  of  the  funds 
which  the  Church  alreadypossessedtomeet 
her  own  wants,  to  abandon  the  advantages 
of  the  position  they  now  occupied,  and 
trust  to  the  dangers  of  such  a  clouded  future 
as  he  depicted  ?  He  wished  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen to  compare  the  plan  now  before 
them  with  the  plan  proposed  by  Govern- 
ment for  the  reform  of  the  Irish  Church. 
Of  the  two  measures,  the  latter,  in  his 
mind,  was  the  more  plausible,  he  did  not 
say  the  more  sound,  for  both  were 
lamentably  deficient  in  rectitude  of  prin- 
ciple. What  was  the  ostensible  principle 
on  which  it  was  founded  ?  The  appro- 
priation to  Church  purposes  of  a  surplus  of 
Church  property.  Some  words  were  in- 
troduced into  the  Bill,  whether  in  mockery 
or  not,  providing  that  no  alienation  of 
property  shall  take  place  until  the  claims 
of  the  Church  be  fully  satisfied.     In  that 
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that  fuU  provision  should  be  made  for  the 
wants  of  every  congregation  of  Protestants 
existing  in  Ireland.  He  asked  thenn,  then, 
to  apply  to  England  the  same  principle 
which  they  recognised  in  Ireland.  Could 
»ny  roaaon  be  alleged  that  Protestant 
congregations  should  be  left  destitute 
of  pastors  in  this  country,  where  the 
bulk  of  the  people  were  attached  to  the 
Established  Church,  when  that  evil  was 
to  be  prevented  in  Ireland  even  by  the 
mischievous  measures  which  were  proposed 
for  that  country  ?  But  most  of  all  had 
they  reason  to  complain  of  the  Govern- 
ment plan,  when  they  compared  it  with 
the  previous  professions  of  Ministers. 
In  1835  the  noble  Lord  (J.  Russell)  did 
not  occupy  the  same  prominent  station  he 
now  held,  and  only  lent  his  Colleagues  his 
occasional  assistance.  But  when  the  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex  attempted  to  es* 
tablish  by  a  resolution  a  principle  far  less 
objectionable  than  that  which  was 
embodied  in  the  resolution  before  them, 
tlie  noble  Lord  was  so  struck  with  its  im* 
policy,  that  be  said  :— **'  I  feel  it  incum- 
bent on  me  to  come  forward  to  declare  the 
opinions  I  entertain  in  opposition  to  those 
of  the  hon,  GontleHmn  (Mr.  Harvey)  who 
hasjttst  sat  down.*'  .  .  •  •  ''I  should 
be  wanting  in  candour  if  I  did  not  say 
that  the  reason  why  the  hon.  Gentleman 
and  his  Friends  are  continually  disap* 
pointed  is  thi.«,  that  there  is  a  difference 
of  principle  between  us — a  difference  of 
opinion  which,  I  am  afraid,  never  can  be 

reconciled." *«  I  maintain 

that  there  may  be  a  Church  Establish- 
ment maintained  by  the  State,  by  means 
of  compulsory  pytnents,  and  yet  that 
there  may  be  the  most  perfect  religious 

freedom." *iWith    these 

0|Hoion&  1  have  gone  along  with  the  Pro- 
testant Dissenters,  whilst  religious  disabi- 
lities were  to  be  removed ;  but  I  go  no 
further  in  the  line  proposed  by  the  hon. 

Gentleman." The  noble 

Lord,  he  was  aware,  still  adhered  verbally 
to  this  declaration ;  but  if  he  really  did  hold 
the  principle  of  a  Church  Establishment, 
he  must  admit  the  demands  of  the  Dissen- 
ters to  be  unreasonable,  and  would  refuse  to 
sacrifice  to  them  the  spiritual  wants  of  the 
population.  He  must  say  that  the  moral 
nistory  of  Lord  AUhorp's  measure  on 
Church-rates  was  a  curious  subject  for 
Keirospeclioo.  It  was  iDtroduce<l  while 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  North 
Lancashire  ^Lord  Stanley),  formed   Ihe 


principal  support  of  Government  in  that 
House.  When  that  noble  Lord  left  the 
Government  it  was  postponed  from  day  to 
day.  Lord  Al thorp  was  asked  when  the 
Bill  would  be  brought  in,  and  he  replied 
that  it  would  be  undoubtedly  introduced, 
but  that  he  could  not  name  the  day.  At 
length  it  was  brought  in,  and  the  second 
reading  was  repeatedly  deferred.  Lord 
Grev  was  still  at  the  head  of  the  Admin- 
istration,  but  in  June  he  left  the  Govern* 
ment,  and  the  Bill  was  suffered  to  fail  to 
the  ground.  It  was  really  instructive  to 
reflect  how  the  brightest  ornaments  of  the 
Government  had  left  it — how  it  had  been 
deserted  by  those  distinguished  men  in 
whom  its  Members  reposed  most  confi- 
dence. Would  the  noble  Lord  venture  to 
avow  his  abandonment  of  the*  principles 
by  which  he  had  forii>erly  professed  to  be 
guided?  No,  the  noble  Lord  had  not 
boldness  or  courage  for  that.  In  1B35, 
the  introduction  of  the  measure  was  put 
off  on  the  plea  that  the  Session  was  too 
far  advanced,  when  Government  came 
into  power,  to  allow  them  time  to  bring 
it  in.  In  1836,  the  noble  Lord  (J.  Rim- 
sell)  stated  in  answer  to  a  question,  that 
the  Bill  would  be  introduced,  but  not  be- 
fore Easter,  as  it  was  necessary  that  the 
House  should  first  be  in  possession  of  the 
opinioos  of  the  Conimissioners  on  the  dis* 
tiibution  of  ecclesiastical  property.  The 
Session  passed  away,  and  in  June  the 
noble  Lord  was  again  asked  when  the 
Bill  would  be  introduced,  and  replied  that 
there  was  no  time  to  bring  it  in  at  that 
period.  The  noble  Lord  was  afraid  to 
avow  his  real  principles,  and  was  at  4he 
same  time  averse  to  declare  open  war  ou 
the  Established  Church.  But  was  this 
paltering  with  principles  worthy  of  a 
Statesman  ?  Was  it  consonant  with  tha 
regard  to  the  dictates  of  uncompromisiiig 
rectitude  which  ought  to  govern  bis  con- 
duct  ?  The  noble  Lord  was  afraid  to  in- 
troduce a  Bill  similar  in  its  )>rovislons  te 
that  proposed  by  Lord  Althorp*  because 
though  its  effect  would  be  beneficial  lo 
the  Church,  it  would  be  injurious  to  (be 
party  to  whom  he  belonged.  The  noble 
Lord  foresaw  that  the  consequence  would 
be  the  falling  off  of  the  Dissenters,  and 
the  loss  of  the  influence  which  that  body 
could  exercise  in  the  elections,  and  could 
not  venture  to  run  the  risk  of  losing  seve- 
ral votes  in  that  House  by  the  introduction 
of  such  a  plan.  The  first  native  hue  of 
bb  resolution  W9»  sieUied  over  wkh  lb« 
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|Nile  cast  of  tlH>ught.  The  reluctant  he- 
sitation, the  repeated  deliberations  of 
Goveriiinent>  their  successive  postpone- 
ments of  the  question,  coupled  with  the 
nature  of  the  plan  before  the  House, 
€OfBpeUed  him  to  charge  them  with  being 
aotuated,  in  the  course  they  had  taken 
on  this  measure,  more  by  a  regard  for 
party  considerations,  than  f  r  the  real  in- 
teteets  of  the  Church  and  the  country.  It 
was  painful  to  him  to  be  obliged  thus  to 
obaracterise  the  policy  of  Ministers;  but 
he  felt  that  be  should  not  be  doing  his 
duty  if  he  refrained  from  speaking  his 
aestimeots*  He  was  confinced,  that  by 
agreeing  to  the  plan  of  the  Government, 
they  would  subvert  the  Established 
Church.  It  was  plain,  from  the  recorded 
admissions  of  the  organs  of  Dissenters  in 
that  House,  that  all  future  attempts  to 
ael  OD  the  principle  of  an  Establishment 
would  be  resisted  to  the  utmost  by  that 
which  styled  itself  the  popular  party. 
Were  they  prepared  to  surrender  that 
principle  which  was  the  strength  and  glory 
of  this  empire?  The  hon.  Member  for 
Liskeard,  in  a  speech  delivered  by  him  on 
another  question  than  that  which  now  oc- 
cupied them,  had  ascribed  the  grandeur  of 
ancient  Rome  to  her  municipal  institu- 
tions. He  thought  that  they  must  look 
to  some  higher  and  more  powerful  princi- 
ple lor  the  cause.  He  would  take  Ihe 
liberty  of  reading  the  opinion  entertained 
OQ  this  interesting  subject  •by  an  ancient 
historian,  a  Greek  by  b«rth,  but  a  Roman 
in  spirit  and  temperament,  one  of  the  most 
acute  and  sagacious  observers  who  ever 
applied  his  mind  to  human  aflTairs — who 
bad  examined  with  curious  accuracy,  the 
ground  work  and  fabric  of  Roman  great- 
ness. The  opinion  of  this  historian  was 
thus  given  in  the  part  of  his  works  which 
treated  of  the  Roman  constitution.  After 
recofding  his  sentiments  of  all  those  mo- 
narchies of  which  the  world  had  been 
iiK>st  proud  in  the  successive  ages  of  its 
existence,  and  describing  their  various 
meriu  and  defects,  be  said  '.^^ 

^  The  most  remarkable  pecotiarity  of  the 
Roman  p^iey,  and  that  which  is  attended  with 
the  most  saluury  and  beoefieial  effects,  is  to 
be  found  ia  their  conception  of  the  gods. 
That  which  is  elsewhere  a  source  of  oppro- 
brium, is  the  sustaining  principle  of  the  Roman 
constitution  ;  for  among  them  piety  and  dero- 
tion  to  the  commands  of  heaven  are  held  in 
the  highest  estimation;  religion  has  taken 
deep  loot,  and  exercises  as  important  influ- 


ence on  the  lives  of  individuals,  and  a  power- 
ful sway  over  the  iiffairs  of  the  Stale." 

It  was  not  by  the  active  strength  and 
resistless  prowess  of  her  legions,  the  bold 
independence  of  her  citizens,  or  the  wclU 
maintained  equilibrium  of  her  coustitu* 
tion,  or  by  the  judicious  adaptation  of  va-> 
riotts  measures  to  the  various  circumstances 
of  her  subject  states,  that  the  Roman 
power  was  upheld.  Its  foundation  lay  in 
the  prevailing  feeling  of  religion,  'this 
was  the  superior  power  which  curbed  the 
license  of  undivided  rule,  and  engendered 
in  the  people  a  lofty  disinterestedness  and 
disregard  of  personal  motives,  and  de- 
votion  to  the  glory  of  the  republic.  The 
devotion  of  the  Romans  was  not  enlight- 
ened by  a  knowledge  of  the  precepts  of 
Christianity;  here  religion  waa  still  more 
deeply  rooted,  and  (irmly  fixed.  And 
would  they  now  consent  to  compromise 
the  security  of  its  firmest  bulwark  ?  No 
Ministry  would  dare  to  propose  its  uncon- 
ditional surrender;  but  with  the  same 
earnestness  and  depth  of  feeling  with 
which  they  should  deprecate  the  open 
avowal  of  such  a  determination,  they 
ought  to  resist  the  covert  and  insidious 
introduction  of  the  principle. 

Lord  John  Russell  begged  to  explain. 
The  hon.  Gentleman,  in  referring  to  that 
portion  of  his  speech  of  last  night  in  which 
he  spoke  on  tlxe  subject  of  the  ecclesias<- 
tical  commission,  seemed  to  impute  to  him 
that  he  shrunk  from  the  reaponsibility 
which  attached  to  him  as  a  member  of  that 
commission.  He  begged  to  say,  he  did 
not  wisli  to  shrink  from  his  responsibility, 
but,  on  the  contrary,  adopted  it  in  the  way 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Gentleman.  Though 
he  dilTercd  in  some  particulars  from  the 
report,  as  for  instance,  concerning  the  ar- 
rangement recommended  res^iecting  the 
deans  and  chapters,  yet  with  regard  to  the 
general  principle  of  tlie  commissioners* 
plan  he  agreed  with  them.  He  had  given 
bis  assent  to  those  propositions  in  the 
commissk)o,  and  he  had  no  objectbn  to 
state  is  the  House,  as  he  had  stated  else- 
where, that  he  had  so  given  his  assent.  He 
thought  the  question  for  this  House  and 
for  Parliament  to  consider,  was,  whether 
the  plan  proposed  by  that  commission  was 
on  the*whole  prudent,  safe,  and  efficient  as 
a  measure  of  reform ;  thinking  it  a  safe 
and  efficient  measure  of  reform,  he  agreed 
to  it,  but  he  thought  himself  at  liberty,  in 
saying  this,  also  to  state  that  the  proposi- 
tions  were  not  made  by  hioi  but  ookAf 


503 


Church-Rates — 


{COMMONS}  Adjourned  Debate. 


504 


by  the  ecclesiastical  commissioners.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  had  also  referred  to  his 
reply  to  an  observation  made  in  a  former 
debate,  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Southwark.  The  hon.  Gentleman, 
however,  appeared  to  have  misunderstood 
the  purport  of  his  reply,  which  was  in- 
tended to  be  an  answer  to  the  argument 
that  religious  freedom  could  not  co- exist 
with  a  church  establishment. 

Mr.  P.  Thomson  would  not  have  risen  on 
that  occasion,  had  not  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  just  sat  down,  imputed  to  those 
who  opposed  the  motion,  an  attachment  to 
the  voluntary  principle  and  a  hostility  to  all 
religion.  He  had  some  right  to  deny  that 
imputation ;  for  he  believed,  that  in  no 
place  there  existed  so  strong  a  feeling  in 
favour  of  the  voluntary  principle  as  in  that 
which  he  represented,  and  he  had  refused 
to  support  the  views  of  his  constituents. 
A  petition  had  been  sent  from  that  town, 
signed  by  36,000  persons,  who  prayed  for 
the  adoption  of  the  voluntary  principle. 
He,  however,  had  not  hesitated  to  declare 
to  the  petitioners  that  he  could  not  sup- 
port their  petition.  He  was  prepared  to 
contend  that  so  far  from  the  present  mea- 
sure embracing  that  principle,  it  was 
founded  on  a  principle  directly  the  reverse. 
The  principle  on  which  it  was  based  was 
unquestionably  that  of  the  established 
church.  If  he  understood  what  was  meant 
by  the  voluntary  principle,  it  was  this, 
that  the  state  was  not  bound  to  afford  re- 
ligious instruction  to  the  King's  subjects. 
It  involved,  not  merely  the  question  of  the 
abolition  of  church-rates ;  but  whether 
any  payment  whatever  was  to  be  made  for 
the  support  of  a  state  religion,  and  whe- 
ther, therefore,  there  should  be  taken  away 
from  the  church  the  whole  of  its  present 
endowment.  That  was  what  he  under- 
stood by  the  voluntary  principle,  and  to 
that  principle,  he,  for  one,  was  most  dis- 
tinctly opposed.  Did  the  ministers  ever 
{>ropose,  in  abolishing  church  rates,  to 
eave  the  fabric  of  the  church  to  be  re- 
paired by  private  individuals?  No  such 
thing.  They  proposed  to  take  from  that 
which  he  contended  was  a  fund  belonging  to 
the  state— to  take  from  that  which  was  a  na- 
tional fund— the  means  for  supporting  the 
fabric  of  the  church  instead  of  maintaining 
it  by  the  tax  at  present  collected  for  the 
purpose.  The  hon.  Member  for  Newark 
agreed  with  him  as  to  what  the  endow- 
ment of  the  Church  should  be,  and  what 
ihoQld  be  that  national  Church.   He  had 


admitted  that,  if  the  endowment  of  that 
Church  could  be  shown  to  be  too  large, 
he  would  not  refuse  to  diminish  it.  He 
would  for  his  part  admit,  that,  if  the 
present  endowment  of  the  Church  should 
turn  out  to  be  too  small,  he  would  not 
object  to  augment  it.  He  took  the  en- 
dowment of  the  Church  to  be  a  provision 
necessary  to  the  support  of  religion.  If 
they  were  taking  from  the  revenues  of  the 
Church  for  the  purpose  of  supporting  the 
fabric  of  the  Church, — if  even  the  propo* 
sition  to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
alluded  were  made  out,  he  should  con- 
tend that  the  House  had  a  perfect  right 
to  do  so.  But  he  repeated,  no  such  thing 
was  proposed,  but  it  was  proposed  to  ap« 
propriate  the  full  amount  of  the  existing 
revenue  of  the  Church  to  the  same  objects 
as  at  present,  and  to  appropriate  an  in- 
creased revenue  to  repair  the  fabric  of  the 
Church.  He  was  quite  aware,  that,  in 
going  thus  far  with  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite,  he  exposed  himself  to  remarks 
of  this  kind, — •'  What,  then,  becomes  of 
your  principle  of  resistance  to  the  Church- 
rates:  that  voluntary  principle  of  which 
we  have  heard  so  much  ?"  He  must 
allow,  that  if  this  principle  were  pushed 
to  its  full  extent,  that  no  contribution 
should  be  paid  towards  the  support  of  the 
Church  from  national  funds,  or  rather, 
from  Church  funds  being  national,  he 
would  oppose  it.  But  all  he  proposed  to 
do  in  voting  4br  this  measure  was,  that 
whereas  he  found  that  they  could  raise 
the  Church  revenues,  by  a  certain  process, 
to  their  full  value,  he  did  not  consider  it 
necessary  to  come  upon  the  other  national 
funds  to  provide  for  the  Church.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  said,  that  there  had  been 
some  inconsistency  on  the  part  of  Minis- 
ters, in  coming  forward  with  this  mea- 
sure at  the  present  time,  and  in  not 
having  persevered  with  the  measure  which 
they  brought  forward  in  1834.  He  main- 
tained that  there  had  been  no  such  incon- 
sistency. He  voted  for  the  measure  of 
1 834,  because  he  was  not  then  aware  that 
any  funds  existed  in  the  Church  from 
which  he  could  draw  a  suflBcient  amonnt 
to  defray  the  charges  of  repairing  the 
fabric  of  the  Church.  He  was  now  aware 
that  such  funds  existed,  and,  of  course,  he 
preferred  to  apply  them  in  this  way,  to 
drawing  from  other  national  funds,  which 
he  should  not  be  justified  in  attempting. 
But  the  hon.  Gentleman  greatly  misun- 
derstood the  grounds  upoo  which  Ihe  reso* 
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lation  was  founded.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
limited  his  dissent  chiefly  to  the  objec- 
tions he  entertained  to  the  proposed  dis- 
posal of  these  funds,— not  to  the  mode 
m  which  we  intend  to  raise  them.  In  that 
case  what  became  of  the  argument  of  those 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  spoken  so  very 
harshly  of  its  principle.  The  measure 
had  been  characterised  in  that  House  as 
one  of  spoliation  ;  and  in  another  place, 
they  called  it  sacrilegious  spoliation.  These 
two  arguments  could  not  stand  together. 
Gentlemen  might  adopt  the  one  or  the 
other ;  but  they  were  inconsistent  the  one 
with  the  other,  and  could  not  subsist  to- 
gether. He  was  not  surprised  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  went  lightly  over  this 
part  of  the  subject,  because  he  must  have 
expected  that  he  would  be  answered  by 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  North 
Lancashire.  Would  that  noble  Lord  tell 
him,  that  there  was  any  spoliation  com- 
mitted when  he  extinguished  vestry-cess 
in  Ireland,  by  a  plan  very  similar  to  this 
for  abolishing  Church-rates  ?  The  noble 
Lord  would  not  tell  the  hon.  Gentleman 
any  such  thing.  He  might  object,  as  the 
hon.  Gentleman  did^  to  the  principle  of 
appropriation ;  but  not  to  the  means  by 
which  Ministers  proposed  to  obtain 
the  funds.  But  it  had  been  said,  that 
the  plan  was  objectionable  on  principle, 
because  it  would  tend  to  make  the  Bishops 
of  the  Church  of  England  stipendiaries. 
That  objection  was  forcibly  discussed  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Oxford,  in  opposing 
the  Church  Temporalities  Bill,  and  he 
might  renew  it,  but  since  that  Bill  had 
passed  into  a  law,  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said  would  have  the  effect  of 
making  the  Bishops  stipendiaries,  he  could 
not  understand  how  the  argument  could 
be  sustained,  that  their  utility,  their  re- 
spectability, or  their  authority,  could  be 
diminished  by  the  present  proposition. 
Passing,  however,  from  the  anxiety  mani. 
fested  in  an  early  part  of  the  evening,  upon 
ft  different  principle,  about  the  probable 
amount  of  these  funds,  he  came  to  the 
question  of  their  disposal.  He  concurred 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Newark,  un- 
supported though  he  might  be  by  his 
own  Friends,  in  this  particular,  in  what  the 
hon.  Member  had  said  as  to  the  distribu- 
tion of  any  surplus  funds.  He  agreed 
that  it  was  most  desirable  to  augment  the 
means  of  affording  religious  instruction, 
and  he  should  act  upon  the  principle,  by 
lending   hia   humble   aid  to  effect  that 


object,  let  the  proposal  to  that  end  come 
from  what  quarter  it  might.    There  had, 
however,  been  some  exaggeration  in  the 
statements  which  had  been  made  in  re- 
ference to  this  part  of  the  subject;  and 
to  some  of  those  observations  that  have 
been    made   in  the   course  of  to-night's 
debate,  he  would  proceed  to  advert.     The 
right  hon.  Member  for   the  University  of 
Cambridge  (Mr.  Goulburn)  said,  that  he 
could    produce    many   instances    of  the 
excessive  and  manifest  deficiency  of  the 
means  of  religious  instruction ;  and  among 
those,  he  stated,  that  there  were  250,000 
people   in  Manchester,  who  had  among 
hem    only    eighteen    clergymen    of  the 
Establishment  —  whose  united    incomes 
did   not  amount  to  more    than   2,700/« 
a-year.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  went 
on  td  say, — for  which  he  scarcely  had  any 
adequate  authority — that  the  people  were, 
of   course,    very   ignorant   and  criminal, 
because  they  were  without  any  adequate 
number  of  the  clergy  of  the  Establishment. 
If  the  right  hon.   Gentleman   knew  the 
people  to  whom  be  alluded  better  than  he 
did,  he  would  find  that  there  were  few 
comparative  of  that  character  among  them. 
But  the  facts  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
were  not  correct;  and,  of  course,  his  in- 
ferences   were    proportionably  incorrect. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  distin- 
guished   between    the  ''town"  and  the 
"  parish "    of    Manchester.     He    would 
take  the  parish  of  Manchester,  because  it 
contained    the    larger    population.    The 
population  of  the  parish  was  270,000 ;    the 
number  of  the  churches  of  the  Establish- 
ment is  forty-four  :  the  population  of  the 
town  of  Manchester  is  143,000  ;  the  num*> 
ber  of  the  churches,  eighteen.     But  had 
the   right  hon.  Gentleman  any  right  to 
leave  out  of  his  calculation,  altogether  the 
number  of  that  population  who,  as  Roman 
Catholics  or  Dissenters,  had  the  means  of 
religious  instruction  ?     Why,  that  popu- 
lation   comprised    between   60,000    and 
60,000    Catholics.     The  number  of  the 
chapels  in  the  parish  of  Manchester  was 
106,  to  be  added  to  the  places  of  worship 
of  the  Establishment.  He  mentioned  these 
matters,  not  to    disprove    the   fact  that 
religious  instruction  might  be  very  defi- 
cient, and  extended  means   for  adminis- 
tering it  much  required   there  ;  but  as  a 
proper  and  needful  correction  of  the  errors 
of  statement  into  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  fallen.  There  was  another  mat- 
ter to  which  he  must  advert.    The  right 
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boa.  Oonaemim  waited  and  obtained  the 
sympathjr  of  t^^  Honso  by  hit  descrfptions. 
*•  Imapioe/'  said   be,  *•  the  situation  of 
Iheat  eighteen  clergymen, with  only  2,700/. 
a-year  among  them/'     He  agreed,  that 
that  amoont  of  stipends  was  far  too  little. 
But    the   right   hon.  Gentleman    totally 
omitted  from  his  statement  the  fact,  that 
there  was    in    Manchester    a  collegiate 
church,  having  an  income  of  about  8,000/. 
a-year.    Allow   him    to  ask,    since    the 
Ministry  had    been  so   fiercely  accused 
of  neglecting  to  provide  religious  instruc- 
tion for  the  poor,  what  did  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Ecclesiastical  Inquiry  do  with 
respect  to  this  collegiate  church  ?    Why, 
it  appeared  that,  on  the  scale  upon  which 
the  other  clergymen  were  paid,  this  8,000/. 
would  have  provided    sixteen  additional 
olergymen,  at    500/.  a-year  each.     The 
Commissioners  provided   a  new  bishop, 
indeed;     but    they     left    the    eighteen 
unfortunate  clergymen,  alluded  to  by  the 
rigiit  hon.  Gentleman,  just  as  they  stood 
b^re.    Now,  it  was  a  jittle  too  bad,  to 
taunt  the  Mintstera  with  the  neglect  of 
making   provision  for   religious  instruc* 
tion,  when  there  was  this  mass  of  wealth 
which  might  be  distributed  among  sixteen 
additional    clergymen,    at    600/.    a-year 
a-pieoe,  and  the  Commissioners  had  not 
distributed  it.     But  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemao  must  have  fallen  into  these  mistakes 
unwittingly ;  and  he  wished  to  assure  the 
right  hon.   Gentleman,  that  he  did  not 
deny  the  necessity  of  providing  the  means 
of  religious  instruction.     But  the  question 
before    the   House   was,  did  it  mean  to 
sanction   a  proposition  which  pro¥ides  a 
substitute   for    church   rates?     And   the 
nest  question  he  had  to  put  to  those  who 
diflTered  as  to  the  principle  of  appropriation 
was,  **  whut  ('o  vou   mean   to  do   with 
the    church  nites  V     In   the    course    of 
this    debate,    he     had     heard    three  or 
four  suggestions  glanced  at,  but  no  spe* 
ciAc  proposition  hasnrded,  in  lieu  of  the 
'  plan  before  the  House.     He  had  heard  it 
said,  **  leave  the  Church-rates  as    they 
are;" — •* don't  relieve  the  land;*'— "en- 
force  the  existing  law,  and  compel  the 
rnuntry  parishes  to  pay.'*     Was  there  any 
Gentleman  who  would  come  forward  and 
say,    that    he    would    recommend    that 
practicable  plan,— »\vhich  had  not  been  de- 
finitively proiKiiindfHl,  but  only  glanced  at  ? 
But  he  Imd  a  right  to  look  at  tlie  practical 
state  of  the  law,  as  it  existed,  and  from 
that  to  judge  of  the  relative  advantages  of 


**  standing  still/'  or  moving  on  to  aome 
point,  at  which  the  working  of  the  pre- 
sent system  should  cease*  It  would  be  idle 
to  follow  the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  in 
any  attempt  to  trace  the  origin  of  Church- 
rates,  and  that  legal  power  which  slept 
-—if,  indeed  it  existed — to  enforce  the  pay- 
ment of  Church-rates.  He  looked  to  the 
practical  operation  of  the  law,  and  in  the 
town  of  Manchester,  which  he  had  Uie 
honour  to  represent,  he  found  that  no 
Church-rates  had  been  paid  for  three 
years.  What  was  the  reason  of  that? 
Had  it  arisen  from  any  indisposition  on 
the  part  of  tliose  interested  in  their  col- 
lection, to  enforce  the  law?  No*  if  the 
rates  could  have  been  got  at,  depend  on 
it,  the  law  would  have  been  enforced  long 
since.  He  would  here  take  leave  to  refer 
to  a  petition  which  was  presented,  last 
night,  in  another  place:  from  certain 
parties  seeking  not  merely  for  the  enforce- 
ment*-»but  for  an  alteration— of  the  law 
of  Churclvrates.  They  complained  that 
their  church  was  falling  into  ruins ;  that 
the  parishioners,  under  the  influeiice  of  a 
certain  noble  Lord  and  his  connexions^ 
had  refused  to  allow  any  rate  to  be  made ; 
that  that  opposition  was  successful ;  and 
that  these  petitioners,  wishing  to  see  the 
proper  and  necessary  repairs  done  to  the 
Church,  had  found  themselves  reduced  to 
present  that,  their  petition,  through  the 
hands  of  their  bishop,  with  this  view,  if 
there  really  were  a  dormant  power  to  levv 
these  rates'^if  there  were  this  law  which 
*'  only  slept,**  and  could  t>e  awakened — 
how  came  it,  that  that  petition  was  pre- 
sented? The  right  rev.  Prelate  (the 
Bishop  of  Exeter),  who  presented  it,  would 
not  be  backward  in  putting  in  motion  the 
legal  power  to  compel,  if  it  existed,  un- 
willing parishioners  to  provide  for  the  doe 
repairs  of  the  Church. 

Mr.  Arthur  TVevor  wished  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
whether  the  petition  to  which  he  referred, 
and  the  speech  with  which,  upon  his 
showing,  it  would  appear  to  have  been  in< 
troduced,  appeared  upon  the  printed 
Votes  of  the  House  of  Lords  ? 

Mr.  Poiilett  Thomson  could  only  tell 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  that  he  knew  the 
facta  through  the  usual  sources  of  in- 
formation. The  law  being  in  this  state, 
be  would  ask  hon.  Gentlemen  whether 
they  were  prepared  to  introduce  any  mea- 
sure to  enforce  the  payment  of  Church- 
rates  ?     He  did  not  think  they  were.     He 
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mifht  upon  this  part  of  tbe  quettion,  quote 
the  language  .of  the  right  hon.  Baronet^  or 
of  his  noble  Friend  who  sat  behind  the 
right  hon.  Bai-onet;  for  it  was  impossible 
to  condemn-^ia  stronger  language  than 
they  had  used — the  existence  of  Church* 
rates ;  or  to  show,  more  clearly  than  they 
had  shewn,  that  no  question  more  urgently 
called  for  a  settlement,  on  some  permanent 
and  practical  basis,  than  the  law  concern* 
ing  Ghurcb-ratea.  Then  he  asked  what 
they  meant  to  do?  They  could  not  leave 
the  law  on  its  present  footing  :-^th at  was 
avowed  on  all  hands;  and  what  step 
did  they  propose  to  take  in  this  matter, 
if  they  objected  to  afKrm  the  proposition  ? 
Were  they  prepared  with  any  new  Bill,  to 
enforce  this  old  law  ?  Supposing  under  the 
new  law  that  we  wish  to  introduce,  these 
funds,  once  realised,  were  to  be  distributed 
according  to  the  desire  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  and  not  in  the  manner  suggested 
by  his  right  hon.  Friend,  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer ;  let  him  ask  those  hon, 
Qentlemen  how  they  meant  in  that  case^ 
to  dispose  of  this  question  of  Church* 
rates?  It  was  because  he  saw  no  other 
efllicient  plan-^no  substitute  fbr  that  pro* 
posed  that  he  was  quite  willing  to  say — 
that  if  it  were  so  imperatively  necessary  to 
provide  for  the  people  additional  means  of 
religious  instruction,  he  would,  for  one, 
aflftMd  these  out  of  the  remainder  of  the 
increased  income,  to  be  raised  so  far  as  it 
would  extend.  But,  in  the  first  instance, 
it  was  their  duty  to  put  an  end  to  the  pre- 
sent distressing  state  of  this  Church«rates 
question.  He  Brmly  believed  that  in 
settling  the  question  of  Church-rates  he 
should  obtain  no  small  advantage,  and 
secure  as  he  believed,  in  no  small  degree, 
religious  peace  and  harmony  in  the  coun- 
try. With  respect  to  the  observations 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Yorkshire 
(Mr.  Cayley),  ail  heshouldsay  of  his  hon. 
Friend's  speech  was,  that  it  proceeded 
on  an  entirely  erroneous  assumption. 
Although  that  hon.  Member's  calculations 
were  correct,  the  basis  upon  which  he 
founded  them  was  erroneous,  and  the 
result  that  he  came  to  was  in  the  same 
condition.  That  hon.  Member  hud  as- 
sumed, as  the  ground  of  his  calculations, 
that  the  lessees  oould  renew  at  one  year 
and  a  half's  purchase.  Admitting  that  to 
be  the  case,  it  was  certainly  impossible 
to  hold  out  advantages  to  them  by 
which  means  could  be  derived  to  supply 
this    rate.    It  was  impossible   for  them 


to  offer  better  terms*  But  he  denied 
entirely  the  assumption  of  (he  hon* 
Member.  He  denied  that  such  could 
be  the  case;  and  if  the  hon.  Member 
wished  to  be  convinced  of  this,  he  had  only 
himself  to  apply  to  any  of  the  lessees.  Let 
the  hon.  Member  look  to  what  had  been 
done  in  1790,  when  the  terms  were  raised 
from  one  year  to  one  year  and  a  quarter's 
purchase;  and  in  1799,  when  they 
were  raised  to  one  year  and  a  half's,  at 
which  they  had  remained,  in  many  oases. 
The  fact  was,  that  these  advantageous 
terms  remained  to  the  lessees  just  so  long 
as  the  bishops,  and  the  deans,  and  chap- 
ters remained  in  ignorance  of  the  cslcula^ 
tions  that  had  been  made  on  the  subject. 
When  the  Bill  was  in  Commi  tee,  or 
rather  after  the  Bill  was  introduced,  as 
he  hoped  it  would  be,  they  should  then  be 
better  enabled  to  judge  whether  or  not 
these  terms  were  advantageous  to  the 
trustees,  and  they  would  have  a  better  op* 
portunity  of  seeing  the  objections  that 
oould  be  made  and  the  reasons  that  could 
be  urged  on  both  sides.  He  should 
trouble  the  House  with  no  further  ob- 
servations. He  had  expressed  his  opinion 
on  the  subject,  feeling,  as  he  did,  the  deep 
Importance  of  settling  this  question.  He 
ventured  to  submit  this  measure  to  the 
consideration  of  the  House  as  one  which 
was  eminently  calculated  to  produce  peace 
and  harmony  among  the  different  classes 
and  sects  of  this  country.  He  was 
satisfied  that  this  was  the  only  practical 
means  of  putting  an  end  not  only  to  that 
state  of  things  that  existed,  but  of  pre- 
venting a  state  of  things  that  might  be 
much  worse  than  -the  present.  He  left 
the  resolution  in  the  hands  of  the  Com- 
mittee, confident  that  the  Committee 
would  come  to  a  decision  favourable  to  his 
view  of  the  subject. 

Lord  Slanleif  said :  Sir,  at  the  present 
time  of  the  night,  and  after  the  discussion 
has  been  protracted  to  the  unusual  period, 
upon  a  preliminary  question,  of  not  less' 
than  tliree  nights,  in  which  whatever 
could  be  brought  to  bear  upon  the  subject, 
in  point  of  legal  investigation  and  of  poli- 
tical and  statesmanlike  inquiry,  has  been 
already  furnished  by  both  sides  of  the 
House,  but  especially  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  the  Member  for  I'amworth,  in  his 
opening  speech,  and  by  those  convincing 
arguments  which  the  House  heard  with  so 
much  pleasure,  in  the  course  of  last  night's 
4  debatCi  from  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle 
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men,  the  Members  for  Exeter  and  Ripon-— 
to  attempt  to  add  anything  to  the  novelty 
of  the  argument  would  be,  on  my  part,  at 
any  time,  but  more  particularly  on  the 
present  occasioui  a  vain  and  hopeless  task. 
I  should  have  spared  the  House  the 
trouble  of  hearing  any  observations  from 
me,  had  it  not  been  that,  from  first  to  last 
in  the  course  of  this  debate,  1  have  had 
the  honour  done  me,  in  various  tones,  and 
various  manners,  and  from  various  Mem- 
bers of  this  House,  of  having  my  previous 
opinions  and  statements  appealed  to, 
partly  as  tending  to  confirm,  as  far  as  my 
humble  authority  could  confirm,  the 
opinions  of  those  who  support  the  present 
measure,  and  partly  for  the  purpose  of 
taunting  me  with  inconsistency  for  the 
course  whicb  at  present  I  feel  bound  to 
take.  I  have  been  appealed  to  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  in  tones  which  he  always  uses 
to  those  Friends  whom  he  sincerely  es- 
teems.  I  have  never  heard  an  expression 
of  his  towards  me,  politically  opposed  as 
we  are  on  many  questions,  of  which,  on 
public  or  private  grounds,  I  have  had  the 
slightest  cause  to  complain.  I  have  been 
appealed  to  in  terms  of  courtesy  and  kind- 
ness by  my  noble  Friend,  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  and  I  have 
been  appealed  to  in  terms,  I  will  take  the 
liberty  of  saying,  neither  of  courtesy  nor 
of  kindness  by  the  King's  Attorney- 
Geneial.  In  the  course  of  last  evening's 
debate,  that  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
in  following,  not  replying  to,  the  speech 
of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Exeter,  thought  it  necessary  to 
make  a  gratuitous  and  unprovoked  attack 
upon  me,  who  have  given  him  no  provo- 
cation whatever.  His  Majesty's  Attorney- 
General  told  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend, 
that  "  before  he  spoke  of  inconsistency, 
be  ought  to  have  had  the  delicacy  to  look 
at  his  right  hand,  where  he  might  see  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  North  Lan- 
cashire ;  and  in  his  presence,"  continued 
the  Attorney-General,  "  I  wish  to  know 
bow  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
could  venture  to  speak  of  inconsistency." 
What  pretence,  what  provocation,  have  I 
given  for  this  attack?  Who  is  he  that 
taunts  me  with  inconsistency?  Have  I 
ever  shrunk,  since  I  have  had  the  honour 
of  a  seat  in  this  House,  from  manfully  and 
frankly  stating  my  opinions,  whomsoever 
they  pleased  or  displeased  ?  I  call  upon 
any  man  to  show  whenever  I  have  blinked 


any  question  ?  I  call  upon  any  man  to 
show  if,  at  any  time,  I  have  held  different 
language  out  of  the  House  from  that  which 
I  have  held  within  it  ?  I  call  upon  any 
man  to  say,  when  I  have  ever  vituperated 
and  calumniated  a  body  of  men,  and 
afterwards  solicited  to  be  permitted  to 
become  one  of  that  body  ?  I  ask,  when  a 
main  question  was  depending,  which  was 
not  displeasing  to  those  with  whom  I  held 
office,  whether  I  have  ever  avoided  ex- 
pressing my  opinion,  or  sheltered  myself 
under  a  neutrality  by  a  convenient  ab- 
sence ?  And,  finally,  I  ask  whether  it  is 
not  in  the  knowledge  of  the  King's 
Attorney-General  himself,  and  every  Mem- 
ber of  this  House,  that  when  I  did  differ 
from  my  colleagues  holding  office,  I  aban- 
doned office  to  maintain  my  principles  ? 
And  now.  Sir,  whenever  the  Attorney* 
General  shall  think  fit  to  answer  these 
questions  with  regard  to  himself,  as  I  have 
answered  them,  I  will,  and  not  till  then, 
place  myself  on  the  level  to  discuss  the 
question  of  consistency  with  him.  The 
tion.  and  learned  Gentleman,  the  Attorney- 
General,  last  night,  following  up  this 
attack,  told  me,  in  terms,  indeed,  com- 
plimentary as  he  meant  them,  that  he 
knew  my  ingenuity  too  well  not  to  be 
satisfied  that  I  should  be  able  to  effect  all 
but  impossibilities,  to  satisfy  the  House 
with  regard  to  my  supposed  change.  Sir,  I 
accept  no  compliment  to  my  ingenuity  at 
the  expense  of  my  principles.  But  this  I 
will  say,  that  without  the  exercise  of  the 
smallest  portion  of  the  ingenuity  for  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has 
given  me  credit,  and  without  the  slightest 
sacrifice  of  those  principles  which  the 
Attorney-General  assumes  that  I  possess, 
I  will  demonstrate,  if  not  to  the  satisfaction, 
I  think  at  least  to  the  conviction,  of  the 
Attorney-General,  that  there  is  no  incon- 
sistency on  my  part ;  I  repeat,  there  is  no 
inconsistency  on  my  part,  in  having  sup- 
ported, in  having  introduced,  (and  I  give 
the  Attorney-General  the  benefit  of  the 
admission),  with  having  been  the  main 
support  of  the  Church  Temporalities  Bill, 
and,  upon  the  present  occasion,  standing 
up  in  determined  opposition  to  the  princi- 
ples embodied  in  this  measure.  Can  any 
man  say,  that  there  is  not  a  wide  differ- 
ence between  that  Bill  and  the  present 
measure,  both  in  its  details  and  in  its 
principle?  I  own  that  it  is  difficult,  in 
spite  of  theejaculationsof  my  noble  Friend, 
the  Secretary  at  War  (Lord  Howick),  to 


5)8 


Charch^Raiei-^ 


{Marcb  16}         Adjimmed  Debate. 


614 


uadentaDd  bow  any  man  who  sapported 
that  measarey  under  the  impression  that  it 
was  founded  on  justice  and  good  faiths- 
how  any  man  who  had  supported  that  Bill, 
can  support  the  principles  maintained  in  the 
present  measure?  In  the  6rst  place,  I 
will  oflfer  a  few  observations  with  regard 
to  some  preliminary  questions  raised  upon 
the  main  question.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  in  his  opening  speech, 
said,  that  the  question  embodied  in 
his  resolution  was  this:—'*  Would  we,  or 
would  we  not,  pledge  ourselves  to  maintain 
the  existing  system  of  Church-rates,  and, 
if  we  were  not  prepared  to  do  so,  would 
we  agree  to  a  substitute  ?"  The  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer,  in  the  statement 
which  he  made  some  time  ago,  appealed 
to  me  on  this  subject,  and  did  me  the 
honour  to  quote  a  speech  of  mine,  when  I 
was  a  Member  of  the  Cabinet,  in  1834. 
In  that  year.  Lord  Althorp  introduced  a 
plan  for  the  commutation  of  Church-rates, 
on  which  I  expressed  myself  strongly, 
because  I  felt  strongly;  and  I  feel  as 
strongly  now  the  extreme  difficulties  and 
the  manifold  objections  which  occur  in 
the  present  mode  of  enforcing  Church- 
rates.  I  entertained  these  opinions  most 
strongly  in  1834|  and  I  stated  them  as 
strongly;  and  if  my  right  bon.  Friend 
wishes,  I  will  express  my  opinion  now 
against  the  present  plan,  by  repeating  the 
very  words  to  which  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  has  done  me  the  honour  to 
refer.  I  feel  that  there  are  objections  to 
the  present  system  of  Church-rates,  I  feel 
that  it  is  objectionable  in  point  of  most  of 
its  details,  I  feel  it  is  objectionable  in 
point  of  the  irritation  that  exists,  and  in 

eoint  of  the  difficulties  of  its  collection  ; 
ut  does  it  follow,  that  whatever  proposi- 
tion the  Government  thinks  fit  to  offer, 
that  proposition  we  at  once  are  to  take 
without  any  consideration  of  its  merits  or 
discussion  of  its  principle  ?  But,  said  my 
noUe  Friend  (Lord  John  Russell),  "  Why 
not  allow  us  to  lay  our  resolution  on  the 
table  of  the  House  ?  It  is  nothing  more 
than  a  resolution  to  found  a  Bill  upon ; 
we  may  afterwards  discuss  its  principle 
and  its  details."  Did  the  noble  Lord  want 
to  have  an  opportunity  of  putting  in  prac- 
tice the  motto  of  ^^ divide  ei  impera?*' 
The  noble  Lord  promises  that  the  claims 
of  the  various  interests  shall  be  fairly  con- 
sidered, or  any  objections  that  can  be 
urged  in  Committee;  but  if  this  Bill  be 
alkiwed  to  go  into  Committee,  {  wUl  not 


give  much  for  the  chance  any  Oentleman 
has  of  these  objections  being  listened  to. 
Is  this  only  a  question  upon  a  preliminary 
resolution  ?  The  question  was  raised  in 
the  course  of  this  debate,  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  (Sir  R.  Peel),  who  distinctly 
asked  across  the  table  of  the  House — at 
all  events,  I  am  sure  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  has  too  much  candour  not  to 
admit  that  he  distinctly  understood  the 
question  —  whether  this  resolution  was 
merely  to  enable  him  to  bring  in  a  Bill ; 
because,  if  it  were  one  of  mere  form,  no 
difficulties  would  be  thrown  in  his  way? 
But  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
and  said  truly,  that  this  was  not  dealing 
fairly  with  the  House  ;  that  we  must  act 
upon  the  broad  principle,  and  affirm  the 
resolution  ;  and  if  we  refuse  —  having 
affirmed  the  principle  of  the  resolution, 
on  the  ground  that  it  is  merely  pre- 
liminary —  to  agree  to  the  Bill,  then 
he  would  turn  round  and  tell  us  that 
we  had  already  affirmed  the  principle 
of  the  measure ,  and  that  all  that  remained 
was  to  consider  the  details.  This  was  the 
position  in  which  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  John 
Russell)  also  was  desirous  of  placing  us  when 
he  piteously  complained  of  our  entering 
upon  a  discussion  upon  a  mere  preliminary 
resolution.  It  is  not  the  duty  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House,  to 
furnish  a' remedy  for  the  evils  complained 
of  by  the  noble  Lord.  It  is  the  duty  of 
his  Majesty's  Ministers  to  find  this  remedy. 
I,  in  supporting  the  introduction  of  Lord 
AUhorp*s  Bill,  in  March,  1834,  gave  no 
support  to  the  proceeding  by  which  that 
Bill  was  dropped  in  the  June  following. 
Nay,  more ;  I  will  venture  to  say,  that  if 
Lord  Grey's  Government  had  continued 
unbroken,  we  should  have  seen  that  Bill 
carried  through  by  the  Cabinet  of  Lord 
Grey,  and  by  the  consent  of  both  Houses 
of  Parliament.  And  if  the  Attorney. 
General  had  been  so  fortunate  as  then 
to  have  obtained  a  seat  in  this  House,  I 
do  not  doubt  but  that  we  should  have  had 
the  advantage  of  his  legal  acumen  and 
support.  The  Attorney-General  has  beea 
kind  enough  to  say,  I  know  not  why,  that 
this  is  the  only  measure  of  Lord  Grey's 
Government,  that  as  far  as  he  knew,  par- 
took of  the  thimble-rig  character.  I  was 
a  Member  of  that  Government,  and  I  want 
to  know  what  right  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  has  to  make  this  statement  ? 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  a 
Member  of  the  Government  at  the  ttm^^ 
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bat  he  had  no  hand  in  framing  that  Bill ; 
he  might,   however,   satisfy  himself   by 
applying  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  the  Tower  Hamlets.      The  learned 
Doctor   (Lushington)   would   inform   the 
Attorney-General  who  it  was  that  gave 
instructions  in  drawing  up  the  Bill.     And 
further,  if  the    Attorney-General   would 
look  through  the  Parliamentary  proceed- 
ings, he  would  see  the  names  on  the  back 
of  that  Bill  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  John 
Russell)  and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer.    But  I  am  not  standing  up  here 
to  defend  the  measure  of  Lord  Althorp, 
or  to  defend  this  or  that  measure,  but  I 
most  say,  that  I  do  consider  that  the  evils 
of  1 834  have  been  greatly  aggravated  by 
the  course  pursued  by  the  Government  in 
the  meantime,  by  their  indecision   and 
inactivity,by  their  holding  out  hopes  to 
this  party,  and  promises  to  that,  of  the 
principles  on  which  they  had  intended  to 
act,  calculated  to  delude  both  one  and  the 
other  with  the  expectation  of  their  support* 
ing  the  respective  viewsof  the  different  par- 
ties.  [Cheers.]  I  am  cheered  by  some  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  as  if  this  were  not  the 
easCi     Did  you  not  tell  us  last  year,  that 
it  is  the  duty  of  Government  to  provide 
for  Church-rates  out  of  the  funds  and  pro- 
perty of  the  State  ?     Did  you  not  make 
this  the  excuse  or  pretext  for  not  proceed- 
ing with  the  Bill  in  June,  1834?     Did 
you  not  make  it  a  pretext  for  not  proceed- 
mg  with  the  Bill,  that  the  funds  must  be 
found  out  of  the  property  of  the  State,  and 
that  if  it  were  the  pleasure  of  the  House 
to  provide  for  these  Church*rntes  out  of 
the  ways  and  means,  there  would  be  no 
further  obstacle  to  the  operation  of  this 
plan  ?    This  was  in   June  last.     These 
were  the  expectations  held  out  by  Govern- 
ment.    We  shall,  perhaps,  be  told  that 
these  funds  belong  to  the  State.     Shall 
we,  or  shall  we  not?     I  should  like  to 
have  this  question  answered.     [A  cry  of 
**  Oo  on  /"]     1  will  not  go  on :    I  should 
like  an  answer.      We  were  told  by  his 
Majesty's    Government   last  year,    that 
the  first  daty  of  the    Legislature  of  a 
Christian  country  was  to  provide  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  fabric  of  the  church, 
at  the  expense  and  out  of  the  funds  of  the 
State.     When  we  are  called  upon  to  vote 
for  the  principle  of  a  resolution  which 
makes  no  such  provision,  is  it  too  much 
to  ask   the  Government,    whether  they 
intend  afterwards  that  this  measure  shall 
be  a  fulfilment  of  that  engagementi  and 


that  these  funds  shall   be   }aken  from 
the   funds  of  the  Church.      If  I   can* 
not  get  an    answer,    I   must  argue  the 
question  without  one.     In  the  course  of 
bis  opening    speech,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  used   various  arguments 
respecting  the  plan  of  Lord  Althorp,  and 
in  asking  the  Committee  what  settlement 
they  should  propose,   he  stated,   in   the 
broadest  terms,  in  the  first  instance,  as  an 
objection  to  the  measure  of  Lord  Alihorp, 
that  it  deprived  vestries  of  their  indisputa- 
ble power  of  saying  '*  ay"  or  ••  no"  as  to 
whether  there  should  be  a  Church-rate  or 
not.     This  was  one  of  the  main  arguments 
urged  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  against 
the   measure  of  Lord  Althorp.     To  that 
doctrine,  so  stated,  notwithstanding  the 
astonishment  with  which  it  was  received, 
and  the  arguments  ofmyhon.and  learned 
Friend   (Sir  W.  Follett),   Ihe   Attorney- 
General,  with  the  gallantry  of  a  Scot  and 
the  zeal  of  an  Independent,  came  to  the 
rescue,  and,  not  content  with  affirming  the 
proposition,  he  staked  his    professional 
reputation  as  a  lawyer  upon  the  soundness 
of  the  doctrine  advanced  by  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer.     Yes,  in  the  face  of 
Parliament  and  the  countrv,  the  Attorney- 
General  staked  his  professional  reputation 
on  this  case,  that  the  right  to  levy  Church- 
rates  depended  by  law  upon  the  caprice 
of  a  majority  of  the  vestry.     I  must  say, 
I  think   it  is  a  pity  that  the  Attorney* 
General  did   not  consult  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend,  the  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets,  before  he  advanced  this  doctrine, 
which  I  am  certain  that  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  would  have  repudiated,  if  his 
judicial  decisions  in  the  court  over  which 
he  presides— if  his  recorded  opinions  as  a 
Member  of  the  Church  Commission — and 
if  his  language  even  in  this  House  the  other 
night,  may  be  taken  as  criteria  of  his  senti- 
ments upon  this  subject.  Dr.  Lushington, 
in  the  very  last  term,  in  a  case  which  was 
brought  before  him,  said,  that  "as  Chancel- 
lor  of  the  diocese  of  London  he  would  issue 
a  monition  against  the  churchwardens  of 
the  parish  in  question  to  repair  the  Church ; 
and  that  if  the  churchwardens  said  that 
they  were  willing  to  do  so,  hutthat  the  ves- 
try refused  the  necessary  rate,  then  would 
be  the  time  to  consider  which  of  these  three 
courses  to  adopt*' — and  I  think  that  by 
the   hon.   and  learned   Gentleman *s  ad- 
mitting that  he  was  bound  to  take  one  of 
these    three    courses,    he    admitted   the 
validity  and  the  necessity  of  making  the 
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rate,^— ^  whether  the  churchwardens shottM 
be  admonished  to  make  a  rate  upon  their 
own  authority — which,  he  admiited, 
might  be  a  matter  of  considerable  difficnlty; 
or  whether  to  admonish  the  parishioners 
individually ;  or  whether — which  he  was 
inclined  to  think  was  the  be<%t  course — an 
application  should  be  made  to  the  Court 
of  King:'8  Bench  for  a  mandamus  to  compel 
the  making  of  the  rate."  This  is  not  my 
opinion,  but  the  opinion  of  Dr.  Lushington, 
sitting  as  a  judge ;  and  I  am  sure  the 
House  will  now  receive  with  respect,  not 
what  I  urge,  but  what  was  written  in  a 
document  liearing:,  amongst  other  signa- 
tures, those  of  Dr.  Lushington  and  the 
Judge  Advocate  in  their  capacity  of  Church 
Commissioners.  "ThispropertVi"  theysay, 
"  being  a  part  of  the  rectory,  is  exempted 
from  Church-rates,  whoever  may  be  the 
occupier.  With  this  exception,  Church- 
rates  are  imposed  on  principles  so  closely 
resembling  the  rules  enforced  for  the 
making  of  Poor-rates,  that  no  other  sub- 
stantial distinction  can  be  discovered;" 
and  they  express  an  opinion  that,  "  pro- 
Tiding  for  tnis  exemption  as  to  Church 
property,  we  think  it  may  be  expedient 
that  the  Church-rates  should,  in  future  be 
made  on  the  same  assessment  as  the  Poor- 
rates.^  I  am  sure  that  the  House  will 
receive  with  respect  that,  which  is  not 
matter  urged  by  me,  but  deliberately 
written  in  a  document  laid  upon  the  table 
of  this  House.  I  say  that  this  is  not  my 
recommendation.  It  was  a  recommenda- 
tion which  bears  attached  to  it  the  names 
of  Chief  Justice  Tindal  and  some  of  the 
principal  law  authorities,  together  with  the 
respectable  names  of  thehon.  and  learned 
Dr.  Stephen  Lushington  and  the  right  hon. 
R.  C.  Fergusson.  But  if  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  is  still  disposed  to  dis- 
pute the  matter  upon  a  point  of  law, 
although  supported  by  these  high  authori- 
ties, I  beg  to  read  to  him  the  opinion  of 
another  very  high  leg^al  authority  upon  this 
subject.  1  allude  to  Lord  Stowell,  who  in 
the  month  of  November  in  the  year  1 809, 
spoke  as  follows  upon  a  matter  of  Church- 
rates  which  was  brought  before  him  ;  and 
If  it  is  possible  for  one  form  of  words  to 
lay  down  the  law  more  clearly  and  indis- 
putably than  any  other,  I  think  that  it  is 
to  be  found  in  what  T  am  about  to  read  to 
the  House.  The  noble  Lord  then  read  a 
paper  to  the  following  efTcet :-  **  When  a 
presentation  was  made  by  one  of  the 
churchwardens   of  the  Church  of  Shad- 


well,  that  the  Church  required  to  be  rebuilt^ 
Lord  Stowell  directed  a  monition  to  issue 
against  the  other  churchwarden  that  the 
Church  should  be  put  into  a  proper  state 
of  repair;"  and  in  March  1810,  when  this 
was  not  done,  he  said,  <Uhat  the 
parishioners  were  bound  in  law  to  sustain 
the  fabric  of  the  Church,  and  that  if  thia 
were  not  in  a  state  fit  to  be  preserved, 
another  should  be  provided.  This  was  an 
obligation  which  the  law  of  the  country 
laid  upon  them,  and  from  which  they 
could  not  be  exonerated."  Now  I  want  to 
know  whether  the  Attorney-Oeneral  still 
adheres  to  the  opinion  he  has  laid  down 
upon  this  subject,  or  whether  he  is  pre^ 
pared,  in  deference  to  these  authorities,  to 
abandon  the  position  which  he  tooV  up  the 
other  night?  I  am  anxious  to  be  satisfied 
upon  this  point,  because  I  believe  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  is  the  only 
legal  authority  who  has  in  this  House  laid 
down  similar  principles  upon  this  subject* 
I  now  come  to  make  a  few  observations 
upon  something  which  fell  from  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets,  the  other  night;  and  I 
must  say  it  struck  me  as  a  rather  singular 
fact,  that  without  disputing  the  law  of  the 
matter,  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
thought  it  necessary  to  go  back  to  the  pre-' 
scriptive  right  of  Church-rates,  which  will 
carry  us  back  to  a  very  early  period.  I  be« 
lieve  even  that  in  the  time  or  King  Canute 
a  sanction  is  on  record  to  the  levying  of  a 
Church-rate.  But  without  going  back  to 
so  early  a  period  of  history  I  come  to  the 
period  before  the  Reformation,  when  the 
(ion.  and  learned  Gentleman  tells  us  that 
the  payment  of  Church-rates  was  looked 
upon  as  a  type  of  adherence  to  the  Churchy 
and  the  refusal  to  pay  them  in  the  light 
of  heresy.  So  important  and  indefeasible 
were  these  rates  considered  at  that  time, 
says  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  that 
the  recovery  of  them  was  not  intrusted 
to  the  ordinary  courts  of  law,  the  proceed* 
ings  in  which  were  then  feeble  and 
dilatory,  but  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Courts, 
which  were  most  effectual  and  powerful. 
After  the  Reformation,my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  observes,  and  apparently  with  sur- 
prise, there  was  no  alteration  made  in  the 
laws  respecting  Church-rates;  he  seemed 
to  think  that  because  Church-rates 
originated  in  Catholic  times,  it  was  qnitfe 
inconsistent  that  they  should  be  allowed 
to  continue  when  the  Protestant  religion 
was  the  religion  of  the  land.  Now,  so  far 
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from  concurring  in  this  feeling  of  surprise, 
I  would  ask,  what  stronger  argument 
could  we  wish  to  adduce  in  supporting  the 
indefeasibilitv  of  Church-rates  than  this, 
that  whatever  the  religion  of  the  country 
for  the  time  beinir,  whether  Catholic  or 
Proiestant,  the  State  felt  itself  bound  to 
noaintain  the  fabric  of  the  Church  at  the 
general  expeuse  of  the  country?  What 
can  we  say  stronger  than  this  that  the 
Protestant  Legislature  has  always  admitted 
the  same  claim  which  their  Catholic  pre- 
decessors established  ?  I  admit  that  pro- 
ceedings in  the  Ecclesiastical  Courts  have 
become  in  late  years  feeble  and  cumbrous 
in  enforcing  the  law  in  this  particular; 
and  because  this  is  admitted  on  all  hands, 
I  say  that  we  ought  to  apply  ourselves  to 
consider,  not  what  the  law  is,  but  the 
difficulties  which  stand  in  the  way  of  en- 
forcing it.  Yet,  if  there  is  one  proposition 
out  of  all  that  have  been  submitted  in  this 
House  which  has  been  more  sneered  at 
than  another,  it  is  that  which  has  been 
suggested  for  establishing  a  more  efTective 
state  of  the  law  for  the  levying  of  Church- 
rates.  Gentlemen  may  talk  of  consistency ; 
but  really  they  should,  before  they  do  so, 
be  a  little  more  careful  to  look  back,  if 
but  for  one  short  year,  to  the  acts  of  the 
Government  to  which  they  belong.  Sir,  I 
bold  in  my  band  a  Bill,  the  title  of  which 
is  a  Bill  for  the  Consolidation  and  Amend- 
ment of  the  Ecclesiastical  Courts.  This 
Bill  contains,  amongst  others,  the  following 
clauses,  namely,  first,  a  clause,  declaratory, 
that  from  the  passing  of  this  Act  the  juris- 
diction of  the  Ecclesiastical  Courts  in 
matters  relating  to  Church-rates  should 
cease  and  determine,  provided  always,  that 
all  laws,  canons,  and  customs  now  in  force 
as  to  liabilities  to  Church-rates  shall  con- 
tinue in  force  in  the  same  way  as  if 
this  Act  had  not  passed,  and  putting  the 
execution  of  those  laws  and  customs  into 
the  hands  of  justices  of  the  peace,  as  here- 
inafter to  be  mentioned  and  defined.  The 
toext  clause  gives  no  parties  who  may  fancy 
themselves  aggrieved  by  the  decision  of 
the  justices  of  the  peace  an  appeal  to  the 
quarter  sessions.  The  following  clause 
gives  the  justices  of  the  peace  powers  to 
amend  the  Church-rate  and  adopt  means 
to  levy  it  more  efTectually;  and  this  is 
followed  by  a  clause  authorisingjusticesof 
the  peace  to  issue  warrants  of  distress  for 
tbe  levying  Church-rates.  I  will  not 
trouble  the  House  with  further  details  of 
this  BilU  but  I  ask  when  was  it  introduced 


— by  whom  was  it  introduced  ?  It  was  in- 
troduced at  a  time  when  this  question  of 
Church-rates  was  still  pending  before  the 
House  and  the  country — when  the  Report 
of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  was  in 
the  hands  of  his  Majesty's  Government. 
This  Bill,  giving  an  explicit  sanction  to 
Church-rates,  giving  additional  force  in 
their  collection,  was  introduced,  was  dis- 
cussed, was  put  through  Committees  in  the 
House  of  Lords,  and  was  brought  up  to 
this  House  last  year;  and  who  introduced 
it?  The  Lord  High  Chancellor  of  his 
Majesty  under  the  present  Government. 
There  the  Bill  is ;  the  facts  connected  with 
its  his^tory  are  on  the  journals  of  the  House. 
Look  at  them  if  you  please,  and  you  will 
find  that  this  Bill  was  brought  up  from 
the  House  of  Lords,  that  it  was  read  a  first 
time,  that  its  second  reading  was  post- 
poned seven  limes,  and  that  it  never  went 
through  any  of  its  further  stages,  and  was 
dropped. 

The  Attorney-General  took  the  liberty 
of  rising  to  remind  the  noble  Lord  that 
as  he  remembered,  the  Bill  in  question 
did  not  contain  one  word  about  making  a 
Church-rate,  but  only  as  to  the  levying  of 
it  when  made.  There  never  had  been  a 
doubt  as  to  the  existence  of  a  legal  remedy 
for  the  levying  of  a  Church-rate  when  once 
made,  but  he  believed  that  there  was  no 
means^to  compel  the  making  of  a  Church- 
rate. 

Lord  Stanley :  Then  I  should  like  to 
hear  from  the  Attorney-General  whether 
he  was  carrying  out  the  intentions  of 
this  Bill,  whether  he  was  a  party  to  tho 
introduction  of  this  Bill,  providing  a  more 
effectual  mode  of  levying  Church-rates, 
the  legal  validity  of  which  he  denies. 

The  Attorney 'General  rose,  amidst  cries 
of  "Order,  order!  Chair,  chair!"  and 
cheering.  Having  at  length  obtained  a 
hearing,  he  said:  I  rise  to  order.  The 
noble  Lord  has  misrepresented  what  I  said. 
I  never  denied  the  validity  of  a  Church- 
rate  when  made  by  a  majority  of  the 
vestry  in  a  legal  manner. 

Lord  Stanley  resumed :  I  must  say  this 
is  the  oddest  way  of  enforcing  order  I  ever 
experienced.  But  as  this  part  of  the 
subject  does  not  appear  to  please  the  At- 
torney-General, I  will  turn  to  another. 
The  Attorney-General  was  probably  in- 
strumental in  framing  this  Bill.  Now  tt 
is  rather  remarkable  that  1  find  amongst 
its  provisions  a  clause  empowering  the  jus- 
tices of  the  peace  in  certain  easel  to  set 
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aside  the  rate,  and  to  make  an  order  on 
the  churchwardens  for  the  making  of  a  new 
rate;  and  the  churchwardens  are,  there- 
iipoby  hereby  required  to  make  the  same 
accordingly.  But  really  I  have  been  led 
to  dwell  on  this  point  by  the  interruptions 
I  have  experienced  at  greater  length  than 
I  should  have  otherwise  done;  and  in 
point  of  fact  I  do  not  think  it  bears  much 
upon  the  arguments  for  or  against  this 
question,  inasmuch  as  I  have  the  admis- 
sion of  the  Attorney-General,  whatever 
the  provisions  of  this  Bill,  that  there  is  a 
legal  obligation  upon  the  parishioners 
throughout  the  country  to  provide  a 
Church-rate,  and  that  the  only  difficulty 
is  in  the  enforcing  of  the  law  [**  iVb,  no  ?*' 
from  Mr.  Hume.]  The  hon.  Member  for 
Middlesex  says  no.  1  shall  leave  him  to 
argue  that  question  with  the  Attorney- 
General,  and  proceed  to  the  proposition 
now  before  the  House.  The  Attorney- 
General  rests  this  measure  upon  three 
grounds,  in  the  propriety  of  which  I  fully 
concur.  These  grounds  which  we  have  to 
decide,  then,  are— first,  whether  there  is 
any  available  fund  of  the  sort  described 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer ; 
secondly,  whether  that  fund  can  be  raised 
without  committing  an  injustice  to  any 
of  the  parties  concerned;  and  thirdly, 
whether,  this  fund  being  raised,  the  most 
proper  application  of  it  is  that  proposed  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer?  The 
Attorney-General  admits  that  the  argu- 
ment in  favour  of  this  measure,  failing  in 
any  one  of  these  particulars,  falls  to  the 
ground.  The  Attorney-General  does  not 
think  it  necessary,  to  say  anything  on  the 
first  point,  he  takes  that  for  granted,  he 
does  not  think  it  worthy  of  argument. 
Now,  I  must  say  that  to  me  this  point  is 
one  of  very  considerable  interest.  As  it 
appears  from  the  statement  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  that  in  the  event 
of  this  supposed  available  fund  failing 
the  burthen  of  Church-rates  is  to  be 
thrown  upon  the  Consolidated  Fund, 
it  becomes  a  matter  of  very  great 
importance  and  interest  to  me  whether 
such  an  available  fund  be  actually  in  ex- 
istence or  not.  The  next  question  is 
whether  the  fund,  supposing  it  to  be  avail- 
able at  all,  can  be  raised  with  justice  to 
all  parties  concerned.  The  Church  Tem- 
poralities Act  for  Ireland,  to  which  allusion 
has  been  made  as  to  a  precedent,  I  beg  to 
observe  in  the  arrangements  which  it 
broagbt  ftbpat  yr^fi  framed  with  especial 


regard  to  the  interests  both  of  lessors  and 
lessees  of  Church  property.  Acting  on 
the  resolution  of  1832,  the  Church  cess 
was  abolished  in  Ireland,  and  upon  several 
grounds.  One  powerful  reason  was  that 
it  was  levied  upon  a  population  the  great 
majority  of  which  dissented  from  the  re- 
ligion in  support  of  which  it  was  raised, 
and  who  by  the  law  of  Ireland  were  ex- 
cluded from  any  share  in  voting,  whether 
the  rating  should  take  place  or  not ; 
another  more  powerful  reason  was,  that 
this  rate  was  absolutely  not  required  by 
reason  of  the  state  of  the  funds  of  the 
Church  of  Ireland ;  but  the  most  powerful 
of  all  considerations  was,  that  there  was 
this  distinction  between  the  state  of  the 
Irish  Church,  as  by  law  established,  and 
that  of  England,  that  it  was  subject  to  a 
specific  charge  from  which  the  English 
Church  was  wholly  exempt.  In  relieving 
the  people  of  Ireland,  therefore,  from  the 
payment  of  the  Church  cess,  we  abolished 
also  the  payment  of  first-fruits  and  tenths, 
and  substituted  a  graduated-tax  on  be- 
nefices to  meet  the  same  charge.  There 
was  this  distinction  then,  at  any  rate,  be- 
tween the  Bill  for  the  temporalities  of  the 
Church  of  Ireland  and  the  present  measure, 
which  it  would  have  been  candid  to  have 
mentioned.  Another  remarkable  fact  is, 
that  the  Bill  of  Church  Reform  for  Ireland 
was  wholly  unconnected  with  any  com- 
pulsory restrictions  about  bishops'  leases. 
I  am  aware  that  I  have  already  trespassed 
at  considerable  length  upon  the  patience 
of  the  House ;  and  also  that  the  point 
upon  which  I  am  now  about  to  enter  is  one 
of  long  and  wearisome  detail.  I  am 
aware,  therefore,  that  I  stand  much  in 
need  of  the  indulgence  of  the  House,  and 
I  would  not  trouble  them  but  that  this 
is  a  point  upon  which  I  have  been  per* 
sonally  called  upon  to  vindicate  myself^ 
and  that  it  is  important  to  see  how  far  this 
resolution  which  is  now  proposed  to  us  b 
borne  out  in  principle  by  the  Church  Tem- 
poralities Act  for  Ireland.  In  passing  that 
Act  we  took  especial  care  to  regard  the 
interests  and  privileges  both  of  lessees  and 
lessors  of  church  lands.  With  regard  to 
lessors,  we  declared  that  they  should  be 
free  to  act  according  to  their  interests,  and 
to  renew  the  leases  to  their  lessees  on  the 
present  footing  if  they  thought  proper. 
We  did  not  interpose  between  the  lessors 
and  the  lessees  another  body  dependant 
upon  the  Crown.  We  enabled  lessees  to 
accept  the  renewal  of  leaseSi   and  th^ 
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Church  to  grant  them  on  a  fixed  rate  of 
payment  if  they  chose,  and  left  them  be. 
tween  themselves  to  the  ordinary  remedies 
between  landlord  and  tenants,  without  at- 
tempting to  set  up  any  pretence,  or  con- 
trolling authority,  or  interference.  With 
regard  to  the  lessees,  the  course  which 
was  then  pursued  was  not  only  different 
but  diametrically  opposed  to  that  proposed 
in  the  present  resolution«-we  made  no 
attempt  to  impose  compulsory  terms  of 
renewal  upon  them.  The  Irish  Temporal- 
ities Bill  was  framed  upon  the  principle  of 
the  strictest  adherence  to  the  rights  of  the 
lessees,  and  with  a  cautious  abstinence 
from  anything  which  could  tend  to  place 
them  in  a  worse  condition  than  they  were 
before  the  passing  of  that  Act.  Now,  I 
ask,  whether  this  is  not  a  very  marked 
distinction  between  the  principle  which 
was  adopted  in  the  framing  of  that 
measure  and  that  involved  in  the  scheme 
now  proposed  to  us  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer ;  and  i  ask  whether  I  can 
fairly  l>e  accused  of  inconsistency  because 
I  acquiesed  in  the  former  measure,  and 
refuse  to  agree  to  that  now  before  us.  But 
no  one  who  attended  to  the  question  care- 
fully and  impartially  could  fail  to  see  that 
there  was  a  manifest  difference  between  the 
principle  on  which  the  Irish  Church  Tem- 
poralities Bill  was  founded  and  the  princi- 
ple involved  in  the  resolutions  before  the 
Committee.  No  one  could  avoid  seeing, 
that  by  removing  the  lessees  from  under 
the  control  of  a  permanent  ecclesiastical 
body,  and  placing  them  under  a  board  of 
Commissioners,  the  lessees  would  be  placed 
in  a  worse  state  than  before.  When  the 
Irish  Bill,  therefore,  was  introduced,  the 
Government  of  the  day  saw  the  difficulty ; 
they  saw  the  injustice  which  might  be 
caused  to  the  lessee  by  such  a  change,  and 
•  they  determined  that  the  tenant  should 
have  the  option  of  renewing  the  lease  or 
not  as  he  might  see  proper;  but  the 
present  proposition  was  founded  on  no 
.6uch  principle,  and  to  a  certain  extent  de- 
'  stroyed  the  rights  of  the  lessee.  What 
did  the  Government  propose  by  the  present 
measure  ?  They  said,  "  We  give  t|t« 
tenant  the  option  of  renewing  the  leai*^: 
but  having  taken  the  leases  ouj^  of  his 
bands,  the  first  step  will  be  t«,^Ow  the 
'••^of  to  run  bis  life  again8tjn*ttr9»  or  you 
nhall  cOu./>  to  the  terms  w<<1*ot>08e."  That 
wka  the  dltnd%»*/*e  *•**••  wn  tne  measure 
which  had  been  adopted  for  Ireland  and 
the  ptan  now  proposed  for  England.    My 


right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  said,  the  Church  lands,  by  the 
proposed  change,  would  be  so  much  im- 
proved that  a  considerable  surplus  might 
be  anticipated.  Let  me  go  to  the  question 
of  surplus  revenue,  and  see  how  that  can 
be  realised  in  England  as  it  has  been  in 
Ireland.  The  premium  on  the  rack-rent 
in  England  has  been  reckoned  at  seven  or 
eight  per  cent. ;  and  supposing  a  property 
worth  lOOL  at  rack-rent,  and  the  lease 
being  run  out,  and  the  tenant  applies  for 
a  renewal  of  the  lease,  he  is  now  entitled 
to  renew  it  on  paying  a  fine  .calculated  at 
twenty  years'  purchase;  that  is  5L  for 
twenty  years  ?  and  my  right  hon.  Friend 
calculates  that  on  a  perpetuity  of 
1,324,000/.  by  the  new  arrangement  he 
will  realise  the  sum  of  516,000/.  yeaily, 
and  that  this  sum  may  be  raised  without 
injury  to  the  Church  or  the  lessee.  But 
how  can  this  be  effected  ?  T^e  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  says,  he  will  allow  the 
tenant  fuur  per  cent,  on  the  capital ;  while 
if  the  lease  were  allowed  to  run  out  it 
would  be  worth  seven  or  eight  per  cent. 
But  my  right  hon.  Friend  steps  in  and 
says,  '*  No;  the  lease  is  not  run  out  but 
on  the  condition  that  the  tenant  accepts 
four  per  cent,  in  place  of  seven  percent," 
to  which  he  is  entitled.  And  that  is  the 
way  in  which  an  increase  on  the  perpetuity 
is  to  be  produced  ?  Why,  that  is  no  in- 
crease at  all.  He  tells  us  the  perpetual 
annuity  at  present  amounts  to  334,000/. ; 
he  charges  the  lessees  3 16,000/.  more,  and 
if  they  accept  the  terms  the  consequence 
will  be,  that  they  can  enjoy  the  property 
only  on  the  condition  of  paying  650,000/. 
in  place  of  334,000/.  Yet  my  right  hon. 
Friend  says,  there  is  not  a  tenant  who 
would  not  willingly  agree  to  the  proposi- 
tion. One  word  more  with  regard  to 
surplus  revenue,  because  I  have  been  told 
that  I  entered  on  the  plan  adopted  for 
Ireland  on  the  principle  of  raising  a  surplus 
by  the  improvement  of  bishops'  lands.  I 
did ;  but  on  a  very  different  principle  from 
thut  on  which  this  measure  is  foonded. 
fhe  surplus  revenue  then  was  to  be  raised 
on  the  Church  property,  by  letting  the 
land  at  a  marketable  price,  and  on  the 
voluntary  free  offer  of  the  tenant  to  pay  a 
certain  increased  rate  on  the  renewal  of 
the  lease.  The  plan,  as  regarded  bishops' 
lands,  was  preoisely  the  same  as  that 
adopted  on  leasing  other  property  of  any 
description.  The  valuation  was  made  in 
the  regular  usual  way ;  it  was  a  mere  <3l^ 
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culalion  of  the  value  of  the  property,  of 
what  the  tenant /could  a£ford  to  give«  and 
while  the  rent  was  raised  there  was  still  a 
certainty  of  his  keepinji^  possession  of  the 
property;    but   there  is   nothing  of  that 
kind  in  the  present  scheme,  because  the 
calculation  is  founded  on   tlie  difference 
of  the  price  for  a  perpetuity  at  four  per 
cent,  and  a  perpetuity  at  seven  per  cent 
In  bringing  forward  the  Irish  Temporalities 
Bill,  a  question  arose  as  to  whether  the 
rate  should  apply  to  Church   lands  as  to 
other  property.    I  contended  that  it  should 
not,   and   that  a   power    should   not    be 
granted  to  the  lessee,  which  the  lessor  had 
not  the   right    of   giving.     I  raised   the 
argument  on  discussing  the  probability  of 
increasing  the  value  of  the  land,  and  was 
not  aware  that  an  improper  use  would  have 
been    made    of    the  arguments  which  I 
adduced.     Those  arguments  at  the  time 
were  lauded  to  the  skies  by  Gentlemen  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House,  because  they 
were    interpreted   to    convey    admissions 
which    Lord    Grey's    Government    never 
intended;    and     what    did    Lord   Grey's 
Government  intend  to  do  ?     We  said,  we 
differ  from  your  opinion,  and  because  that 
part  of  the  plan  might  be  made  a  handle 
of  accusation  against  us,  we  will  not  sub- 
ject ourselves  to  it,  and  sooner  than  run 
the  risk  we  will  withdraw  it;  and  it  was 
withdrawn   because  I  would  not  sanction 
the  principle,  for  having  sanctioned  which 
I  have  been  denounced  by  the  Attorney- 
General.     Now,  with  regard  to  the  secu- 
rity of  Church  property ;  but,  indeed,  it  is 
only  a  waste  of  time  to  speak  of  that.     In 
Ireland,  it  is  well  known  the  bishops'  lands 
are  in  a  lamentable  state;  the  land  is  so 
ill  cultivated  that  it  was  easily  di8tiugui;>h- 
cd  from  land  belongings  to  laymen,  and 
there  was  an  absolute   necessity  for  some 
change.     The  security  was  considered  so 
bad  that  little  money  was  expended    in 
improving  the  property.     But  is  that  the 
case  in  England?     Do  the  lessees  here 
consider  their  possession  so  insecure  that 
they  will  not  risk  laying  out  money  on 
improving  the  land.     Why,  the  Attorney- 
General  told  us,  that  the  possession  was 
considered  so  insecure,  that  the  Church 
lands  cannot  be  sold  in  the  market,  and  if 
be  staked  his  reputation  as  a  statesman  on 
that  point,  as  he  had  staked  his  reputation 
as  a  lawyer  on  the  question   as  to  the 
power  of  the  vestry  to  levy  rates,  I  am 
inclined  to  think  not  much  weight  will  be 
Macbe4   t9   it«    Th«   Attorney-General 


said,  the  insecurity  of  Church  property  wa', 
such  that  trees  were  not  planted  on  it,  and 
that  the  British  oak  was  too  noble  a  tree 
to  flourish  on  a  servile  soil.  I  admit  that, 
in  some  instances,  that  may  be  the  case ; 
but  1  apprehend  that,  in  most  cases,  the 
security  is  considered  so  good,  and  that  it 
is  so  intermixed  with  fee-simple  property, 
that  the  tenant  hardly  knew  the  different 
limits.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Kilkenny  dissents  from  this.  [Mr. 
CConnell :  I  have  not  said  one  word.] 
I  bog  the  hon.  and  learned  Member*s 
pardon ;  but  I  see  so  imperfectly  across 
the  House,  that  I  trust  my  badness  of  sight 
will  be  admitted  as  an  excuse  for  the 
error.  Why,  the  property  was  considered 
so  secure  that  freehold  property  intermixed 
with  it  was  often  purchased  by  the  same 
tenant  for  the  purpose  of  joining  them 
into  one  estate.  But  there  is  no  meeting 
Gentlemen  on  that  side  of  the  House. 
Tlie  security  of  the  property  is  denied. 
The  Attorney-General  admitted,  that  the 
drawing-room  of  the  lessee  was  not  unfre- 
quently  on  Church  lands,  and  the  dining, 
room  on  other  lands:  while  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Member  for  Northumberland, 
contended  that  by  tliis  plan  the  lessee 
would  be  delighted  with  the  acquisition 
which  he  should  obtain  by  increasing  the 
security  of  the  property.  I  now  come  to 
the  last  point,  and  that  is  the  roost  import- 
ant point,  the  application  of  the  surplus, 
if  surplus  there  should  be.  The  great 
question  was,  whether  the  Church  ought 
to  be  maintained  out  of  the  general  funds 
belonging  to  the  State.  One  hon.  Gen- 
tleman on  that  side  of  the  House  said,  no 
doubt  it  ought  to  be  maintained  out  of  the 
general  funds,  if  funds  could  be  found  to 
answer  the  purpose,  but  he  objects  to 
have  it  maintained  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund,  on  account  of  the  conscientious 
scruples  of  the  Dissenters.  Will  the 
Government  agree  to  that.  They  say, 
*'  we  will  not  take  money  out  of  the  Con- 
solidated Fund,**  and  turn  round  and  say, 
*'  why  not  take  money  from  Church  lands 
for  ecclesiastical  purposes?"  Their  an- 
swer is,  "  why  this  is  an  ecclesiastical 
purpose."  Now  really  this  reminds  me  of 
a  story  which  I  heard,  last  evening,  front 
an  American  gentleman,  and  which,  with 
the  permission  of  the  House,  I  will  repeat.. 
He  was  walking  at  New  York  near  a  store. 
He  saw  an  American  go  into  this  store* 
The  American  wanted  some  biscuits  which 
he  saw.    "  What's  the  price  ? "  said  be| 


527 


CAwrcA-JRato—  {COMMONS}  Adjourned  Debate.  52% 


*'  Three  cents,'' was  the  answer.  Well,  he 
took  the  biscuits.  Then  he  called  for  a 
dram  :  "  And  what,"  said  he,  "  may  be 
the  price  of  this  ?  "  (when  he  had  drank  it). 
**  Three  cents,"  was  again  the  answer. 
*•  Well  ;  but  you  have  not  yet  given  me 
the  three  cents  for  the  biscuits."  "  But  I 
have  not  got  three  cents,"  said  the  Amer- 
ican ;  "  so  I'll  give  you  your  biscuits.'* 
"  Why,"  said  the  storekeeper,  "  you  never 
paid  for  the  biscuits."  "  No,"  was  the 
rejoinder  ;  "  and  why  should  I  ?  I  have 
not  yet  ate  them."  There  really  is  an 
analogy  between  the  two  cases ;  and  this 
is  what  is  called  providing  for  the  funds  of 
the  Church  out  of  the  funds  of  the  State. 
This  is  exactly  the  argument  of  those  who 
advocate  the  present  measure.  My  noble 
Friend  (Lord  John  Russell)  admits,  that 
it  is  the  duty  of  the  State  to  maintain 
the  Established  Church;  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Weymouth  points  out,  in 
strong  terms,  the  necessity  of  supplying 
religious  instruction  to  the  people. 
Now,  is  there  any  man  who  will  say,  that 
there  are  adequate  funds  to  be  derived 
from  Church  revenues  for  such  a  purpose  ? 
What  is  the  amount  of  Church  accommo- 
dation, an  hon.  Member  had  asked  the 
other  night,  in  the  neighbourhood  of  St. 
Paul's?  What  is  it  in  other  places  ?  I 
Will  not  speak  of  Manchester,  because  my 
right  hon.  Friend  has  defended  that  town, 
and  described  it  as  containing  the  most 
moral  population  in  existence ;  but,  put- 
ting Manchester  aside,  I  know  large 
districts  where  there  is  not  Church  accom- 
modation  for  one  in  twenty-three  of  the 
inhabitants,  and  then  let  the  House  think 
that  in  the  manufacturing  districts,  some- 
times additional  hands  to  the  number  of 
80,000  are  required  in  a  single  town, 
tnaJcing  the  population  amount  to  300,000. 
Yet  while  there  is  such  a  demand  for  reli- 
gious instruction  the  Government  said, 
**  We  will  not  grant  any  money  out  of 
ecclesiastical  property  for  that  purpose, 
but  we  will  take  a  portion  of  the  ecclesi- 
astical revenues  to  repair  Churches,  in 
order  to  relieve  the  landed  proprietors  of 
burthens  to  which  the  land  is  liable."  And 
here  I  must  say,  that  my  noble  Friend 
last  night  in  discussing  the  plan  adopted  a 
course  which  I  think  showed  anything  but 
decorum  in  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  to- 
wards the  heads  of  the  Church  who  were 
associated  with  him  in  the  Commission. 
I  must  say  my  noble  Friend  let  fall  some 
expressions  which   I   hope  he  did  not 


seriously  intend.  He  reproached  the  dig- 
nitaries of  that  body  because  they  did  not 
concur  with  him  in  reducing  the  incomes 
of  the  bishops  to  the  level  which  my  noble 
Friend  wished.  What  did  my  noble 
Friend  mean  by  the  allusions  to  15,000/. 
a-year,  and  10,000/.  a-year,  as  large  sums 
for  the  payment  of  the  hierarchy  ?  What 
else  did  he  mean  than  to  point  out  that 
these  were  funds  on  which  he  had  bis  eye, 
and  which  he  would  lay  hold  of  the  first 
opportunity,  and  that  he  could  not  sanc- 
tion the  application  of  any  of  the  general 
revenues  of  the  country  till  these  incomes 
were  reduced  ?  My  noble  Friend  said,  he 
had  assented  to  the  arrangement  for  the 
sake  of  peace  and  harmony,  and  then  pro- 
ceeded to  speak  of  the  change  which  had 
been  made  in  the  see  of  Durham,  merely 
using  that  as  a  peg  on  which  to  hang  his 
argument  for  applying  a  similar  rule  to  all 
other  dioceses.  1  will,  in  conclusion,  say 
that  the  whole  plan  is  impolitic  as  regards 
the  Church ;  that  it  is  unjust  towards  the 
lessees,  and  that  the  calculations  are 
doubtful;  and  that  on  these  grounds  I 
have  no  hesitation  in  giving  a  decided 
negative  to  the  resolution — as  strongly  as 
I  negatived  the  proposition  for  appropria- 
ting any  of  the  Church  property  in  Ireland 
to  secular  purposes.  'The  hon.  Member 
for  St.  Andrew's  has  proposed  an  amend- 
ment to  the  effect  that  it  would  be  expe- 
dient to  apply  any  surplus  of  Church 
property  to  spiritual  purposes.  And  I 
thought  I  understood  the  hon.  Member 
for  Weymouth  to  say,  that  if  such  a 
resolution  as  that  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  St.  Andrew's  were  acquiesced 
in  by  this  side  of  the  House,  he  would 
support  it,  rather  than  the  resolutions  pro* 
posed  by  the  right  hon.  the  Chanceltor  of 
the  Exchequer.  Sir,  I  speak  only  for 
myself*  I  am  not  prepared  to  affirm  all 
the  propositions  contained  in  the  resolution 
of  tne  hon.  Member  for  St.  Andrew's.  I 
am  not  prepared  to  affirm  that  there  is  the 
surplus  revenue  which  that  resolution 
declares  there  is ;  but  if  there  be  that 
revenue,  I  am  quite  prepared  to  say,  that 
there  is  no  object  to  which  I  would  sooner 
apply  that  revenue,  than  to  the  purpose 
intended  by  the  hon.  Member  for  St. 
Andrew's;  and  that  if  it  be  possible  to 
frame  his  resolution  so  as  not  absolutely 
to  affirm  the  existence  of  that  which  we 
are  not  prepared  to  affinn-->at  least  which 
I  am  not  prepared  to  affirm— >I  am  pre-> 

pared  to  ciffirm,  that  if  that  leyenue  cau 
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be  obtained  it  should  be  applied  according 
to  bis  resolution.    Let  me  observe,  how- 
ever, that  if  the  hon.   Member  for  St. 
And^w's  votes  for  the  application  of  the 
revenue  comprehended  in  the  resolution 
proposed  by  his  Majesty's  Ministers,  he 
wftl  vote  for  that  which,  through  all  time 
and  eternity^  will  prevent  the  application 
of  the  revenue  to  the  purpose  which  he 
recommends.    I  must  say,  that  on  this 
point  the  hon.  Member  for  Weymouth 
manifests  some  inconsistency.    He  con- 
tends that  the  application  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  St.  Andrew's  is  the  right 
application,  and  yet  he  admits  that  he  will 
vote  for  the  resolution  of  his  Majesty's 
Ministers,  which  renders  that  application 
for  ever  impossible.  But  that  inconsistency 
18  nothing  compared  to  the  inconsistency 
of  the  Member  for  the  North  Riding  of 
Yorkshire.    The    hon.    Member  for  the 
Korth  Riding  of  Yorkshire  argued  at  con- 
siderable length,  that  the  resolution  pro 
posed  by  the  right  hon.  the  Chancellor  of 
the    Exchequer    involved     the    grossest 
injustice  to  the  lessees  of  Church  pro- 
perty, and  was   founded    on    the    most 
erroneous  calculations ;   and  he  finished 
his    speech  by  saying,  '*  I  support  the 
proposition    of  his  Majesty's  Ministers." 
^¥ith  a  confusion  of  metaphors,  as  incon* 
sistent  as  the  conclusion  of  his  speech  was 
with  the  whole  of  his  argument,  the  hon. 
Qentleman     talked   of    wheedling    and 
of  blowing  up.    Let  me  guard  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  are  friends  of  the  Church  from 
being  wheedled  by  the  proposers  and  sup- 
porters of  the  resolution  under  our  con- 
sideration, until  the  match  is  applied  to 
the  national  establishment.    I  warn  them 
not  to  vote  for  a   principle  which  they 
must  feel  to  be  in  the  highest  degree  ob- 
jectionable, in  the  hope  that  by  subsequent 
negotiation  they  may  obtain  an  advantage 
for  the  furtherance  of   some    particular 
political   object   about    which    they    are 
anxious.    The  measure  is  an  unjust  mea- 
sure.    I  deprecate  the  attention  of  parties 
to  their  own  individual  interests.  I  entreat 
them  to  look  at  the  general  interest.    If 
the  friends  of  the  Church  Establishment 
think  that  that  establishment  is  in  danger 
•—if  ihfij  believe  that  the  fabrics  of  the 
Church  are  exposed  to  the  risk  of  falling 
to  ruin  without  any  means  of  repair — if 
they  see  the  probability  of  an  attempt  to 
introduce  the  voluntary  principle — if  they 
are  satisfied  that  the  course  adopted  by  his 

Migesty's  Ministera  will  lead  to  the  inflic* 


tion  of  these  and  other  evils  on  the  com* 
munity,  I  call  upon  them,  as  I  called  upon 
the  lessees  of  Church  property,  not  to  look 
at  individual  interests,  but  to  combine 
their  efforts  for  the  purpose  of  preventing 
the  separate  injustice  with  which  all 
parties  are  threatened.  Sir,  I  roost  die* 
tinctly  say  to  the  friends  of  the  Church 
Establishment,  that  I  firmly  believe  this  to 
be  the  last  opportunity  for  making  a  stand 
in  defence  of  that  establishment.  I  am 
firmly  convinced,  that  if  they  yield  on  this 
point,  concession  after  concession  will  be 
extorted  from  them,  until  not  a  shadow 
will  remain  of  the  national  establishment; 
until  persons  of  all  religious  persuasions 
will  be  placed  precisely  on  the  same 
footing ;  until  a  perfect  equality  is  estab- 
lished in  the  endowment  and  support  of 
all  religions  and  no  religion.  If,  therefore, 
the  people  of  England  are  determined  to 
maintain  inviolate  the  institutions  to  which 
they  have  been  so  long  and  so  warmly 
attached,  they  will  re-echo  the  no  with 
which  I  meet  the  resolution  proposed  by 
his  Majesty's  Government* 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and 
Mr.  Wason  rose  together.  After  a  few 
minutes  of  confusion,  mingled  with  loud 
cries  of  *'  Adjourn,  adjourn !"  and  ''  Di- 
vide, divide !" 

Mr.  Wason  stated,  that  he  must  put  in 
his  claim  to  be  heard  after  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  concluded.  If  that  claim 
were  denied,  he  would  move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer:  The 
hon.  Gentleman  will  pursue  whateer 
course  may  seem  to  him  most  proper;  but 
as  I  am  anxious  to  reply  to  some  of  the 
observations  which  have  been  made  on  the 
measure  I  have  brought  forward,  I  will 
now,  with  the  leave  of  the  Committee, 
proceed  to  do  so.  Hon.  Members  need 
not  be  apprehensive  that  my  speech,  on 
this  occasion,  will  be  a  long  one.  The 
House  may  be  perfectly  sure,  that  I  am 
too  sensible  of  the  indulgence  which  I  am 
continually  experiencing  from  the  House. 
But,  undoubtedly,  I  should  be  most  un- 
willing, after  the  speech  of  my  noble 
Friend,  that  the  House  were  to  go  to  a 
division  on  this  question  without  an  at- 
tempt on  my  part  to  remove  some  of  the 
misrepresentations  into  which  my  noble 
Friend  has  been  betrayed.  My  noble 
Friend  has  stated,  that  he  considers  this 
to  be  the  last  opportunity  that  will  be 
given  to  the  friends  of  the  Cboicb  to 
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defepd  the  BiUablishment.  My  noble 
Frieod  will  at  least  recollect,  thai  if  in 
hU.»judfaient  ibis  is  tlie  last  opportunity 
that  will  be  afforded  to  tbe  Friends  of  the 
Church  to  defend  the  Establishmenti  it  is 
for  from  tbe  first  time  that  it  has  been 
extended  to  them.  It  was  given  on  the 
occasion  of  the  repeal  of  the  Test  and  Cor- 
poration Acts*— Acts  which,  at  the  time, 
were  said  to  be  the  bulwarks  of  the  Church. 
It  was  given  in  the  various  discussions  on 
the  question  of  Catholic  Emancipation,  It 
was  given  during  the  debates  on  the 
Reform  Bill.  It  was  given  during  tbe 
progress  of  my  noble  Friend's  own 
measure,  the  Irish  Church  Tempo* 
ralities  Bill.  On  each  and  ail  of  these 
occasions,  but  especially  the  last  occasion, 
the  friends  of  the  Church  were  brought 
forward,  not  by  my  noble  Friend,  indeed, 
but  against  him,  to  "  make  their  stand." 
On  that,  as  well  as  on  former  occasions, 
both  my  noble  Friend  and  myself,  dis« 
regarding  the  cry,  voted  together,  and  we 
triumphed.  He  must  excuse  me,  therefore, 
if  I  now  maintain  that  this  resolution  is 
one  which  does  not  damage  or  endanger 
the  Church ;  that  Uie  cry  as  to  her  danger 
IS  not  more  reasonable  now,  than  it  was  at 
that  period ;  and  if  1  take  the  liberty  to 
persevere  in  the  motion  which  I  have  pro- 
posed for  the  adoption  of  the  House. 
Towards  the  close  of  his  speech,  my  noble 
Friend  adverted  to  the  principles  on  which 
he  founded  his  opposition  to  my  resolution. 
My  noble  Friend  said  (and  if  he  could 
make  out  his  proposition,  I  should  concur 
with  him  in  denouncing  this  resolution), 
that  the  effect  of  it  would  be,  that  the 
Church  would  be  abandoned ;  that  the 
fabrics  will  be  allowed  to  fall  in  ruin :  that 
the  voluntary  principle  will  be  affirmed. 
Those  were  my  noble  Friend's  three  pro- 
|K)8itions  on  which  he  grounded  his  resist- 
ance to  ray  resolution.  I  appeal  to  the 
House  whether  every  one  of  them  is  not 
expressly  negatived  by  the  very  terms  of 
that  resolution  ?  How  can  my  noble 
Friend  contend  that  it  menaces  the  Church 
Establishment,  when  the  first  half  of  it  is 
devoted  to  affirm  the  principle,  that  a 
fixed  and  permanent  allowance  must  be 
made  to  maintain  the  Church  ?  Again, 
bow  can  my  noble  Friend  contend  that  it 
is  intended  to  allow  the  churches  to  fall 
into  ruin,  when  the  resolution  substitutes 
for  their  maintenance  and  repair  a  certain 
and  permanent  charge,  for  a  charge  which 
I  shall  presently  show  i«  Mncertaioi  doubt- 


ful, inapplicable,  and  in  every  way  inferior  ? 
How,  I  again  ask,  can  my  noble  Friend 
contend  thai  tbe  voluntary  principle  is 
about  to  be  iolroduced  ?  If  so,  then  the 
resolution  would  be,  *'  that  Chiircb-.raici 
should  be  abolisbed*"  But,  Sir,  wbat 
becomes  of  my  noble  Friend^s  arguciieni 
if  the  three  propositions  on  which  be 
founded  that  argument,  are  thus  shown  Co 
be  utterly  groundless  ?  What  becomes  of 
my  noble  FrieQd*s  appeal  to  the  friends  of 
the  Church  ?  BiA,  Sir,  this  appeal  has 
already  been  made  to  the  country  ;  aod  it 
has  been  found  that  an  appeal  is  not 
always  made  to  quarters  in  which  it  can 
be  regarded.  This  appeal  has  been  tbe 
cause  of  the  numerous  petitiont  which 
have  been  presented  against  the  measuie. 
It  was  made  before  the  nature  of  the  plaa 
was  known.  Before  the  nature  of  tbe 
plab  was  known,  meetings  for  the  purpose 
of  opposing  it  were  called  by  the  Arch- 
deacons all  over  the  country*  At  those 
meetings  resolutions  were  passed  approv- 
ing of  the  principle,  but  founded  on  the 
unjust  assumption,  that  it  was  the  inten- 
tion of  his  Msjesty's  Government  to 
abolish  the  Church-rates  without  providing 
any  substitute  for  them«  I  will  not  say  a 
word  against  the  petitions  which  we  have 
received  on  the  subject ;  but  which  some 
hon.  Gentlemen  have  challenged  us  with 
manifesting  disrespect  to,  by  persevering 
in  our  measure.  Founded,  as  those  pe* 
titions  are,  on  mistaken  views  of  our 
intentions,  I  heartily  rejoice  at  their  prayer 
— a  prayer  against  a  proposition  which 
has  no  existence.  Founded,  as  they  are, 
on  the  supposition  that  it  was  intended  to 
abolish  the  Church-rates,  without  providing 
any  substitute — so  far  from  condemning, 
I  heartily  rejoice  at  witnessing,  their 
number.  It  is  obvious  that  Uie  feeling  of 
the  people  of  England  is  in  favour  of 
maintaining  the  security  of  the  Established 
Church.  But,  Sir,  whatever  may  have 
been  said  about  Church-rates  out  of  doors, 
it  has  not  been  said  within  these  walls. 
It  appears,  upon  the  admissions  of  almost 
every  body  here,  who  has  spoken  on  the 
subject,  that  the  present  state  of  tbe  law 
on  the  subject  cannot  advantageously  be 
allowed  to  continue.  The  system  of 
Chuirh-rates  cannot  be  defendea  within 
the  walls  of  Parliament.  In  the  early 
part  of  his  speech,  my  noble  Friend  im* 
puted  to  as  that  we  had,  during  the  last 
two  years,  been  practising  a  delusion  on 
the  people,  and  especially  oo  tbe  Difieat* 
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ers.  What  delusion  did  we  hold  forth  to 
the  Dissenters  ?  Did  we  not  tell  them, 
that  we  could  not  adopt  their  principle  in 
the  repeal  of  the  Church-rates  ?  Did  we 
not  hazard  losing  the  support  of  that 
powerful  body  by  the  declaration  ?  If  we 
are  charged  with  creating  delusions  on 
this  subject,  we  may  defend  ourselves  by 
answering  that  similar  imputations  may 
be  thrown  on  the  conduct  of  the  Gentle. 
men  opposite.  If  we  are  stigmatised  with 
having  held  out  fallacious  expectations 
respecting  the  Church-rates,  let  me  ask 
if  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member 
for  Tarn  worth,  did  not,  in  the  speech 
which  he  advised  to  be  made  from 
the  Throne,  and  in  his  own  speech,  in  the 
year  1835,  hold  out  expectations  to  the 
Dissenters  of  relief  from  the  grievances  of 
which  they  complained  ?  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  justified  in  holding  out 
such  expectations,  were  not  we?  An 
appeal  has  been  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  to  the  nobility^  and  other  landed 
proprietors  of  this  country,  not  to  remove 
the  burthen  of  Church-rates  from  their  own 
shoulders.  If  the  House  will  favour  me 
with  their  attention,  I  will  show  them  the 
grounds  on  which  the  question  of  Church- 
rates  was  placed  in  the  year  1835.  The 
noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Liverpool 
(Lord  Sandon),  in  moving  the  address  at 
the  opening  of  the  Session  of  that  year, 
said  : — 

**  With  regard  to  Church-rates,  I  conclude, 
from  the  language  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
now  at  the  head  of  his  Majesty's  Government, 
has  recently  held  to  his  constituents,  as  well 
as  from  the  sentiments  expressed  by  him  upon 
that  subject  in  the  last  Session  of  Parliament, 
when  he  ranked  among  the  Members  of  the 
Opposition,  that  the  only  difficulty  that  can 
occur  to  him  as  to  the  mode  of  achieving  a 
settlement  of  the  question,  must  be  mere  diffi- 
culty of  detail.  It  must  be  remembered,  that 
Church-rates  constitute  one  of  those  burthens 
which  press  particularly  upon  the  land ;  and 
as  the  burthens  which  bear  more  exclusively 
upon  the  agricultural  interest  have  been  espe- 
cially alluded  to  in  his  Majesty's  speech,  it  ia 
not  improbable  that  the  burthen  of  Church- 
rates  is  included  amongst  them.  I  cannot 
take  upon  myself  to  say  that  it  is  so ;  but, 
knowing  that  the  burthen  of  Church-rates  is 
one  of  which  the  agriculturists  greatly  com- 
plain, I  cannot  help  regarding  it  as  one  that 
will  come  under  the  consideration  of  his 
Majesty's  Government.''* 

Now,  observe,  we  have  been  challenged 
*  See  Hansard,  Vol.  xxiv  CTbird  Series}| 


with  practising  a  delusion  in  dealing  wkh 
this  matter.  Yes,  it  thus  appears.  Sir, 
that  in  the  year  1835,  relief  from  the 
burthen  of  Church-rates  was  held  out  by 
the  Gentlemen  opposite,  as  a  measure  of 
relief  to  agriculture.  It  was  not  spoken 
of  as  a  measure  of  relief  to  the  Dissenters, 
but  wholly  as  a  measure  of  relief  to  the 
agriculturists.  I  know  perfectly  well, 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  not 
responsible  for  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Member  for  Liverpool.  But  in 
the  right  hon.  Baronet's  reply,  on  the 
same  occasion,  I  find  the  following 
passage : — 

^It  is  well  known  that  I  supported  the 
measure  brought  in  by  the  late  Government 
for  the  transfer  of  the  Church-rates  to  the 
public  revenue.  That  measure  has  met  witli 
great  opposition  from  the  Dissenters.  I,  for 
one,  cannot  agree  to  the  extinction  of  Church- 
rates.  I  think  that  there  is  an  obligation 
on  the  State  to  provide  for  the  repair  of 
churches." 

So  do  L 

"  But  I  also  think  that  the  charge  of  pro- 
viding for  that  repair,  bears  very  unfairly  on 
the  land,  and  that  subject  is  one  which  I  had 
in  view  when,  in  the  King's  speech,  reference 
was  made  to  'a  method  for  mitigating  the 
pressure  of  those  local  charges  which  bear 
neavily  on  the  owners  and  occupiers  of  land, 
and  for  distributing  the  burthen  of  them  more 
equally  over  other  descriptions  of  property.' 
An  interpretation  has  been   put  upon   that 

Paragraph,  which  is  by  no  means  intended. 
[o  new  mode  of  general  taxation  is  meant  by 
it.  It  has  a  npecial  reference  to  the  Report  of 
the  Committee  of  last  Session  on  County-rates, 
and  to  the  relief  of  the  agricultural  interest 
from  certain  local  burthens,  of  which  the 
Church-rate  is  one."* 

If,  Sir,  we  are  to  consider  this  question  of 
Church-rates  with  a  view  to  do  justice  to 
all  parties,  I  stand  on  higher  ground  than 
merely  affording  relief  to  agriculture. 
But,  in  1835,  the  measure  recom- 
mended by  his  Majesty's  Government 
of  that  period,  was  not  of  relief,  like 
that  which  we  recommended,  to  the 
consciences  of  the  Dissenters;  it  was 
merely  a  relief  to  the  agricultural  interest. 
I  will  now.  Sir,  endeavour  to  follow  my 
noble  Friend  in  some  of  his  observations. 
He  asks,  to  whom  the  surplus  fund,  which 
we  expect  to  realise  from  the  improved 
administration  of  the  Church  estates, 
belongs :  to  the  Church,  or  to  the  State  ? 

•  Ibid.,  p.  337. 
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If  we  answer  "  to  the  Church/'  then  my 
noble  Friend  is  prepared  to  charge  us 
with  applying  that  which  belongs  to  the 
Church,  to  other  than  ecclesiastical  pur- 
poses. If,  on  the  contrary,  we  answer 
"to  the  State,"  my  noble  Friend  then 
turns  to  the  Dissenters,  and  wishes  to 
know  whether  they  will  consent  to  be  so 
deluded  ;  for  that  they  will  then  contribute 
as  much  to  the  support  of  the  Church  of 
England  as  if  the  money  were  paid  out  of 
the  Consolidated  Fund.  I  will  answer 
my  noble  Friend  in  his  own  words.  But, 
Sir,  I  do  not  think  the  Dissenters  will 
listen  to  my  noble  Friend's  suggestion. 
They  see  the  distinction  between  the  two 
cases,  and  they  are  perfectly  satisfied  with 
the  proposed  plan.  I  am  not  going  to 
the  question  of  the  voluntary  principle.  I 
hope,  however,  that  my  noble  Friend  will 
not  deny  this  to  me,  that  the  effect  of 
altering  the  terms  of  leases,  will  be  to  give 
an  increased  value  to  that  property  by  the 
Act  of  Parliament.  With  these  premises, 
in  reply  to  the  question,  whether  this 
property  or  increased  value  belonged  to 
the  State  or  to  the  Church,  my  noble 
Friend,  in  February  of  the  year  1833, 
said  : — *'  Whatever  the  increased  value  is, 
you  give  it  to  the  Church.  She  does  not 
possess  it  without  an  Act  of  the  Legisla- 
ture; and  I  ask,  if  you,  by  your  Act, 
give  an  increased  value  to  Church  property, 
has  the  Church  any  right,  or  can  she  have 
any  claim  to  say, — it  is  to  me  you  must 
pay  this  increased  value  ?"  And  then  my 
noble  Friend  said,  "  To  whom,  then,  shall 
be  the  benefit  of  the  payment  ?  The  right 
hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Tamworth, 
says,  to  the  Church ;  I  say,  to  the  State/' 
Now,  I  contend,  upon  the  premises,  that 
as  we  are  going  "  to  give  an  increased 
value  to  the  property,"  and  <'  by  an  Act 
of  the  Legislature,"  the  conclusion  neces* 
sarily  follows,  that  it  **  does  belong  to  the 
State."  The  House  have  declared  their 
assent  to  that  principle,  and  hon.  Gentle- 
men are  not  to  be  deterred  from  following 
out  that  principle  in  giving  their  support 
to  this  measure,  by  anything  that  has 
fallen  from  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
But  I  consider,  that  a  great  delusion  has 
been  created  by  the  use  of  the  word 
**  State,"  for  hon.  Gentlemen  seem  to  think 
that  there  is  no  State  provision  for  the 
wants  of  the  Church,  unless  in  the  shape 
of  Charch-rates.  I  deny  that  proposition 
altogether;  and  I  say,  that  there  is  as 
much  a  State  proyuiion  for  the  repain  gf 


the  Church,  as  for  any  other  object.  I 
will  take  the  case  of  the  administration 
of  justice.  At  the  present  moment,  the 
whole  bench  of  our  judges  are  paid  by 
fixed  salaries  (not  by  fees)  chargeable  on 
the  Consolidated  Fund.  That,  then,  is  a 
State  establishment.  But,  suppose  you 
were  to  abolish  all  those  courts,  and  pay 
them  by  fees  under  an  Act  of  Parliament, 
levied  from  suitors  in  the  courts  estab- 
lished in  their  stead,  will  any  man  tell  me 
that  that  would  not  be  a  State  provision 
for  these  judicial  functionaries  in  the  one 
case  as  well  as  in  the  other?  I  have  heard  it 
said,  that  the  plan  which  I  have  had  the 
honour  to  submit  to  the  House,  is  a  sort 
of  hocus  pocus  juggle;  and  it  has  been 
asked,  not  only  in  this  House,  but  else- 
where, "  Whoever  heard  of  a  party  of 
four  persons  sitting  down  to  a  game  at 
whist  and  all  winning?"  If  I  could 
appeal  to  an  eminent  man  of  high  mer- 
cantile character,  of  unsullied  integrity, 
known  and  respected  all  over  Europe — 
if  I  could  find  such  a  character  in  the 
person  of  one  in  high  station,  and  I  found 
that  he  would  contend  that  it  was  impos- 
sible for  the  two  parties  to  rise  winners 
from  the  same  game,  I  should  like  to 
know  on  what  principle  commerce  was 
founded — how  trade  is  carried  on  between 
the  buyer  and  seller  ?  So,  in  matters  of 
a  financial  nature,  is  not  the  repeal  of  a 
portion  of  a  tax,  and  the  drawing  an  in- 
creased revenue  from  the  increased  con- 
sumption of  the  article  taxed,  a  case  in 
which  both  parties  may  be  said  to  be 
gainers  ?  Now,  most  hon.  Grentlemen  are 
aware,  that  there  is  a  large  estate  in  the 
vicinity  of  the  metropolis,  belonging  to  the 
see  of  London,  and  called  the  "  Padding- 
ton  Estate/'  Paddington  Fields.  There 
was  a  property  belonging  to  the  see  of 
London  under  the  existing  law  of  the 
land.  An  Act  of  Parliament  was  sub- 
sequently passed,  altering  the  previous 
state  of  the  law,  and  giving  to  the  Bishop 
of  London  greater  and  much  better  leas- 
ing powers.  How  does  that  case  now 
stand  ?  That  estate  is  covered  with  good 
houses,  squares  are  built  upon  it,  and 
improvements  are  going  on  daily.  Now, 
I  should  like  to  know,  whether  this  in.* 
creased  value  was  not  given  by  an  Act  of 
Parliament?  Are  not  the  tenants  gain- 
ers? Are  not  the  public  at  large 
benefited  ?  Then,  I  say,  if  my  position  is 
to  be  dealt  with  as  a  mere  hocus  pocui 

afiairi  as  it  has  been  called  by  the  boj^t 
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Member  for  Bassetlaw  (Mr.  G.  H.  Ver- 
non), I  have  some  authority  for  the  course 
which  I  pursue.  There  is  one  point  to  which 
mv  noble  Friend  referred,  and  to  which  I 
beg  leave  to  revert,  even  after  his  denun- 
ciation of  the  plan,  and  after  the  advice 
that  he  spoke  under  high  professional  au- 
thority ;  I  say  it  goes  to  the  essence  of 
the  thing.  The  question  is,  whether 
there  is  any  power,  residing  anywhere,  of 
compelling  a  vestry,  which  has  refused  to 
make  a  Church-rate,  to  make  that  rate  ? 
We  wish  to  substitute  a  certain  for  an 
uncertain  provision  for  Church-rates.  I 
take  the  liberty  of  asking,  with  all  humi- 
lity, one  and  all  of  the  learned  Gentlemen 
whom  I  see  opposite,  of  all  the  courts  of 
law,  and  equity,  and  the  civilians,  if  they 
will  be  so  kind,  in  their  learning,  and  in 
iheir  great  experience,  only  to  produce 
me  one  single  case  since  the  Reformation 
(for  I  give  him  the  whole  period),  in  which 
a  rate  having  been  refused  by  the  vestry, 
there  has  been  any  interposition  of  a 
higher  authority  to  compel  the  vestry  to 
make  such  rate?  Does  any  anch  case 
exist  on  the  books  ?  If  no  such  case  can 
be  shown  to  me,  my  case  is  complete. 

Dr.  Nicholl  begged  to  refer  to  a  case 
which  had  occurred  in  1799  (the  case  of 
Gordon  and  another)  when  an  appeal  was 
made  against  a  rate  made  by  one  church- 
warden, after  a  vestry  had  refused  to 
make  the  rate.  The  party  was  sued  in 
the  Court  of  Peterborough  ;  the  court 
aflfirmed  the  rate  to  be  good,  and  ordered 
payment  to  be  made.  This  rate,  be  it 
observed,  was  made  by  the  churchwarden 
after  the  vestry  had  refused  to  make  it. 
An  appeal  was  then  made  to  the  Court  of 
Arches,  and  the  late  Sir  William  Wynn 
(a  high  authority  upon  all  ecclesiastical 
law)  affirmed  the  sentence  of  the  court 
below,  with  costs,  and  ordered  the  rate  to 
be  levied  and  paid. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer :  J 
am  willing,  then,  for  the  present  to  assume 
the  law  to  be  as  stated  by  the  learned 
Civilian ;  but,  to  my  unlearned  ears,  it 
teems  a  distinction  should  be  drawn  of 
this  sort.  I  rather  apprehend  that  there 
is  a  great  difference  between  an  appeal 
against  the  legality  of  the  rate  when  made, 
and  an  appeal  to  compel  the  making  of  a 
rate. 

Dr.  Nicholl  recapitulated  the  facts. 
Application  was  made  to  the  vestry  for  a 
rate,  and  they  refused  to  make  it.  The 
churchwarden  then  ms^de  the  rate  on  his 


own  authority.  After  the  rate  was  made  he 
applied  for  the  payment  of  it  to  a  certain 
individual,  who  refused  to  pay  it*  The 
party  was  held  liable  to  the  rate  in  the 
Court  of  Peterborough  ;  and  upon  the 
appeal  being  made  to  the  Court  of  Arches, 
the  Dean  of  the  Arches  affirmed  the 
sentence. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  :  I 
can  assure  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man, that  I  am  perfectly  satisfied  that  he 
would  nut,  for  a  momentary  triumph  in  a 
debate,  make  any  statement,  except  in  the 
perfect  conviction  of  his  own  mind,  as  to 
its  application.  Will  he,  however,  allow 
me  still  to  doubt  the  bearing  of  the  pre- 
cedent he  has  quoted  on  the  proposition  I 
have  so  broadly  advanced  ?  In  that  case, 
it  appears  that  there  was  a  rate  made  by 
one  churchwarden ;  that,  though  the 
vestry  refused  to  levy  it,  it  had  been  made 
by  that  individual.  My  proposition  re- 
gards the  absolute  absence  oi  any  legal 
power  to  compel  the  making  of  a  rate, 
and  the  Arches  Court  held  the  church- 
warden a  competent  authority  to  make  it. 
Now,  whether  that  case  applies  to  rule  all 
other  cases  of  this  nature  or  not,  I  most 
beg  to  reserve  for  future  consideration ; 
but,  at  present,  I  wish  the  Committee  to 
observe  that,  even  assuming  this  to  govern 
the  question,  as  far  as  it  goes,  it  is  yet 
the  only  one  on  the  books ;  and,  from  the 
facts  of  that  case,  it  appears  that,  by  the 
adjournment  of  the  vestry,  the  whole 
question  of  the  making  of  the  rate  was 
got  rid  of.  Again,  if  there  be  this  remedy^ 
how  great  must  be  the  defect  of  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  law  which  supplies  it, 
or  how  great  the  negligence  of  the  courts 
which  apply  it,  if  it  has  never  been  resorted 
to !  How  great  must  have  been  their 
remissness,  who,  having  the  power  to 
remedy  the  evil,  have  alloived  it  to  con- 
tinue I  Then,  Sir^  I  have  another  autho- 
rity as  to  the  power  of  vestries.  I  could 
mention  another  case,  in  which  the  ques- 
tion was,  whether  persons  inhabiting  the 
King's  palace  were  bound,  or  nof,  to  pay 
this  rate.  But  I  have  one  authority  more 
to  show  the  power  of  a  vestry  to  refuse 
the  rate.  The  right  hon.  Baronet,  the 
Member  for  Tamworth,  on  the  discnssiona 
on  the  Irish  vestry  cess,  said,  "  that  he 
considered  that  impost  to  be  of  a  very 
different  character  from  that  of  church- 
rates  ;  because  the  latter  is  dependent  on 
the  volition  of  somebody  else  besides  the 
Church/'    The  ri^ht  hon,  Barpne^  saidj 
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tb«t  this  volition  was,  most  properly,  in 
the    rate-payers.    At    this   hour  of  the 
night  I  shall    certainly    not  trouble  the 
,  House  by  going,  at  length,  into  an  exami- 
nation of  the  figures  with  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  illustrated  his  statement, 
though  I  could  have  desired  to  do  so; 
but  I  trust  that  the  majority  of  to-night 
will   afford  me  future    opportunities   of 
discussing  them.     I   could,  nevertheless, 
have  wished,  with  very  great  respect  to 
him,  to  have  pointed  out  one  or  two  errors 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  fallen 
into.     It  was  very  natural  that  he  should 
do  so,  seeing  if  it  be  not  presumptuous  in 
me  to  say  so  much,  I   should  certainly 
have  fallen  into  it  myself^  if  like  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  I  had  only  had  the  papers 
put  into  my  hands  on  the  morning  of  the 
day  on  which  I  was  to  make  use  of  them. 
At  any  rate,  I  have  the  high  authority  of 
the    hon.    Member   for  Bassetlaw  (Mr. 
Harcourt  Vernon)  to  justify  my  anticipa* 
ttons  as  to  the  productive  nature  of  the 
fund   which  I  propose  to  the  House  to 
deal  with  on   this  occasion.    My  noble 
Friend    (Lord  John    Russell)  has   been 
charged  with  manifesting  an  unbecoming 
and  disrespectful  manner,  in  adverting  to 
the  Church  Commission,  of  which  he  was, 
himself,  a   Member.     If  the  noble  Lord 
(liOrd  Stanley)  had  recollected,  however, 
that    what  my  noble  Friend  said  of  it, 
was  said    in  reply  to    an   attack   which 
had  been  made  upon  him,  f  think  the  noble 
fiOrd  would  have  somewhat  moderated  the 
expression  of  his  displeasure.    The  hon. 
Member  for   Bassetlaw  has  accused  my 
noble  Friend  of  having  "  made  an  utensil " 
of  this  Commission :  to  which  my  noble 
Friend  replied,  that  he  thought  himself 
entitled  to  complain  that  the  Commission 
had   made   an   utensil   of  him.     I  must 
acknowledge,   that  I  could  have  wished 
more  moderation  had  been  displayed  by 
our  opponents  in  speaking  of  the  measure 
now   before   the    He  use,  than  they  have 
evinced  in  rtcent  instances.  I  allude,  more 
particularly  to  certain  statements,  relative 
to  it,  which  have  been  printed  and  widely 
circulated ;  statements  calculated  to  pro- 
duce an  untrue,  but  a  deep  and  lasting, 
impression  on  the  minds  of  the  people  of 
England,  and  put  forth  under  the  autho- 
rity of  names   to  which  I  must  suppose 
that  they  are  erroneously  attributed.     My 
noble  Friend   (Lord  J.  Russell)  has  been 
censored  by  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member 
for   North  Lancashire,  on  the  ground  of 


having  submitted  two  plans  to  Parliament, 
fraught  with  the  principles  of  destruction 
to  the  Established  Church.     Is  it  not  too 
much  that  we  should  be  told,  that  this 
scheme  which  we  now  bring  forward,  is  a 
scheme  of  "  sacrilegious  robbery  "  ?     Yet 
such  are  the  aspersions  that  have  been 
incessantly  heaped  upon  us  out  of  doors. 
1   rejoice,  however,   that  no  such  words, 
and  no  such  imputations,  have  foond  their 
way  Into  this  House,  in  the  course  of  this 
debate ;  for,  on  the  contrary,  the  tone  and 
temper    in    which  the  subject  has  been 
introduced  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the 
Member  for  Tarn  worth,  gave  an  earnest 
and    example    of  the  tone  and  temper 
observed   by  the  learned   Recorder,  and 
by    other  hon.   and   learned   Gentlemen 
who  have  followed  him ;  and,  had  it  not 
been    for  the    warmth   which  has  been 
displayed  on   the  present  occasion,  if  it 
had  not  been  for  the  tristes  Amaryllidi 
iras  which  characterised  the  debate  for  a 
time,  the  mode  in  which  the  whole  of  this 
question  has  been  discussed,  has  been  oee 
that,  in  every  respect,  hat  reflected  mnch 
credit  on  all  parties  coooerned.    I  do  hope 
that,  in  the  opinion  of,  at  least,  a  great 
majority  of  this  House,  it  will  be  shown , 
to-night,   that  this  measure  is  not  con- 
sidered to  be  one  of  sacrilege  or  robbery  ; 
for,  I  am  convinced  that,  if  it  had  been 
so,  nothing  would   have    prevented  the 
Commission  from  being  stigmatised   as, 
in  that  case,  it  would  have  deserved  to  be. 
It  was  not  intended,  and  I  deny  its  being 
intended,  as  a  bribe  to  the  Dissenters  (for 
such  it  was  said  to  be  in  the  course  of  the 
debate).    The    pacification  of  the  Dis- 
senters (in  respect  of  an  undoubted  grrev* 
ance,  which  had  naturally  excited  much 
irritation  among  them)  was  only  one  of 
the  objects  we  contemplated.     Our  great 
object  in  this  measure  was  to  promote^ 
among  all  classes  of  the  people,  religious 
peace.    1  do  not  believe  that,  if  the  people 
of  this  country  were  all  members  of  the 
Established  Church,  the  system  of  church- 
rates,  and  the  noise  and  disturbance  which 
it  creates,  could  go  on   unmitigated  or 
uninterfered    with    by    the    Legislatnre. 
I  believe  that  the  annual  discussion   of 
money  votes,  in  open  vestry,  is  a  test  to 
which  we  oufrht  not  lightly  to  expose  the 
Established   Church.     I,    therefore,  sup- 
ported this  measure  not  only  in  justice  to 
the  Dissenter,  but  in  jnMice  to  the  E^cab- 
lished  Church.     The  right  hon.  Barunet 
has  thrown  out  various  suggestions,  and 
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especially  as  to  the  postpouament  of  oar 
decision  till  the  ealcnlations  and  other 
papers  to  which  I  have  adverted  shall  have 
been  laid  upon  the  Table.  But  I  do  hope 
that  the  Committee  will  now  support  tne 
plan  submitted  to  them,  and  that  this  will, 
by  their  aid,  be  carried  into  effect,  in  the 
spirit  in  which  it  was  framed,  and  has  been 
propounded.  I  trust  it  will  give  to  the 
great  people  of  this  land,  of  all  religious 
denominationSi  if  not  that  blessing  '*  the 
unity  of  the  spirit,"  yet,  at  all  events, 
'<  the  bond  of  peace,"  and  insure  unity  of 
feeling. 

Lord  «/.  Ruisell  would  only  detain  the 
House  a  single  moment.  Il  appeared  to 
him  to  be  the  wish  of  the  House,  that  the 
debate  on  this  Resolution,  should  close 
that  night.  If  that  were  the  wish  of  the 
House,  to  which  he  was  very  ready  to  ac- 
cede, he  hoped  that  if  there  were  any  hon. 
Members  who  wished  to  explain  the  rea- 
sons on  which  they  gave  their  vote  of  that 
night,  the  House  would  permit  them  to 
enter  into  that  explanation. 

Mr.  lf(0soii  endeavoured,  unsuccessfully^ 
to  obtain  a  hearing.  We  understood  him 
to  contend,  that  the  conclusions  of  Sir  R. 
Peel,  were  not  justified  by  the  calculations 
into  which  that  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
entered  on  a  former  night,  and  to  promise 
the  House  that,  on  a  future  occasion,  he 
would  show  that  if  the  bishops  would 
apply  to  their  own  enormous  tenures  the 
same  rule  which  in  the  Ecclesiastical  Re. 
port  they  had  proposed  to  apply  to  the 
property  of  the  deans  and  chapters,  a  fund 
would  be  provided  whereby  the  spiritual 
wants  of  1,625,009  persons  might  be  sup- 
plied upon  the  scale  laid  down  by  the 
bishops  in  their  own  report. 

At  the  close  of  this  speech,  there  were 
reiterated  cries  for  the  division^  and  much 
confusion. 

Lord  Dudley  Stuart  moved,  that  the 
Chairman  report  progress,  aud  ask  leave 
to  sit  again. 

Mr.  George  F.  Young  seconded  the 
motion,  stating  that  he  should  not  be  per- 
forming his  duty  to  his  constituents,  if  he 
did  not  lay  before  the  Committee  their 
opinions  and  his  own  upon  this  Resolu. 
tion.  He  had  risen  frequently  to  address 
the  Committee,  but  had  not  been  success* 
ful  in  obtaining  a  hearing,  and  he  knew 
that  not  only  were  all  the  Members  con- 
nected with  the  county  of  Durham  anxious 
to  be  heard  on  this  question,  but  olso 
many  other    hon.  Members  from  other 


parts  of  the  country,  whose  constituents 
were  lessees  of  Church  property.  The 
noble  Secretary  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, wished  to  put  a  restraint  upon  the 
freedom  of  debate,  by  not  granting  to  hon. 
Members,  who  had  the  right,  permission 
to  speak  on  this  question. 

Lord  J,  Russell  had  no  wish  to  restrain 
any  Member's  right  of  speaking  ;  but  see- 
ing that  it  was  the  general  wish  of  the 
Committee  to  close  the  debate  that  even- 
ing, and  knowing  that  there  were  many 
hon.  Gentlemen  most  anxious  to  explain 
the  grounds  on  which  they  were  going  to 
vote  that  evening,  he  had  wished  to  per- 
suade the  Committee  to  give  them  the 
hearing  which  they  required.  He  had 
not  wished  to  put  any  restraint  on  their 
speaking.  Quite  the  reverse.  He  left  it 
completely  to  the  Committee  to  decide, 
whether  they  would  adjourn  the  debate, 
or  take  the  further  discussion  of  it  now. 

Mr.  Hedworth  Lambton  declared,  that 
he  was  anxious  to  state  the  case  of  his 
constituents  to  the  House,  and  to  explain 
the  reasons  of  the  vote  he  was  about  to 

give.  He  had  attempted  to  obtain  a 
earing  several  times  during  the  discussion 
of  the  last  four  nights,  but  bad  always 
been  unsuccessfuL  He  knew  the  diffi- 
culty of  attempting  to  gain  a  hearing  for 
his  constituents  at  that  late  hour,  and 
therefore  he  had  adopted  his  present 
course. 

Mr.  Harvey  said,  he  felt  most  anxious 
to  address  the  House  upon  this  great 
question,  and  bad  frequently  attempted 
without  success  so  to  do.  At  the  same 
time,  he  felt  he  could  not  do  so  with  any 
advantage  or  satisfaction  at  that  hour  of 
the  morning,  and  after  a  debate  which 
had  already  extended  over  four  entire 
nights.  Nor  could  he  venture  to  support 
the  motion  of  adjournment,  upon  the  plea 
that  he  had  something  altogether  new  to 
advance.  That  was  a  kind  of  arrogance 
he  was  not  prepared  to  assume — yet,  if  he 
did  so  feel  disposed,  he  should  confidently 
rely  upon  the  support  of  all  the  Gentlemen 
who  had  spoken,  scarcely  one  of  whom 
had  not  repeated  what  had  been  be- 
fore, if  not  better,  said.  This  they  would 
do  as  a  compliment  to  the  attention  he 
had  paid  to  them.  Indeed,  so  far  as 
novelty  was  a  guide,  he  thought  that  at 
least  three  hours  of  every  four  had  been 
completely  wasted.  He  hoped,  therefore, 
hon.  Gentlemen  would  agree  to  proceed 
to  a  division,  and  as  consistency  had  once 
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more,  judging  from  the  debate,  become  a 
political  virtue,  and  being  anxious  to  pre- 
serve his  own,  he  desired  it  to  be  expressly 
understood,  that  in  voting  for  the  Resolu- 
tion of  the  Government,  he  only  gave  his 
support  to  that  portion  of  it  which  affirmed 
the  speedy  and  total  abolition  of  Church- 
rates  ;  the  mode  of  providing  a  substitute 
remaining  an  open  question. 

The  Chairman  said,  that  before  the 
Committee  went  to  a  division,  it  was  only 
fitting  that  it  should  be  informed  that  the 
question  before  it  would  be  the  noble 
Lord's  proposition-,  that  the  Chairman 
report  progress  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 
[Cries  of  Oo  on,] 

Lord  Dudley  Stuart  proceeded  to  ad- 
dress the  Committee.  We  understood 
him  to  explain  the  grounds  on  which  he 
had  made  the  motion  which  had  just  been 
put  from  the  Chair.  He  was  anxious  to 
state  the  reasons  for  the  vote  he  was  about 
to  give;  and  he  thought  that  he  could  do 
it  in  a  few  words.  The  debate  had  now 
lasted  four  nights,  and  on  three  of  them 
he  had  endeavoured,  but  unsuccessfully,' 
to  address  the  Committee.  He  had  also 
endeavoured  to  explain  his  sentiments  in 
presenting  a  petition  from  his  constituents, 
from  whom  be  had  the  misfortune  to  differ 
upon  this  subject ;  bat  on  that  occasion 
the  Speaker  had  interfered,  and  had  told 
him,  when  he  attempted  to  explain  wherein 
he  differed  from,  and  wherein  he  agreed 
with  his  constituents,  that  he  must  sit 
down  and  reserve  that  explanation  for 
another  opportunity.  Doubting  much 
his  power  to  attract  the  attention  of  the 
House  for  many  minutes  at  that  late  hour, 
and  feeling  it  to  be  his  imperative  duty  to 
himself  and  his  constituents,  to  state  the 
opinions  which  he  entertained  on  this 
subject,  he  thought  that  the  best  course 
he  could  pursue  to  accomplish  that  object 
was  to  make  the  motion,  which  he  had 
done ;  and  he  had  been  the  more  inclined 
to  pursue  that  course,  from  seeing  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  rise  to  reply 
after  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Ipswich  had  given  notice,  that  he  (Mr. 
Wason)  was  anxious  to  speak  before  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  was  compelled 
by  a  sense  of  duty  to  inform  the  House, 
that  he  must,  on  this  occasion,  record  his 
vote  against  the  party  with  which  he  had 
so  long  and  so  coraially  acted.  The 
noble  Lord  then  read  a  long  extract  from 
the  Report  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
QiissiQpers,  for  the  purpose  of  showing  that 


there  was  a  vast  deficiency  of  Church  ac- 
commodation for  the  poorer  classes  of  the 
community.  He  then  expressed  his  sur- 
prise, that  those  Members  of  his  Majesty's 
Government  who  had  signed  their  names 
to  that  Report,  could  reconcile  it  to  their 
honour  and  conscience  to  support  a  Reso- 
lution which  would  cut  off  every  means  of 
supplying  that  deficiency.  It  was  said, 
that  this  Resolution  would  promote  reli- 
gious peace.  If  he  could  be  convinced 
that  it  would  have  any  such  effect,  and 
he  was  sure  that  it  would  not,  he  would 
support  it ;  but  instead  of  promoting  peace, 
it  would  promote  religious  discord  and 
dissension.  When  the  Dissenters  had 
gained  this  point,  they  would  seek  others, 
and  would  never  be  contented  until  they 
had  destroyed  the  Church  Establishment. 
He  looked  upon  this  measure  as  the  first 
step  to  the  voluntary  principle,  and  he 
should,  therefore,  meet  it  with  the  most 
strenuous  opposition. 

Mr.  Hedworth  Lambton  said,  that  from 
the  deference  he  felt  to  the  wishes  of  the 
Committee,  he  should  not  press  his  oppo- 
sition. He  hoped,  however,  that  he 
should  have  an  opportunity  of  explaining 
the  situation  of  his  constituents  in  the 
county  of  Durhani  when  the  Report  was 
brought  up.  It  would  be  impossible  for 
him  to  do  justice  to  their  cause  at  that 
late  hour  of  the  night,  and  he,  therefore, 
would  not  injure  it  by  commencing  it* 

Mr.  Ingham  wished  to  bring  under  the 
notice  of  hon.  Members  a  simple  fact, 
which  he  thought  ought  to  be  known  to 
them  before  they  proceeded  to  a  division 
on  this  question.  The  noble  Lord,  the 
Member  for  Northumberland,  in  making 
a  statement  the  other  night  for  the  purpose 
of  showing  the  insecure  tenure  of  Church 
property  under  the  see  of  Durham,  observ- 
ed that  there  was  a  most  marked  contrast 
between  the  towns  on  the  north  and  those 
on  the  south  bank  of  the  Tyne.  On  tlie 
north  bank  of  the  Tyne,  he  said  there  were 
stately  buildings,  large  manufactories, 
progressive  improvements  of  every  descrip- 
tion ;  whilst  on  the  south  bank,  owing  to 
the  leasehold  tenure  of  the  land  under  the 
Church,  all  the  same  opportunities  for 
improvement  were  neglected  and  thrown 
away.  He  had  the  honour  of  representing 
the  great  commercial  town  of  South 
Shields,  which  was  situated  on  the  south 
side  of  the  Tyne,  and  he  could  say,  that 
all  the  houses  and  public  buildings  of  that 
great  and  flourishing  town  were  built  upon 
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knd  held  under  the  Church  on  leases  for 
twenty-one  years.  The  noble  Lord  had 
also  made  another  assertion  with  respect 
to  that  town,  which  was  as  destitute  of 
foundation  as  that  which  he  had  just  ex- 
posed. The  noble  Lord  had  said,  that  in 
consequence  of  the  Church  being  the 
landlord  of  that  town,  the  Church  had 
become  so  odious  to  the  people  that  the 
number  of  Dissenters  in  it  had  increased 
prodigiously.  He  would  mention  one  cir- 
cumstance to  the  House  which  would 
show  how  the  case  really  stood.  At  the 
beginning  of  the  present  century  there 
was  only  one  Church  in  South  Shields. 
Now  there  were  four.  Two  of  them  had 
been  built  and  endowed  by  the  singular 
munificence  of  the  dean  and  chapter  of 
Durham.  The  third  had  been  built  by 
voluntary  contributions  among  the  inha- 
bitants, and  had  been  endowed  in  a  simi- 
lar manner.  The  Church  of  Durham  had 
exercised  its  functions  as  a  landed  pro- 
prietor with  great  moderation  and  fairness ; 
and  when  land  belonging  to  that  Church 
was  built  on,  no  fine  was  taken  from  the 
party  so  improving  its  value  at  the  two 
first  periods  of  renewal.  He  also  con- 
tended that  all  the  elements  of  commer- 
cial prosperity  were  found  in  as  active  a 
state  on  the  south  as  they  were  on  the 
north  bank  of  the  Tyne.  Indeed,  he  was 
prepared  to  assert  that  they  were  found  in 
greater  activity.  On  the  north  bank  of 
the  Tyne,  there  were  no  great  manufacto- 
ries, but  on  the  south  bank  there  were  the 
glass  manufactories,  the  alkali  manufac- 
tories, and  others  which  he  would  not 
weary  the  House  by  enumerating.  Such 
being  the  case,  was  it  not  strange,  that 
the  noble  Lord  should  have  ventured  upon 
a  statement  which  was  scarcely  correct  in 
a  single  particular  ? 

Mr.  Pease  had  also  been  most  anxious 
to  address  the  Committee  on  this  Resolu- 
tion, but  had  hitherto  been  unsuccessful 
in  obtaining  a  hearing  for  his  constituents. 
On  former  occasions,  he  had  had  to  con* 
^ratulate  the  House  on  its  passing  from 
mtolerance  to  toleration ;  now  he  had  to 
congratulate  it  upon  passing  from  tolera- 
tion to  complete  religious  freedom.  Had 
he  been  successful  in  obtaining  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Chair,  he  should  have  felt  him- 
self bound  to  show  the  Committee,  that 
whatever  might  be  the  representation  re- 
specting the  prosperity  of  the  town  of 
South  Shields  made  by  its  hon.  and 
learned  Member,  there  was  no  part  of  the 
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country  in  which  the  enfranchisement  from 
leasehold  tenures  had  given  such  great 
and  universal  satisfaction.     It  was  a  noto- 
rious fact  in  South  Shields,  that  the  ele- 
ments of  decay  and  ruin  were  in  full  vigour 
in  that  town,  and  would  have  produced 
their  usual  melancholy  results,  had  it  not 
been  for  the  University  of  Durham  Act, 
by   which   the  land   of   that    town   was 
enfranchised  from  leasehold  tenure.  What- 
ever might  have  been  the  prosperity  of 
South  Shields  before  the  passing  of  that 
Act,  it  was  not  to  be  denied  that  it  had 
increased  fivefold  since.     He  could  further 
state,  that  that  enfranchisement,  by  which 
240,000/.  was  gained  to  the  University  of 
Durham, — an  establishment  of  which  he 
did  not  intend  to  complain,  though    he 
considered  it  far  too  much  restricted — was 
accomplished  upon  the  very  terms  now 
proposed  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, and  that  those  terms  were  accepted 
by  a  great  majority  of  the  parties  to  wnom 
they  were  offered.     Among  other  persons, 
he  had  availed  himself  of  the  provisions  of 
that  Bill ;  and  he  could  say,  from  his  own 
personal  knowledge  of  its  results,   that 
whereas  before  its  passing  every  farthing 
laid  out  on  the  land  was  matter  of  much 
doubt  and  deep  consideration,  the  reverse 
was  the  case   now,  and  the    land   was 
covered  with  buildings  of  every  descrip- 
tion.    Adverting  to  the  statement  of  the 
hon.   and    learned    Member    for    South 
Shields  that  the  Church  was  considered  a 
liberal  landlord  in  the  county  of  Durham, 
he  said  that  he  would  read  a  short  extract 
from  a  petition  which  he  had  recently 
presented  from  his  own  constituency,  and 
which  he  thought  would  throw  a  consi- 
derable doubt  upon  that  statement.    The 
hon.  Member  then  read  part  of  a  petition 
signed    by    117  leaseholders    under  the 
Church,   in    the  parish  of   Bellingham. 
After  stating    that    they  were  ardently 
attached  to  the  doctrines  of  the  Church, 
the  petitioners  entered  into  a  statement  to 
prove  that,  owing  to  the  change  of  the 
currency  and  the  fall  in  the  value  of  agri- 
cultural produce,  the  septennial  fee,  which 
they  formerly  paid  on  the  renewal  of  their 
leases^  now  amounted  to  two,  and  some- 
times to  three  years'  rent  of  the  premises 
leased   to  them.    They  furthermore  de- 
clared, that  the  consequence  of  this  pro- 
cedure was,  to  prevent  the  application  of 
capital  to  the  land,  and  to  put  a  stop  to 
the  improvement  of  its  value  by  planting 
I  or  building  upon  it.    Nor  did  the  evil, 
T 
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for  thev  entertained  fears  lest  their  fines 
should  be  further  increased,  and  lest  the 
value  of  their  property  should  be  propor- 
tiooably  decreased.  Having  tnade  this 
statementi  he  might  perhaps  be  asked  — 
*'  did  he  assent  to  the  terms  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  in  the  way  in 
\yhich  he  proposed  to  carry  them  into 
execution  V  To  that  question,  he  would 
reply  by  another.  '*  Did  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  mean  to  say,  that 
twenty-five  years' purchase  was  the  value 
of  all  leasehold  properly  V*  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  meant  to  lay  that  down 
as  an  invariable  rule,  he  would  say,  that 
the  foundation  of  his  project  was  based 
on  injustice,  and  that  the  superstructure 
reared  upon  it  could  never  stand.  He 
was  prepared  to  state,  that  though  the 
principle  of  the  resolution  was  not  unfair. 
It  might  be  made  unfair  in  its  application 
in  practice*  He  would  give  his  support 
to  the  resolution  on  two  grounds— he 
would  support  it,  first,  because  it  was  cal- 
culafedf  m  his  opinion,  to  promote  peace, 
to  advance  religion,  ftnd  to  secure  the 
good  of  the  Church  of  England;  and, 
secondly,  because  it  was  an  arrangement 
beneficial  to  the  community  at  large,  and 
calculated  to  produce  funds  of  which  the 
amount  would  be  sufficiently  ample  for' 
the  objects  for  which  they  were  intended, 
whatever  doubts  might  now  be  expressed  on 
thai  part  of  the  subject. 

Mr.  Hodgson  Hinde  would  not,  at  that 
late  hour  of  the  night,  state  any  argument 
In  support  of  the  vote  he  intended  to  give 
against  this  resolution.  Me  merely  rose 
to  mention  the  fact,  that  a  public  meeting 
had  been  convened  in  the  town  of  New- 
castle^  in  which  it  had  been  determined  to 
petition  against  this  plan  for  abolishing 
Church-rates.  He  would  mention  oue 
fact  of  importance.  In  the  county  of 
Durham,  within  the  space  of  a  few  year^, 
a  very  extensive  railway  had  been  laid 
down,  on  which  a  company  had  expended 
300,000/.  to  complete  the  work,  and  great 
part  of  this  railway  went  over  land,  the 
tenure  of  which  was  under  bishops'  leases, 
and  so  confident  were  the  parties  in  the 


mittee  of  Parliament  was  appointed  for 
the  purpose  of  removing  obstructions  in 
the  sale  of  Church  lands;  and  the  Report 
was  so  strongly  in  favour  of  these  lease- 
holders, that,  with  the  leave  of  ihe  House, 
he  wOuId  read  it.     It  set  forth, 

^'That  the  Committee,  having  taken  into 
consideration  the  petition  of  the  dean  and 
chapter  tenants  in  the  county  of  Durham,  and 
the  certificate  from  the  contractors  for  the  sale 
of  these  dean  And  chtipter  Idnds,  it  fully  appears 
to  thtii  Committee,  that  the  said  dean  and 
chapter  lands,  in  the  time  of  the  prior  and 
convent  of  Duifham,  were  held  by  the  tenants 
as  estat«8  of  inheritance,  according  to  the  eiii- 
tom  of  copyhold  lands,  and  so  continued  for 
some  time  after  the  dissolution  of  the  said 
priory,  and  after  the  lands  thereof  were  vested 
by  Henry  8th,  in  a  dean  and  chapter,  till  afller- 
wards,  1^  their  many  endeavours,  sotne  of  (he 
said  tenants  were  prevailed  en^  and  otiiers 
constrained,  to  take  leases  in  writing,  and  so 
to  forego  their  accustomed  way  of  holding. 
And  whereas,  it  further  appears  that  the 
respeotive  tenants  to  the  said  lands,  their  heirS 
ana  assigns,  bad  And  have  a  right  to  reneW 

their  several  teases  fi*om  tvi^enty-one  years  to 
twenty«6ne  years  for  ever,  paying  three  yeaM* 
fine  at  the  renewing  of  every  lease.  <  « 
It  is  therefore  resolved  by  this  Coidmlttee, 
and  hereby  ordered,  that  the  said  respedtive 
tenants  have  an  abatement  and  reprize  in  their 
respective  purchases  of  the  said  lands  allowed 
to  them  by  the  contractors  for  the  sale  of  the 
said  lands  valuably  proportionable,  and  ac- 
cording to  their  present  holdings/' 

Mr.  Arthur  Trevor  returned  his  thanks 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Shields 
(Mr.  Ingham)  for  his  speech,  which  would 
do  mucn  to  remove  the  false  notions 
which  had  sone  forth  to  the  public.  As 
to  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Durham  respecting  the  enfran* 
chtsement  of  the  town  of  Shields,  it  should 
bo  recollected,  that  that  enfranchisement 
was  (he  spontaneous  act  of  the  dean  and 
chapter,  in  order  to  fay  the  foundation  of 
one  of  the  most  splendid  and  munificent 
monuments  that  ever  did  honour  to  any 
body  of  men.  The  measure  in  qucstioit 
was  one  which  never  could  pass  into  a 
law ;  it  was  not  founded  on  the  common 
sentiment  of  the  country,  and  was  a  viola- 
tion of  the  most  sacred  rights  of  property. 


security  of  the  tenure  that  they  had  not  Sir  Charles  Burrell  said,  that,  having 

apptiedf  to  Parliament  for  its  protection.  been    intrusted   with   petitions    from   his 

Mr.  Harlavd  observed,  that  as  a  remark  constituents  in  opposition  to  the  measure, 

had  been   made  in    the    course  of  the  he  was  bound,  as  far  as  he  could,  to  sup- 


debate,  that  tenants  had  a  legal  right  to  a 
renewal  of  their  leases,  he  agreed  to  this ; 
and  he  would  show  that  it  was  under  the 


port  their  views. 

Sir  Uedivorth    WlUiamson,  with  refer* 
ence  to  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
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Member  for  Neweaslle  (Mr.  Hinde)(  who 
had  stated  that  a  reitroad  company  had 
had  such  coaGdeDce  in  the  lecuritv  of  the 
tenure  under  bithops'  leases,  that  they  bad 
))ot  appUed  to  Parliament,  obierved  that 
the  hon.  Member  must  be  avrare  that 
another  railroad  company  had  so  h'tlle 
conRttcnce  in  them,  that  the;  did  apply  lo 
ParliamOnI, 

Mr,  Aglionbjf  oould  not  tet  (he  lease- 
holders labour  under  the  impregiion,  which 
they  rolght  reaioiiHbly  adopt  from  the 
tenour  of  the  ditcuaaion  during  Ihe  last 
hair  hour,  that  their  interests  would  be 
compromised  by  the  deciaioti  of  the  House. 
H6  took  the  sartie  view  of  tlie  subject  as 
the  hon,  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Noith 
Durham,  and  felt  bound  to  ouure  his 
Majesty's  OOverDBicnt  ihat  the  delails  of 
that  tDMiure  eould  nut  be  carried  into 
effect.  Entertaining,  however,  as  he  did, 
this  opinion,  he  was  not  led  to  the  same 
conclijsion  as  the  hon.  Baronet:  for  he 
(Mr,  Afclianby)  could  net  bring  himself  to 
vote  against  tha  resolution,  the  principle 
of  which  traa  lo  confer  on  the  country  one 
of  the  greoteM  boons  that  bad  bMti  con- 
ceded for  severiL  yean.  Me  protested 
against  the  statement  and  figures  On  «hich 
the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  relied  ;  for  he 
felt  aatisfied,  that  those  who  made  the 
calculation!  on  which  lie  acled,  cooaultod 
niera  figures  iikI  theory,  and  not  mattefB 
of  praotioc. 

The  CoDitdUte«  divided  :-~Ayei  973  ; 
Noea  250 :  Majority  23. 
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Ainsworlh,  P, 
Alston,  R. 
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Baring,  F.  T. 
Barnard,  E.  G. 
Barron,  II,  W. 
Barry,  O.  S. 
Bellew,  Richard  M. 
Bpnell.J. 
Benlinck,  Lor<t  W. 
Berkeley,  hon.  F. 


Berkeley,  boa.  O, 
Berkeley,  hon.  C. 
Btwes,  T. 
Biddalph,  B. 
BUhj-K 

Blake,  MarUn  Jo*. 
Blum,  Sir  C. 
Bndkin,  J. 

Brabazon,  Sir  W, 
Brady,  D.  C. 
Bridgemaii,  II. 
Brooklehurst,  J. 
Brodie,  W.  B. 
Brolherton,  J. 
Brgwne,  K.  D. 
BuUer,  C. 
Duller,  E. 
Bulwer,  H.  L. 
Bulwer,  K.  L. 
Biirdon,  W. 
Burton.  IE. 
Buller,l.on.  P. 
Buuon,  F. 


Byng,G. 
Byng,G.S. 
Callaghan,  D. 
Campbell,  Sir  J. 
Carter,  J.  B. 
Cave,  Otway 
Cavendish,  hon.  C.  C. 
Cavendish,  hon.  G.  H. 
Cajley,  E.  S. 
Chalmers,  P. 
Chetwyod,  Captain 
Chiehesler,  J.  P.  B. 
Churchill,  Lord  C. 
Clay,  William 
Clayton,  Sir  Vt. 
Clive,  E.  B. 
Codringlen,  Admiral 
Collier,  John 
Conyngham,  Lord  A. 
Cookes,  T.  II. 
Cowper,  hon.  W.  F. 
Crawford,  W,  9. 
Crawford,  W, 
Crawley,  S. 
Crompton,  Samuel 
Cuiteis,  H.  B, 
Curtei*,  E.  B. 
Dalmeny,  Lord 
Denison,  W,  J, 
Denison,  J.  E, 
D'EyncQiirt,  C.  !• 
Dillwyn.L.  W. 
Divett,  K. 
Donkio,  Sir  R,  3. 
Duncombe,  T. 
DuDdai,  Ji  C. 
Dundai,  hon.  T. 
Dundas,  J.  D. 
Dunlop,  J. 
Ebrington,  Viscount 
Edwards,  Colonel 
Ellioe,  £. 
Eiphinitone,  11, 
El  wall,  R. 
Evans,  G, 
Ewarl,  W. 
Faiakerley,  J.  N. 
Fe^^son,  Sit  R. 
Ferguson,  B> 
Fergusson,rt.hon.ll.C. 
Fielden,  J, 
Filigibbon,  hon.  R, 
Finn,  W.  F. 
Fitzroy,  Lord  C. 
Fleetwood,  Peier  H. 
Gaskell,  U, 
Gisbome,  T. 
Gordon,  R, 
Grallan,  J. 
Grey,  Sir  George 
Grote,  Oeorgo 
(iuesl,  J.  J. 
Gully.  J. 
Hall,  B. 
Handley,  II. 
Usrland,  Wm.  C. 
""  tvey,  D.  W. 
T2 


Hastie,  A. 
Ilawet,  B. 
Hawkins,  John  H. 
Hay,  Sir  A.  L. 
Heath  coat,  J. 
Hector,  C.  J. 
Hindley,  C. 
Hobhouie,rt.hon.SicJ 
Hodges,  y.  L. 
Hodges,  T.T. 
Holland,  E. 
Horsman,  G. 
Howard,  R. 
Howard,  P,  H. 
Howick,  Viioouut 
Hnroe,  J. 
Humpheiy,  Jebik 
IIurst,Il.ll. 
Hutt,  W. 
James,  W, 
Jephson,  C.  D.  Q. 
King,  E.  B. 
Labouchere,  rt.hoii.H. 
I^ambton,  H. 
Langton,  Wm.Gora 
Leader,  J.  T. 
Lefevre,  Charles  S. 
Leunard,  T.  B. 
I«veson,  Lord 
Lewis,  Wyndham 
Lister,  E.  C. 
Loch,  J. 
Lushington,  Dr. 
LuahingUin,  C, 
LjDcb.  A.  H. 
MBckeoKie,  S. 
Id'Uod,R. 
MacnaiDRTa,  Major 
MTaggait,  J. 
Maber,  J. 
Mangles,  J, 
MaijotitMnks,  S. 
Msthuan,  P, 
Molesworth,  Sir  Wt 
Moreton,  A. 
Morpeth,  Vlaconot 
Moniion,  J. 
Hoityn,  hon.  E.  L. 
MulLioB,  boo.  F.  W. 
Murray,  J,  A, 
Miugiave,SirR.,Bt. 
Nasle,  Sir  R, 
O'Brian,  C, 
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Pattison,  J. 
Pease,  J, 

Pechell,  Captain  R. 
Penidarves,  E.  W. 
PliilipSy  M. 
Philips,  G.  R. 
Phillips,  C.  M. 
Pinney,  W. 
Ponsonby,  W. 
Ponsonby,  J. 
Potter,  R. 
Poulter,  J.  S. 
Power,  J. 
Price,  Sir  R.,  Bt. 
Pryme,  G. 
Pryse,  Pryse 
RaiDsbottom,  J. 
Rice,  rt.  hon.  T.  S. 
Rippon,  Cuthbert 
Robarts,  A.  W. 
Robinson,  G.  R. 
Roche,  William 
Roebuck,  J.  A. 
Rolfe,  Sir  R.  M. 
Rooper,  J.  Bonfoy 
Rundle,  J. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Russell,  Lord 
Russell,  Lord  €• 
Ruthven,  £. 
Sanford,  £.  A. 
Scholefield,  Joshua 
Scott,  J.  W. 
Scrope,  G.  P. 
Seale,  Colonel 
Seymour,  Lord 
Simeon,  Sir  R. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Smith,  hon.  R. 
Smith,  R.  V. 
Smith,  B. 
Stanley,  W.  O. 
Stewart,  P.  M. 
Strangways,  hon.  J. 
Strickland,  Sir  G. 
Stratt,  £• 
Stuart,  Lord  Ji 

lAiiof 

Alford,  Viscount 
Alsager,  Captain 
Arbuthnot,  non.  H. 
Archdall,  M. 
Ashley,  Viscount 
Bagot,  hon.  W. 
Bailey,  J. 
Baillie,  H.  D. 
Balfour,  T. 
Barclay,  C. 
Baring,  F. 
Baring,  H.  B. 
Baring,  W.  B. 
Baring,  T. 
Bateson,  Sir  R. 
Beckett,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J 
Bell,  M. 
Hentindt,  Lord  O. 


Stuart,  V. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Tancred,  M.  W. 
Thomson,  C.  P. 
Thompson,  P.  B. 
Thompson,  Alderman 
Thompson,  Culonel 
Thornley,  T. 
Tooke,  William 
Tracey,  Charles  IL 
Trelawney,  Sir  W.  L. 
Troubridge,  Sir  T. 
Tulk,  C.  A, 
Turner,  W. 
Tynte,  C.  K.  K. 
Tynte,  C.  J.  K. 
Vigors,  N.  A. 
Villiers,  Charles  P. 
Vivian,  J.  H. 
Walker,  R. 
Wallace,  R. 
Warburton,  11. 
Ward,  H.  G. 
Wason,  R. 
Wemyss,  Captain 
Westenra,  hon.  H.  R. 
Westenra,  J.  C. 
Whalley,  Sir  S. 
Wigney,I.N. 
Wilbraham,  O. 
Wilde,  Sergeant 
Wilkins,  W. 
Wilks,  John 
Williams,  W. 
Williams,  W.  A. 
Williams,  Sir  J. 
Winnington,  Sir  T. 
Winnington,  H.  J. 
Wood,  C. 
Wood,  Alderman 
Worsley,  Lord 
Woulfe,  Sergeant 
WrighUon,  W.  B. 
Wyse,  T. 

TELLERS. 

Stanley,  £.  J. 
Steuart,  R. 

the  Nobs. 

Beresford,  Sir  J.  P. 
Bethell,  Richard 
Blackbume,  I. 
Blackstone,  W.  S. 
Boldero,  Capt.  H.  G. 
Boiling,  W. 
Bonhara,  R.  F. 
Borthwick,  Peter 
Bowles,  G.  R. 
Brad8haw,'J. 
Bramston,  T.  W. 
Brownrigg,  S. 
Bruce,  Lord  £. 
Bruce,  C.  L.  C. 
Bruen,  Colonel 
.    Bruen,  F. 

Buller,  Sir  J.  B.  Y. 
fiurreU,  Sir  C.  M.,-Bt. 


Campbell,  Sir  H. 
Canning,  rt.  hon.  SirS. 
Cartwright,  W.  R. 
Castlereagh,  Vise. 
Chandos,  Marquess  of  ^ 
Chaplin,  Colonel 
Chapman,  A. 
Chisholm,  A.  W. 
(.live,  Vise. 
Clive,  hon.  R.  H. 
Codrington,  C.  W. 
Colborne,  N.  W.  R. 
Cole,  A.  H. 
Cole,  Vise. 
Compton,  H.  C. 
Conolly,  £.  M. 
Copeland,  W.  T. 
('orry,  H. 
Cripps,  J. 
Dalbiac,  Sir  C. 
Darlington,  £arl  of 
Dottin,  A.  R. 
Duffield,  Thomas 
Dugdale,  W.  S. 
Dunbar,  G.- 
Duncombe,  W. 
Duncombe,  hon.  A. 
£ast,  J.  B. 
£astnor.  Viscount 

£aton,  R.  J. 
£gerton,  Sir  P. 
£gerton.  Lord  Fran. 
£lley,  Sir  J. 
£lwes,  J. 
Estcourt,  T.  G.  B. 
£stcourt,  T. 
Fancourt,  Major 
Farrand,  R. 
Feilden,  W. 
Ferguson,  G. 
Finch, G. 
Fleming,  J. 
Foley,  £dw.  Thomas 
Follett,  Sir  W. 
Forester,  hon.  G. 
Forster,  C.  S. 
Fremantle,  Sir  T.  W. 
Freshfield,  J.  W. 
Gaskell,  James  Milnes 
Geary,  Sir  W.  R.  P. 
Gladstone,  T. 
Gladstone,  W.E. 
Gordon,  hon.  W. 
Goring,  H.  D. 
Goulbum,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Graham,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Grant,  hon.  Colonel 
Greene,  T. 
Greisley,  Sir  R. 
Grimston,  Viscount 
Grimston,  bon.  £.  H. 
Hale,  R.  B. 
Halford,  H. 
Hamilton,  G.  A. 
Hamilton,  Viscount 
Banmer,  Henry 
Harcourt,  Q,  G. 


Harcourt>  G.  S. 
Hardinge,rt.hon  .SirH. 
Hardy,  J. 
Hawkes,  T. 
Heathcote,  G.  J. 
Henniker,  Lord 
Herries,  rt.  hon.  J.  C. 
Hill,  Sir  R.,  Bt. 
Hillsborough,  Earl 
Hind,  J.  H. 
Hope,  H.  T. 
Hotham,  Lord 
Houldsworth,  T. 
Houstoun,  G. 
Hoy,  J.  Barlow 
Hughes,  Hughes 
Ingham,  R. 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  H.,  Bt. 
Jermyn,  Earl 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 
Johnstone,  J.  J.  H. 
Jones,  W. 
Jones,  Theobald 
Kerrison,  Sir  £. 
Kirk,  P. 

Knatchbull,  Sir  £. 
Knight,  H.  G. 
Knightley,  Sir  C. 
Law,  hon.  C.  £. 
Lawson,  Andrew 
Lees,  J.  F. 
Lefroy,  A. 
Lefroy,  T. 
Lemon,  Sir  C. 
Lennox,  Lord  G. 
Lennox,  Lord  A. 
Lewis,  D. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Lowther,  Col.  H.  C. 
Lowther,  Lord 
Lowther,  J.  H. 
Lucas,  £. 
Lushingtoni  S. 
I^gon,  hon.  Gen. 
MackinnoD,  W.  A. 
Maclean,  Dooald 
Mahon,  Vtsoount 
Manners,  Lord  C. 
Marsland,  T 
Martin,  J. 
Mathew,  Captain 
Maunsell,  T.  P. 
Maxwell,  H. 
Meynell,  Captain 
Miles,  William 
Miles,  P.  J. 
Miller,  Wm.  Heniy 
Mordaunt,  Sir  J.,  Bt. 
Mosley,  Sir  O.,  Bt. 
Neeld,  J. 
Neeld,John 
Nicholl,  Dr. 
Noel,  Sir  G. 
Norreys,  Lord 
North,  F. 
Ossulston,  Lord 
Packe,  C.  W. 
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Palmer^  R. 

Palmer,  George 
Parker,  M. 
Patten,  J.  W. 

Peel,  right  hon.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  Colonel  J. 
Pelham,  J.  C. 
Pemberton,  Thomas 
Pigot,  R. 
Plumptre,J.P. 
PolhUl,  F. 
Pollen,  Sir  J.,  Bt. 
Pollock^  Sir  Fred. 
Powell,  Colonel 
Praed,  Winthrop  M. 
Price,  S.  G. 
Price,  R. 
Pusey,  P. 
Rae,  rt.  hon.  Sir  W. 
Reid,  Sir  J.  R. 
Richards,  J. 
Richards,  R. 
Rickford,  W. 
Rushbrooke,  Col. 
Russell,  C. 
Sanderson,  R. 
Sandon,  Viscount 
Scarlett,  hon.  R. 
Scott,  Sir  E.  D. 
Scott,  Lord  J. 
Scourfield,  W.  H. 
Shaw,  F. 
Sheppard,  T. 
Shirley,  £.  J. 
Sibthorp,  Colonel 
Sinclair,  Sir  G. 
Smith,  A. 
Smyth,  Sir  H.,  Bt. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Spry,  Sir  S. 
Stanley,  £. 


Stanley,  Lord 
Stewart,  J. 
Stormont,  Viscount 
Stuart,  Lord  D. 
Sturt,  Henry  Charles 
Tennent,  J.  £. 
Thomas,  Colonel 
ToUemache,  hon.  A. 
Townley,  R.  G. 
Trench,  Sir  F. 
Trevor,  hon.  A.' 
Trevor,  hon.  G,  R. 
Twiss,  H. 
Tyrrell,  Sir  J. 
Vere,  Sir  C.  B. 
Vernoo,  G.  H. 
Vesey,  hon.  T. 
Vyvyan,  Sir  R. 
Wall,  C.  B. 
Walpole,  Lord 
Walter,  John 
Welby,  G.  E. 
Wayland,  Major 
Whilmore,  T.  C. 
Wilbrabam,  B. 
Williams,  Robert 
Williams,  T.  P 
Wilmot,Sir  J.  E. 
Wilson,  H. 
Wodehouse,  E. 
Wood,  Colonel 
Wroltesley,  Sir  J.,  Bt. 
Wyodham,  Wadham 
Wynn,  rt.  hon.  C.  W. 
Yorke,  E.  T. 
Young,  G.  F. 
Young,  J. 
Young,  Sir  W. 

TELLERS. 

Clerk,  Sir  G. 
Ross,  C. 


Paired  Off  (not  official). 


roR, 
Dobbin,  L. 
Grey,  C. 
Heneage,  £. 
Martin,  John 
Clements,  Viscount 
Fitzsinon,  Nicholas 
White,  Samuel 
Sbarpe,  General 
Gillon,  William  D. 
Heron,  Sir  Robert 
Fergus,  John 
Fitnimon,  Ghristoph. 
Shell,  Richard  L. 
Beauclerk,  Major 
Talfourd,  Seraeant 
Blackbume,  J. 
Maxwell,  J. 
Marsland,  H. 
Fellowes,  N. 
Speirs,  A. 
O^Connor,  Don 
Chapman,  M.  L^ 
TvlWt,  J.  H. 


AGAINST. 

Verner,  Colonel 
Smith,  T.  A. 
Corbett,  Thomas  G. 
Chichester,  A. 
O'Neill,  General 
Coote,  Sir  C. 
Perceval,  Colonel 
Pringle,  Alexander 
Hope,  J. 

Hanmer,  Sir  John 
Charlton,  £.  L. 
Barneby,  John 
Agnew,  Sir  A. 
Ashley,  A.  H. 
Goulburn,  Sergeant 
Wortley,  J. 
Herbert,  Sidney 
Ryle,  John 
Lopes,  Sir  R. 
Goodricke,SirF.H.H. 
Cooper,  E.  J. 
Blandeville,  Viscount 
Flunketii  R, 


FOR. 

Childers,J.  W. 
Campbell,  W. 
Power,  J, 
Belfast,  Earl  of 
Maule,  Fox 
Vivian,  Major 
Grattan,  H. 
Marshall,  W. 
Jervis,  J. 
X/Ce,  «i  •  jj. 
Hallyburton,  D.  G. 
Baldwin,  Dr. 
Buckingham,  J.  S. 
Poyntz,  W.  S. 
Fort,  John 
Wakley,  Thomas 


AGAINST. 

Glynne,  Sir  S.  R. 
Forbes,  W. 
West,  J.  B. 
Hay,  Sir  John 
Pollington,  Viscount 
Peel,  Edmund 
Hayes,  Sir  E. 
Irton,  S. 

Jackson,  Sergeant 
Owen,  H, 
Darner,  D. 
Longfield,  R. 
Kearsley>  John  H. 
Somerset,  Lord  E. 
Davenport,  John 
Penniadocke,  J.  H. 


HOUSE   OF  LORDS, 
Thursday,  March  16,  1837. 

MiMUTBs.]  Petitions  presented.  By  the  Duke  of  RiOB- 
MowD,  ftom  the  LiosDsed  VictuaUen  of  Brii^ton,  far  a 
Revisiaii  of  the  Laws  impaung  liabilities  (br  the  loss  of 
Property  of  Penons  at  their  Houses;  and  ftom  Whita- 
church,  for  some  Legislative  Enactment  for  the  Relief  of 
unemployed  Irish  Labourers.— By  Lord  WTNroan,  ftom 
Stapleton,  against  forming  Unions  in  that  district— By 
several  NoUe  Loaiw,  fiiom  various  places,  against  the 
Abolition  of  Chuvch-iatos.— By  Lords  STRArFoaot  Port. 
MAN,  Brougbam,  the  Earls  of  Minto,  Bublinotoit/ 
Viscount  MsLBOuaKK,  and  the  Duke  of  RrcHaioN]>«  from 
various  pbuses,  for  the  AboUtlon  of  Churdi-rates. 

Petitions  for  Church-rates^]  Lord 
Wyndford  having  presented  a  petition 
from  a  parish  in  Cumberland  against  the 
New  Poor-law  Act, 

The  Bishop  of  Llandaff  hoped  the 
House  would  forgive  him  for  occupying 
its  attention  for  a  few  minutes ;  but  he 
could  not  help  expressing  his  surprise  at  a 
remark  from  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
yesterday,  that  the  number  of  petitions 
presented  in  favour  of  the  abolition  of 
Church-rates  was  greater  than  the  number 
which  had  been  presented  against  this 
measure  ;  and  that,  even  if  that  were  not 
allowed,  the  number  of  signatures  at« 
tached  to  the  former  would  far  exceed  the 
number  attached  to  the  latter. 

Lord  Brougham,  said  that  he  might  set 
the  rev.  Prelate  at  ease  on  that  point  at 
once,  by  informing  him  that  he  was  1a« 
bouring  under  an  entire  mistake,  because 
what  he  had  stated  was  just  the  reverse  of 
that  which  was  now  imputed  to  him.  He 
had  said  that  the  number  of  petitions 
against  the  abolition  of  Church-rates  no 
doabt  greatly  exceeded  the  number  in 
favour  of  the  abolition,  but  that  the 
number  of  signatures  attached  to  the  peti- 
tions in  favour  of  the  abolition  very  much 
exceeded  the  number  of  those  attached  to 
the  petitions  against  it. 
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Petitions  far 


Chufch*RQt4$. 
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The  Bishop  of  Llandaff  felt  obliged  to 
the  nobid  aoa  learned  Lord  for  setting  him 
right  in  that  respecL 

Lord  Brougham  t  Nor  was  it  yesterday 
1  said  sOj  but  some  time  before;  so  thqt 
yoa  are  wrong  there  also. 

The  Bishop  of  Z^fondo/f  was  prepared  to 
contend  that  the  signatures  of  persons  who 
did  not  pay  Church-rates  did  not  merit 
much  regard.  The  grievance  did  not  fall 
upon  them,  but  upon  those  who  paid  the 
Church-rates,  therefore  it  was  but  fair  to 
throw  out  of  the  consideration  of  the  peti-> 
tioners  all  the  non.rate-payers.  Un- 
doubtedl}[  the  House  could  not  analyse  the 
petitions  in  that  way,  but  he  wished,  for 
the  sake  of  the  general  impression  that 
might  be  made  on  the  public,  that  the 
distinction  he  had  suggested  should  be 
observed.  With  regard  to  the  petitioners 
qgainst  the  abolition  of  Church-rates,  that 
observation  was  not  applicable,  because 
there  the  non*rate-payers  were  most  en- 
titled to  he  heard,  inasmuch  as  they  would 
be  most  interested  if  the  Church-rates  were 
abolished.  The  non-rate-payers^  therefore, 
who  became  petitioners  against  the  abo* 
lition  of  Church^races,  ana  especially  the 
poor,  merited  the  attention  of  their  Lord- 
ships, As  to  the  others,  they  might  be 
divided  into  t^o  classes^  and  those  alone 
upon  whom  the  grievance  fell  were  entitled 


{LORDS} 

being  recognised  or  supported  by  the  State« 
However  that  might  be  coloured  over,  it 
was  at  the  bottom  of  what  was  recom- 
mended and  desired ;  and  it  was  for 
their  Lordships  to  consider  whether  they 
would  g;ive  countenance  to  a  proposition  of 
that  nature,  or  whether  they  would  not 
openly  avow  that  their  determination  was 
not  to  consent  to  any  measure  that  had 
for  itsobjeot  the  prevention  of  Christianity 
being  protected  by  the  State.  He  was  sure 
that  their  Lordships  would  sooner  surren- 
der their  birth-rights  than  give  up  that 
union  which  had  existed  for  a  thousand 
years.  The  right  rev.  Prelate  then  pre- 
sented several  petitions  from  different  parts 
of  Wales  against  the  abolition  of  Church* 
rates. 

ViscoqntJVfe/^ovrne  could  not  agree  with 
the  distinction  drawn  by  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  between  the  classes  of  petitioners, 
for  in  the  well-being  and  the  welfare  of 
Christianity  all  had  an  equal  interest  and 
an  equal  interest  also  in  the  settlement  of 
this  question  on  the  principles  which  would 
promote  the  pqace  and  welfare  of  the 
country.  He  therefore  could  by  no  means 
aoQuiesce  in  the  distinction  drawn  by  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  between  the  classes  of 
petitioners*  All  had  an  ecjual  right  to  lay 
their  opinions  before  their  lordships'  House 
as  to  the  measures  which  they  thought  ne- 


to  attention.    It  might  be  said  that  a  cessary  to  be  adopted  by  the  Legislature, 

person  had  a  right  to  come  to  their  Lord-  or  which  were  under  the  consideration  of 

ships'  House,  not  to  complain  of  an  injury  the  Legislature.  But  he  (Lord  Melbourne) 

or  a  personal  grievance,  but  to  complain  of  was  still  more  unwilling  to  acquiesce  In 

^'national  grievance.  If  that  were  so,  they  the  statement  with  which  the  right  rev. 

could  only  come  to  their  Lordships  in  the  Prelate  concluded  his  speech.    The  right 


character  of  advisers^  and  so  far  they 
might  be  entitled  to  be  heard.  As  a  mat- 
ter of  grievance,  he  was  sure  that  the  dis- 
tinction made  in  favour  of  justice  the  noble 
^nd  learned  Lord  would  readily  admit. 
There   were  petitions  of   that  character 

J)resented  by  a  right  rev.  Friend  of  his  from 
aboarers  in  Devonshire,  praying  that  they 
might  not  be  dejprived  of  the  privileges 
they  now  enjoyed.  It  was  saia  by  nis 
right  rev.  Friend^  that  that  petition  was 
attempted  to  be  counteracted  by  a  wealthy 
ipdividuaU  The  number  of  signatures  t.o 
a  petition  was  but  an  indifferent  test  for 
the  extent  of  the  grievance  of  which  the 
petitioners  complained.  In  conclusion  he 
would  say,  that  under  the  disapprobation 
^hich  had  been  expressed  by  the  peti- 
tioners against  the  Church-rates,  tnere 
waa  a  far  more  important  principle — 
the  petitioners   objected   tp  Christianity 


rev.  Prelate  had  said  that  if  the  prayers  of 
the  petitioners  were  acceded  to,  Christianity 
would  not  be  any  longer  recognised  as  the 
religion  of  the  country.  He  begged  leave 
to  protest  against  such  an  imputation  being 
cast  upon  those  who  had  petitioned  their 
Lordships*  Housci  and  he  felt  sorry  that  it 
had  come  f^om  a  quarter  which  he  re« 
spec  ted. 

The  Bishop  of  Llandaff  9A\&^  that  he 
did  not  intend  to  charge  the  petitioners 
with  a  wish  that  Christianity  should  not 
prevail,  or  that  H  should  not  be  generally 
received  as  the  religion  of  the  country  | 
but  he  contendedi  that  if  the  prayers  of 
the  petiiioners  were  acceded  to,  the^  would 
lead  to  the  separation  of  Christianity  from 
the  Government  of  the  country.  If  those 
prayers  were  acceded  to,  then  it  would  ffo 
forth  that  the  Government  regarded  reTi^ 

gion  with  IndiflTercnce,  and  as  %  matter  of 
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no  concern.  The  legitimate  inference  to  be 
drawn  from  the  prayer  of  the  petitioners 
wa«9  not  that  tbey  wished  to  disparage  re- 
ligion, but  that  Uiey  contemplated  objects 
wnich  their  Lordships  ought  never  to  con- 
fteat  to* 

Lord  Brougham  said,  that  in  all  the  pe- 
titions he  haa  presented— and  he  believed 
be  had  presented  the  greater  number  in 
favour  of  the  abolition  of  Cl)urch*rates— 
the  grounds  put  forward  for  their  abolition 
were  religiouti  and  not  political.  The  right 
rev*  Prelate  has  most  justly  said  in  the  ad- 
nussioQ  with  which  he  had  closed  his 
speech,  tliat  he  did  not  mean  to  impute 
stay  tukewarrooess  on  the  subject  of  reli- 

Sion  to  Dissenters,  and  certainly  if  he  had 
one  80  he  would  have  committed  a  very 
great  error.  It  was  on  the  ground  that 
they  considered  tlie  rate  injurious  to  the 
interests  of  religioni  as  well  as  oppressive 
tp  them  individually,  and  hard  uoon  them 
conscientiously*  that  the  great  bulk  of  the 
prayers  of  the  petitions  were  founded.  He 
entirely  agreed  with  his  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Melbourne)  that  whether  they  had  an  in- 
terest or  not  in  the  question,  they  had  a 
right  to  come  to  the  House  and  make 
known  their  sentiments  and  their  wishes. 
As  to  persons  of  a  certain  description  not 
paying  rates,  or  not  being  of  that  class 
vvhicb  might  be  supposed  to  be  best  capable 
of  entering  into  the  discussion  of  high  and 
difficult  points  of  policy,  whether  the 
class  of  persons  who  had  signed  the  peti- 
tion which  the  right  rev.  Prelate  had  pre- 
sented were  qualified  by  their  habits  to 
discuss  questions  of  a  high  and  difficult 
nature  he  really  would  not  take  on  himself 
to  say.  He  was  not  disposed  to  pronounce 
them  incapable  of  discussing  those  ques- 
tions, but  it  did  happen  that  a  considera- 
ble majority  of  those  who  had  given  their 
consent  to  the  petition  gave  it,  not  by 
signing  their  names,  but  by  affixing  crosses, 
commonly  called  their  marks. 

The  Bishop  of  Handoff  had  not  denied 
the  right  of  the  lowest  members  of  the 
community,  not  only  to  state  their  griev- 
ances,  but  to  give  tneir  opinion  as  to  the 
policy  of  any  public  measure.  He  only 
stated  that  the  petitions  of  those  who  had 
paid  no  rates  came  from  Uiose  who  suffered 
no  grievance,  and  that  therefore  they  were 
not  entitled  U>  great  consideration. 

Petition  laid  on  the  table. 

T«¥  Canaws.]  The  Earl  of  Blpon 
wisb^d  to  put  a  question  to  his  noble 


Friend,  (Lord  Glene1g)on  a  subject  which 
appeared  to  him  of  considerable  import- 
ance.    Their  Lordships  would   recollect 
that  in  the  commencement  of  the  present 
Session,  his  Maiesty,  in  his  speech  read 
by  his.Meyestys  UommissionerSi  called 
the  attention  or  Parliament  to  the  State 
of    affairs    in    Lower    Canada.      Since 
that  time,  various   documents  bad  been 
laid  on  the  table  of  the  House ;  and  it 
appeared  by  the  votes  of  the  other  House 
of  Parliament,    that   certain    resolutions 
had  been  submitted  to  the  consideration 
of  that  branch  of  the  legislature,  he  pre- 
sumed  explanatory  of  the  views  of  his 
Majesty's  Uovernment  on  the  subject,  and 
preparatory  to  the  introduction  of  some 
legislative  measure  applioable  to  the  exi^ 
gencies  of  the  case.    The  question  which 
he  bad  to  put  to  his  noble  Friend  was, 
therefore,  this — What  was  the  mode  in 
which  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Govern«- 
ment  to  bring  the  subject  under  the  notice 
of  this  House  ? — whether  it  was  intended 
to  proceed  by  way  of  resolution,  or  merely 
to  invite  their  Lordships  to  consider  any 
specific  law  or  measure  which  might  be 
sent  up  from  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment ?    He  did  not  purpose  to  avail  him- 
self of  this  opportunity  to  say  anything 
that  could  cause  the  slightest  discussion  on 
this  most  important  and  difficult  subject, 
and  he  should  be  sorry  to  say  anything 
that  could  in  the  least  embarrass  the  pro- 
ceedings of  Government  or  of  Parliament 
in  reference  to  ft ;  but  having  himself  had 
not  a  little  to  do  with  the  relations  between 
(his  country  and  Canada,  and  having  ap- 
plied considerable  attention  to  all  its  de-« 
tails,  he  might  be  excused  if  he  felt  some 
anxiety  to  know  what  course  his  Majesty's 
Government  intended  to  propose,    it  was 
obvious  there  were  two  modes  which  might 
be  adopted.     Either  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, having  first  approved  the  resolutions 
laid   before  them  should  send  them  to 
their     Lordships    to    ask     their    assent 
to  them,  or,   naving  passed   those  reso- 
lutions,  th^  should  pass   a    Bill,    and 
send  that    diH  up  to  this  House.      He 
should  be  disposed  to  think,  prima  facie^ 
that  there  might  be  considerable  advantage 
in  adopting  the  first  of  these  courses;  be* 
cause,  looking  at  the  nature  of  the  ques- 
tion itself — looking  at  the  mode  in  which 
it  affected  or  might  affect  an  independent 
Legislature  in  another  part  of  his  Majesty's 
dominions — ^looking  also  at  the   solemn 
manner  in  which  the  attention  of  the  Legis* 
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lature  here  had  been  called  to  it,  it  might  be 
expected  that  those  interested  in  thi^  ques- 
tion on  the  other  side  of  the  Atlantic 
would  be  disposed  to  attach  great  import- 
ance to  resolutions  proposed  by  one  House 
of  Parliament,  and  adopted  by  both  bran- 
ches of  the  Legislature.  At  the  same 
time,  he  must  confess  it  appeared  to 
him,  that  even  that  course  was  not  entirely 
free  from  difficulty ;  because  if  in  the  re- 
solutions of  the  other  House,  when 
brought  before  their  Lordships,  there 
should  appear — what  he  had  no  reason  to 
expect,  but  still  it  was  not  impossible — 
anything  which  their  Lordships  would  not 
think  it  right  to  agree  to,  and  if  their 
Lordships  should  feel  themselves  called  on 
to  propose  in  them  any  important  or  ma- 
terial amendments,  it  appeared  to  him 
that  the  effect  of  the  proceeding  as  a 
mode  of  influencing  the  judgment  of  the 
Legislature  of  Canada,  must  be  much  di« 
minished  if  its  force  were  not  wholly  de- 
stroyed. Then,  again,  many  persons  pre- 
pared to  vote  for  a  specific  measure,  might 
be  unwilling  to  vote  for  a  previous  decla- 
ration of  principle,  in  which  they  might 
not  concur.  It  was  under  these  circum- 
stances that  he  begged  to  ask  whether  his 
Majesty's  Government  had  made  up  their 
minds  as  to  the  course  to  be  pursued. 
But  if  his  noble  Friend  thought  that  any 
disadvantage,  even  the  slightest,  would 
result  7rom  answering  his  question,  he 
begged  that  his  noble  Friend  would  not 
answer  it ;  and  upon  his  assurance  to  that 
effect  he  should  be  perfectly  satisfied.  He 
would  now  state  the  motion  of  which  he 
had  given  notice,  and  which  was  mixed 
up  in  a  certain  degree  with  this  question. 
The  paper  he  wished  to  move  for  was  a 
return  of  the  expense  occasioned  by  the 
Commission  sent  to  Lower  Canada.  It 
had  been  his  intention  to  notice  on  the 
present  occasion  some  points  connected 
with  the  Report  made  bv  that  Commis- 
sion ;  bnt  on  reflection,  he  was  satisfied 
that  it  would  be  more  conformable  to  the 
principle  which  he  wished  to  see  acted  on 
with  regard  to  that  matter  if  he  abstained 
firom  making  the  comments  he  had  con- 
templated. He  thought  it  fit,  however, 
that  they  should  know  what  was  the  ex- 
pense of  that  Commission.  He  asked  for 
that  information  on  grounds  both  general 
and  special.  On  general  grounds,  how- 
ever, it  was  quite  obvio  s  that  the  ex- 
pense of  the  Commission  had  considerably 
tended  to  increase  the  dissatisfaction  which 


before  prevailed ;  and  on  special  grounds, 
because  among  the  various  productions 
that  spring  up  in  these  days  in  such  lux- 
uriant profusion  out  of  the  political  soil, 
nothing  was  more  remarkable  than  the 
abundance  of  the  crop  of  Commissioners. 
He  could  not  help  thinking  that  there 
might  be  very  good  reasons  for  exercising 
at  least  a  moderate  degree  of  vigilance 
respecting  the  growth  of  that  species  of 
expense ;  he  could  not  help  thinking  that 
there  was  some  danger,  if  a  little  vigilance 
were  not  exercised,  that  the  crop  of  Com- 
missions might  grow  to  be  a  crop  of  evils. 
He  begged  further  to  say,  that  he  had 
entertained  doubts  whether  there  was  any 
necessity  for  appointing  that  Commission 
at  all,  and  also  as  to  the  mode  in  which 
that  Commission  had  been  composed.  He 
entertained  doubts  as  to  the  necessity  of 
the  Commission,  inasmuch  as  he  thought 
there  was  no  lack  of  information  in  uiis 
country  with  respect  to  Lower  Canada  to 
be  found  in  the  office  over  which  his  noble 
Friend  presided,  and  over  which  it  had 
been  his  lot  to  preside  for  a  considerable 
time.  There  might  have  been  found 
abundant  communications  from  various 
well-informed  parties;  there  were,  be- 
sides, the  Reports  of  Committees  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  further,  there 
was,  at  the  time  the  Commission  was  ap- 
pointed, a  gentleman  in  London,  Mr. 
Viger,  who  was  a  quasi  representative  of 
the  Assembly  of  Lower  Canada,  and  than 
whom  no  Gentleman  ever  worked  harder 
with  his  pen  for  a  salary  of  1,300/.  a 
year — the  amount  which  the  Assembly  of 
Lower  Canada  were  so  obliging  as  to  pay 
him.  He  had  frequently,  at  the  request 
of  that  Gentleman,  had  interviews  with 
him ;  and  he  should  think,  from  the  mass 
of  information  which  he  poured  into  the 
office,  that  no  more  complete  knowledge 
than  he  was  able  to  supply  of  the  views, 
feelings,  wishes,  and  course  of  proceeding 
of  the  body,  with  respect  to  whom  all 
these  difficulties  had  arisen,  could  be 
desired.  He  believed  there  were  many 
individuals  in  this  country  whose  opinions 
were  very  different  from  those  of  this 
gentleman,  who  would  have  had  no  objec- 
tion to  state  their  views  to  his  Majesty's 
Government.  In  addition  to  Mr.  Viger, 
there  was  at  least  one  individual  to  whom 
he  was  sure  his  noble  Friend  never  could 
have  applied  in  vain  for  any  information 
which  It  was  in  his  power  to  give,  and  of 

all  men  in  this  countryi  he  was  the  most 
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competent  to  furnish  information  that 
might  be  most  implicitly  relied  on — he 
alloded  to  Sir  J.  Kempt,  the  late  Governor 
of  Lower  Canada,  who  had  shown  himself 
«8  competent  to  the  duty  of  Civil  Govern- 
ment,  as  he  was  to  that  of  conducting  his 
Majesty's  troops  in  the  field. 

Lord  Glenelg  entirely  concarred  with 
the  noble  Earl  as  to  the  extreme  import- 
ance of  this  subject— a  subject,  he  would 
add,  which  no  one  could  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  with  greater  propriety 
than  the  noble  Earl,  whose  acquaintance 
with  all  its  bearings  was  necessarily  so 
great.  He  was  perfectly  ready  to  answer 
the  questions  which  had  been  put.  The 
course  intended  to  be  taken  was  this. 
The  House  was  aware  that  certain  resolu- 
tions upon  this  subject  had  been  brought 
before  the  House  of  Commons,  upon 
whfeh  resolutions  a  measure  had  been 
framed.  Some  of  these  resolutions  had 
been  acceded  to,  and  as  soon  as  the  re- 
cnaining  resolutions  were  agreed  to,  the 
whole  of  them  would  be  communicated  to 
their  Lordships.  In  reference  to  the  other 
question,  respecting  the  expense  of  the 
Commission,  he  had  not  the  slightest 
objection  to  the  production  of  all  the 
accounts.  He  quite  concurred  with  the 
noble  Garl  as  to  the  propriety  of  abstain- 
ing from  any  discussion  on  this  subject  on 
the  present  occasion.  The  question  in  all 
its  bearings  would,  however,  shortly  come 
before  their  Lordships,  and  he  would  then 
endeavour  to  satisfy  the  noble  Earl,  who, 
he  was  sure,  was  open  to  conviction,  of 
the  necessity  of  establishing  the  Commis- 
sion, and  as  to  the  composition  and  con- 
duct of  the  Commission  itself. 

The  Earl  of  Aberdeen  would  suggest 
the  propriety  of  sending  to  the  House  of 
Commons  for  a  copy  of  the  evidence  on 
this  subject  taken  before  the  Committee 
of  1834.  The  proceedings  in  the  House 
of  Commons  had  been  stopped  half  way, 
and  for  an  indefinite  period,  in  conse* 
quence  of  that  evidence  not  being  before 
the  House,  it  not  having  been  printed,  at 
the  termination  of  the  sitting  of  the  Com- 
mittee. It  had  now,  however,  been 
printed,  and  it  was  most  desirable  that  it 
should  be  on  their  Lordships'  table,  in 
order  that  when  the  subject  came  before 
them,  their  proceedings  might  not  be 
delayed,  as  those  in  the  other  House  had 
been. 

Lord  Glenelff  was  quite  willing  that  the 
tndence  should  be  sent  fort    The  delay. 


however,  in  the  other  House  had  not  ori- 
ginated with  Ministers,  who  considered 
that  the  evidence  already  on  the  table  of 
the  House  of  Commons  was  quite  silfii- 
cient  to  justify  the  resolutions. 

A  motion  was  made  that  this  evidence 
should  be  sent  for,  and  was  agreed  to. 

HOUSE   OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  March  16,  1837. 

MiNUTKS.]    Bills.    Read  a  fiist  time  :<— Municipal  Corpora* 

tions  <S«otland). 
Petitions  presented.    By  Mr.  Clay,  Mr.  Wallace,  CoUmel 

TaoMPSOir,  Mr.  Rojbbuck,  Mr.  Gillon,  and  other  Hon. 

Mbhbbus,  ftmn  vBrious  places,  tot  Repeal  of  Oom-tewt. 

•*-By  the  Marquess  of  Chanoob,  andother  Hon.  Mbhbsbs, 

from  several  places,  against  the  R^eal  of  the  Com-laws. 

Corn  Laws.]  Mr.  Clay  presented 
several  petitions  from  various  places 
against  the  Corn-laws,  and  then  spoke 
as  follows : — Sir,  in  rising  to  make  the 
motion  of  which  I  have  given  notice,  I 
venture  to  remind  the  House  that  .1  have 
at  least  this  claim  on  its  indulgence — ^viz., 
that  I  have  twice  postponed  my  motion 
from  motives  of  respect  for  the  House  and 
regard  for  its  convenience.  First,  in  1835, 
in  order  that  1  might  not  impede  the  pro- 
gress of  the  English  Municipal  Corporations 
Reform  Bill ;  and,  secondly,  last  Session, 
in  consequence  of  the  appointment  of  a 
Committee  to  inquire  into  the  state  of 
agriculture.  It  appeared  to  me  that  I 
should  be  wanting  in  the  respect  due  both 
to  this  House  and  to  the  large  classes  of 
the  community  interested  in  the  result  of 
that  inquiry,  if,  during  the  sitting  of  the 
Committee,  1  had  pressed  my  motion.  I 
feel  that  I  have  been  rewarded  for  this 
forbearance  hj  the  valuable  illustrations 
'which  the  evidence  given  to  that  Com- 
mittee affords  of  the  working  of  our  pre- 
sent system.  I  shall  only  further  premise 
that  it  will  be  my  endeavour  to  treat  the 
great  question  which  my  motion  raises— 
a  question  second,  assuredly,  in  impor- 
tance to  none  which  can  occupy  the  at- 
tention of  the  House— calmly  and  dispas- 
sionately ;  I  wish  to  bring  to  the  discus- 
sion of  it  no  weapons  but  those  which 
reason  or  facts  can  supply.  The  history 
of  our  legislation  with  respect  to  com, 
must,  of  course,  be  so  familiar  to  every 
Gentleman  who  hears  me,  that  it  is  only 
necessary  for  me  to  allude  very  briefly  to 
its  leading  features  and  more  remarkable 
epochs.  From  the  conquest  until  nearly 
the  middle  of  the  fifteenth  century,  the 

exportation  of  corn  was  wholly  probibited. 
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At  thai  period — the  reign  of  Henry  6lb  — 
the  ex|X)riation  of  wheat  wii9  perrniUfd 
when  the  price  did  not  exceed  6is.  SU*  per 
quarter.  From  the  reifi)  of  Henry  6th 
to  the  reigo  of  Ch«rlee  the  2nd  litUe 
otber  change  wae  made  in  the  Corn-laws 
than  e  gradual  extensipo  of  the  price  at 
which  corn  was  ^XPQrtgbie.  In  the  reign 
of  Charles  the  2nd  a  duty  was  laid  9n  the 
importation  of  corn;  and  in  16d8,  1st  of 
William  9d,  the  famous  statute  giving  a 
bounly  oa  exportation  wae  pass^.    By 

that  Act  a  bounty  of  5s.  per  quarter  was 
gfvcp  on  the  exportation  of  wheat  when 
the  market  priee  did  not  exceed  43«.  per 
quafler;  whilst  on  ifflportatioD  the  daiy, 
as  fixed  In  the  retgn  of  Charles  the  Itna, 
wax  8U.  9d,  per  quarter  qntil  the  market 
pr ice  was  44i,  1  17«,  until  the  price  wai 
6^9,  Adti  and  8s.»  gntil  the  price  was 
90i.,  thee  1«.  4d.    By  this  Act  'the  trade 
in  corn  was  regulated  until  1766,  when 
the  dutiei  on  importation  were  suspended 
by  proclamation!  on  ai^count  of  the  high 
prioei  I  and  in  1773,  by  Act  of  Parliamentt 
impof iatioD  of  wheat  was  permitted  when 
the  market  price  reached  48«*4  at  6d,  per 
quarter!  whilst,  with  a  market  price  of 
44i.,  exportation    and  bounty   were  to 
ceaae.    Of  the  Act  of  1773,  Adam  Smith 
says:-^'<  With  all  its  imperfections,  bowi* 
everj  wi  may  perhaps  say  of  it  what  wa^ 
aaid  of  the  laws  of  Solon^— that  though 
not  the  best  in  itself,  it  is  yet  the  best 
which  the  interests,  prejudices,  and  tem- 
per of  the  times  would  admit  of.    It  may, 
perhaps,  in  due  time  prepare  the  way  for 
a  better."    What  would  that  great  man, 
who  so  strongly  urges  the  advantage  of  a 
free  trade  in  oorn,  have  said  to  our  subse** 
quent  legislation  on  this  matter  ?  In  1761 
it  was  enacted  that  when  wheat  was  under 
£0«,  the  duty  ehoold  be  524s,  3«i.i  and 
in   1804,    thai  when  under   6ds.  there 
should  be  the  same  duty  of  34s,  3d« ;  but 
t>otb  these  enactments  were  inoperative, 
Ifom  the  high  prices  that  prevailed  during 
the  war,  and  subsequently  the  trade  in 
corn  was  free  from  1773  to  1815.  In  that 
year  wax  passed  the  oever  to  be  forgotten 
Act  by  which  the  importation  of  wheat 
waa  prohibited  until  the  price  reached  80i. 
per  quartert    Of  that  Act  I  dare  not  trust 
myaelf  to  apeak ;  it  no  longer  disgraces 
the  Statute-book,  and  it  is  needless  to 
oharaeterixe  the  spirit  in  which  it  was 
eo«ceived  i  signalised  a«  it  was  in  its  pro- 
gress Ibrottgh  the  Legislature  by  riots  and 
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safety  of  the  metropolis,  and  rendered  it 
necessary  to  protect  by  an  armed  force  the 
members  of  either  House  of  Parliament  in 
the  discharge  of  their  duties'^pasxed 
amid«t  the  execretiona  of  the  people 
-i^and  thrice  suspended  to  avert  famine* 
Wheat  during  its  existence,  having  been 
at  M^t  per  quarter  at  one  timci  and  38s. 
per  querter  at  another»  it  was  finally  rcn 
pealed  in  1 838,  without  one  single  voice 
being  raised  in  its  defence.  By  the  Act 
ofl828,  (9ih  George  4tb,  c.  60)  the  Act 
which  now  regulates  the  corn  trade,  wheat 
is  importable  at  all  times;  but  when  it  ia 
at  63^,  per  quarter  the  duty  is  24s.  Sd., 
as  the  price  rt^es  the  duty  diminishesi 
until  at  73s„  it  is  only  Is*  per  Quarter.  Ou 
the  other  band,  below  62s.  there  is  an 
addition  of  U,  per  quarter  duty  for  every  Is, 
fall  in  pricCf  Now  the  first  consideratioA 
which  suggests  itself  on  a  review  of  cue 
legislation  in  respect  of  corn  ia  thif^  thai 
its  constant  aim  (and  more  especially  of 
our  recent  legislation)  has  been  to  regu^* 
late  the  price.  Sir,  I  ask  by  what  right 
we  make  any  such  attempt  ?«««an  attempt, 
the  less  justifiable,  as  it  is  directly  op« 
posed  to  the  whole  spirit  of  our  legisla** 
tion  on  all  analogous  questions.  Our  sya* 
tern  of  Corn4aws  presents  to  ys  tbe  start* 
ing  anomaly,  that  whilst  the  prices  of  all 
other  commodities  are  left  to  the  opera* 
lion  of  the  varioua  causes  which  influenca 
prices,  with  respect  to  corn  alone  it  is  de- 
cided by  the  Legislature^  that  the  price 
shall  not-^80  far  as  laws  can  secure  that 
object*«*faU  below  such  rate  as  to  the 
makers  of  those  laws  may  seem  fit.  Every 
thing  else  may  fall— the  produce  of  tbe 
loom^the  wages  of  labour;  but  the  price 
of  the  great  necessary  of  life-^bread«»is 
by  Act  of  Parliament  to  remain  unaltered* 
With  respect  to  all  other  articles  we  r^ 
cognise  two  principles  io  the  impo* 
sition  of  duties;  the  one,  the  raising 
revenues  for  the  e^tigancies  of  tbe  atale; 
the  otber,  the  affording  protection  against 
foreign  competition  to  some  article  of 
native  produce.  With  reapect  to  cota 
alone  we  recognise  a  third,  via.,  tbe  fi&iny, 
by  a  peculiar  mode  of  levying  the  import 
duties,  a  price  below  which  it  shall  not 
fall^-^  principle  widely  differing  from  and 
going  far  beyond  the  mere  imposition  of 
protecting  duties  in  all  other  cases.  A 
protecting  duty,  in  the  ordinary  aensey 
is  of  fixed  amount,  proceeding  upon  some 
calculation  of  the  greater  coal  of  the  bovie 
tr%de  tb«m  of  |h«  aitaiUr  foreign  commo<» 
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dity,  but  it  has  no  refarenoe  to  tlie  prioe 
in  the  home  market  of  the  artigle  bo  pro- 
tected.  An  illugtration  drawn  from  opr 
practice  with  regard  to  any  otb^r  coromo-' 
dity>  will  at  opce  render  elear  this  dig- 
tinctipn,  go  important  in  its  effects.  Silk 
goods  for  instance,  are  an  artioie  of  home 
manufacture  protected  by  a  very  high 
duty;  the  Legislatiire  has  assumed  thirty 
per  cent,  to  be  the  ampunt  of  duty  which 
will  enable  the  British  manufacturer  to 
compete  with  his  foreign  rival~*it  imposes 
that  duty,  but  it  goes  no  farther.  There 
is  no  attempt  to  uphold  the  price  in  the 
home  market,  by  enacting  that  the  duty 
on  foreign  silk  goods  shall  vary  inversely 
as  the  price  of  British  piece  goods — that  if 
the  price  of  gros  de  Naples  fM  twenty 
percent,  the  duty  shall  rise  twenty  per 
cent.  The  protection  considered  adequate 
Co  the  different  cost  of  production  being 
once  given,  the  price  of  the  commodity  is 
left  to  the  natural  effect  of  supply  and 
demand,  and  the  public  enjoys  the  full 
beneBt  of  that  diminished  price,  which 
either  competition  or  diminished  cost  of 
production  may  occaiion.  What  would 
be  said  to  a  proposition  from  the  cotton* 
manufacturers,  the  silk*weavers,  or  the 
clothiers,  that  the  duties  on  the  silks  and 
cloths  of  France,  or  the  printed  cottons  of 
Swit^rland,  should  be  regulated  from 
time  to  time  bv  the  average  prices  of  Bri- 
tish silks,  eiothSi  and  printed  cottons  If^ 
and  yet  it  would  not  be  easy,  I  suspect,  to 
show  what  better  claim  the  producer  of  100 
quarters  of  corn  has  to  have  the  price  of 
bis  commodity  kept  '*  steadv,"  as  the 
phrase  is,  than  the  producer  of  100  pieces 
of  broad  cloth.  Sir,  we  have  recently 
given  a  signal  proof  how  steadily,  in  re-* 
spect  of  everything  but  corn,  we  mean  to 
adhere  to  the  salutary  principles  of  abstain- 
ing from  any  interference  with  prices. 
The  handloom  weavers,  engaged  in  a 
hopeless  contest  with  the  giant  powers  of 
steam,  ffnding  their  wages  incessantly  fall- 
ing from  causes  which  they  can  neither 
comprehend  nor  contend  with,  turned  in 
their  despair  to  Parliament,  and  entreated 
of  this  House  to  regulate  tlie  price  at 
which  the  capitalist  may  avail  himself  of 
that  labour  which  is  their  only  property. 
They  asked  of  you  that  their  wages  should 
be  ffxed  precisely  as  you  attempt  to  regu- 
late the  price  of  corn,  by  averages  of  the 
prices  of  labour  taken  at  itaied  periodSf 
and  with  the  sanction  of  law,  Now,  if 
om  tb«re  weio  a  OftM  in  which  ooe  might 


be  templed  to  depart  from  sound  princi.- 
ple.  assuredly  it  is  the  case  of  the  hand* 
loom  weavers,  from  peculiar  circumstan- 
ces ;  ffrst,  from  the  increase  of  their  own 
numbers  adding  to  the  amount  of  labour 
in  the  market)  and  neat  ffom  the  incraas* 
ing  use  of  steam  in  weaving,  whieh  tends 
to  render  that  labour  of  less  value* 
They  ar^  wholly  in  the  power  of  their 
masters,  who,  again,  from  the  force  of 
competition,  are  almost  compelled  lo 
use  that  power  pitilessly ;  witilst  in 
many  articles,  in  which  we  have  not 
to  fear  foreign  competition  it  would 
appear  as  if  the  home  competition, 
which  depresses  perpetually  the  price  of 
the  manufactured  artiele,  and  with  it  the 
wages  of  the  operative,  were  without  ao 
object.  The  question,  too,  to  them  is  nd 
one  of  greater  or  less  enjoymant,  but  of 
the  means  of  aubsistence-^net  of  comfort 
or  luxuries,  but  of  life  and  deatb«  A 
Select  Committee  sat  for  two  Sessions  on 
the  petitions  of  these  unhappy  men,  and 
heard  fVom  themselves  the  statements  of 
their  case*  Bo  impressed  were  that  Com* 
mittee  with  the  evidence  which  the 
petitioners  brought  forward  of  their 
depressed  condition,  that  they  recom« 
mended  to  the  House  the  adoption  of  a 
Bill,  introduced  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oldham,  for  regulating,  agreeably  to 
averages  to  be  taken,  after  the  fashion  of 
the  corn  averages,  the  wages  of  hand* 
loom  weavers.  You  rejected  that  Bill  i 
in  my  opinion  you  did  wisely  ;  you  would 
only  by  interference  have  created  evils 
tenfold  greater  and  more  wide-spreading 
than  those  you  sought  to  remedy  ;  but 
then,  for  the  sake  of  justice  and  mercy, 
be  consistent— hIo  not  say  to  these  sup. 
plicants,  *'  We  will  take  no  steps  to  pre- 
vent your  wages  falling;  but  we  will 
endeavour  as  much  as  in  us  lies  to  keep  up 
the  price  of  Corn.  We  will  e^joy  the 
advantages  to  be  derived  from  your 
increased  toil  and  diminished  rernuneration 
We  are  content  that  the  cloth,  the  linen, 
and  the  silk,  which  clothe  our  families  or 
deck  our  chambers  shall  fall  to  half  or  a 
third  of  their  former  price  2  but  we  will 
not  permit  that  bread,  which  oonstitutea 
yourhumble  meal,  to  fall  in  pruso,  altbough 
such  a  reduction  might  compensate  for 
your  d  iminished  means."  Is  this  language 
which  is  becoming  in  us  to  use  ?  And  yal 
it  is  the  language  of  our  statute-book, 
which  equally,  in  the  abundance  of  ita 
devieoi  to  upnold  the  price  of  the  produco 


567 


Cam^Laws. 


{COMMONS} 


Corn- Laws. 


66ft 


of  land,  and  in  the  absence  of  all  such 
affectionate  care  as  to  any  other  com- 
modities, speaks  a  language  clear  and 
significant  as  to  the  materials  of  those 
legislative  bodies  from  which  it  has 
emanated.  It  is  no  answer  to  the  charge 
which  I  have  brought  against  Parliament 
of  manifesting  an  unfair  preference  for  the 
interests  of  the  agricultural  classes  to  say 
that  the  laws  to  which  I  have  been  referring 
have  not  kept  up  the  price  of  corn — that 
we  have  been  guilty  of  a  profitless  wrong— 
their  intention  is  undoubted ;  and  it  is 
with  their  Spirit  and  intention  alone  that 
I  am  at  this  moment  dealing.  1  do  not 
wish,  however,  to  press  this  argument  for 
more  than  it  is  worth,  still  less  to  charge 
the  Members  of  this  or  of  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  with  merely  sordid 
views  in  their  legislating  on  this  matter. 
But  whilst  it  would  display  an  absurd 
ignorance  of  human  nature  not  to  suspect 
that  legislative  bodies  composed  of  land- 
holders should  have  some  bias  towards  an 
undue  protection  of  the  landed  interest, 
I  am  quite  ready  to  allow  that  they  may 
have  been  so  biassed  unconsciously  to 
themselves,  and  may  have  been  persuaded 
that  a  course  of  legislation  which  seemed 
so  convenient  for  themselves  was  also  con- 
ducive to  the  welfare  of  the  whole  com- 
munity. 1  admit,  too,  that  it  is  possible, 
or  at  least  fairly  open  to  discussion,  that 
they  may  be  right  in*  such  persuasion  ; 
anci  in  that  case  it  would  oe  no  good 
argument  against  the  Corn-laws  that  they 
were  enacted  chiefly  with  a  view  to  the 
benefit  of  one  class  if  they  proved  to  be  of 
advantage  to  the  whole  community.  On 
the  other  hand  it  must  also  be  admitted 
thar  the  burthen  of  this  proof  fairly  rests 
upon  the  advocates  of  the  present  system, 
and  that  they  are  bound  clearly  to  show  a 
benefit  arising  to  the  whole  communicy, 
from  laws  at  least  apparently  so  par- 
tial and  unjust.  Of^  the  great,  the 
paramount  importance  of  all  laws  relating 
to  the  physical  well-being  of  the  people 
there  cannot  be  two  opinions — ^itis  beyond 
all  doubt  the  most  important  branch  of 
legislation  ;  for,  with  a  people  steeped  in 
misery,  the  best-devised  taws  for  the 
■ecnntyof  life  and  property  will — as  we 
have  the  melancholy  proof  in  Ireland — be 
found  inefficacious,  and  education  itself 
will  be  in  vain.  What  should  be  the  aim 
of  all  legislation  on  this  matter  ?  To 
secure  to  the  people  the  greatest  com- 
mand oyer  the  Decenaries  aQ4  comforts  of 


existence  ;  and  first  among  these  an  abun- 
dance of  nutritious  and  agreeable  food* 
That  this  should  be  our  object  there  can 
be  no  doubt ;  the  only  difference  of 
opinion  will  be  how  to  arrive  at  it.  The 
Corn-laws  are  our  practical  solution  of 
this  problem.  Any  restriction  on  the  free 
importation  of  Corn  in  a  densely-peopled 
country  must,  of  course,  have  theefiectof 
raising  the  price  in  such  country  to  a 
higher  level  than  it  obtains  in  countries 
where  the  population  bears  a  smaller  ratio 
to  the  extent  of  fertile  soil.  This  must 
necessarily  be  the  operation  of  the  Corn- 
laws  in  England,  as  it  was,  indeed,  the 
effect  avowedly  intended  by  the  framersof 
them.  A  further  result  of  the  Corn-laws, 
but  which,  although  flowing  from  their 
operation  by  a  necessary  and  inevitable 
process,  was  not  foreseen  or  intended  by 
their  framers,  is  a  tendency  to  extreme 
fluctuations  of  price.  Both  of  the  fore- 
going results  of  the  Corn-laws  are,  in  their 
effects  upon  the  community,  eminently 
disastrous.  We  will  consider  them 
successively.  I  do  not  know  that  in 
arguing  this  question  there  is  anything 
which,  beforehand,  I  should  have  thought 
less  necessary  than  the  attempt  to  prove 
that  a  high  price  of  food  is  disadvantageous 
or  cheap  food  a  blessing  to  the  people ; 
but  so  many  idle  fallacies  are  afloat  on 
this  subject  such,  for  instance,  as  that 
price  is  merely  relative,  and  that  "  it  is  no 
matter  how  dear  Corn  is  if  the  people  have 
money  to  buy  it" — that  it  may  be  as  well, 
perhaps,  to  state  this  question  as  to  the 
efiect  of  high  or  low  priced  food  in  its 
essential  and  abstract  shape,  and  in  the 
simplest  terms.  This  question  may,  when 
disembarrassed  of  extraneous  consi- 
derations, be  stated  in  terms  so  short  and 
clear  as  almost  to  amount  to  a  self-evident 
proposition — a  proposition  which  ought, 
by  this  time,  to  have  ranked  among  those 
elementary  truths  no  longer  open  to  dis- 
cussion. All  that  mankind  possess  of  value 
is  the  produce  of  labour ;  in  exact  pro- 
portion to  the  labour  required  to  produce 
any  commodity  will  be  its  exchangeable 
value.  When  any  portion  of  the  earth's 
surface  becomes  so  densely  peopled  that 
all  the  best  soil  is  occupied,  recourse  must 
be  had  to  inferior  soil,  or  more  labour  be 
bestowed  on  the  good  soils  with  a  dimin- 
ishing result.  In  such  a  country,  there- 
fore, any  given  quantity  of  food  will  re- 
quire a  continaallv  increasing  amount  of 
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will   become  dearer.    But  labour^  how- 
ever  engaged,  is  of  equal  value;  in  such 
a    country,  therefore,  the   manufacturer, 
the    mechanic,  and  the  artisan,  would  be 
compelled  to  give  a  continually  increasing 
amount    of    labour  for   their  daily  food. 
Can  there  be  a  doubt,  then,  that  the  state 
of  a  country  of  limited  extent,  and  rapidly 
increasing  m  population,  yet  confined  to 
its  own  resources  for  food,  must  be  one  of 
decreasing  comfort  ?    Circumstances  may 
arrest  or  delay  the  process,  but  the  ten- 
dency is  certain.     If  such  be  the  charac- 
ter of  the  Corn-laws,  unjust  in  principle, 
and   dangerous  in  tendency,  there  should 
be  some  especial  reasons  of  overpowering 
weight  and  cogency  for  maintaining  them. 
Let  us  see  how  far  the  arguments  com- 
monly urged  in  their  defence  deserve  that 
character.     Sir,  we  are  first  told  of  the 
value  of  the  home  market  to  the  manu- 
facturer.    But  by  whom  are  we  told  this  ? 
By  those  who  would  by  their  own  showing 
keep  the  price  of  corn  here  100  per  cent, 
above  the  price  abroad.     Their  attempt 
to  alarm  the  manufacturer  by  the  prospect 
of  losing  a  market  in  which  his  100  pieces 
of  broad  cloth  produce  him  100  quarters 
of  wheat,  when  tie  is  to  get  in  exchange  a 
customer  who  will  gladly  give  him  200 
quarters,   is  reckoning,  as  it  appears  to 
me,  not  inconsiderately  on  his  credulity. 
Akin  to  these  assertions  of  the  value  of 
the  home  market,  are  the  professions  of 
anxiety  for  the  welfare  of  the  manufac- 
turing classes  by  the  same  parties,  and 
the  earnest  declarations  of  their  belief 
that  the  interests  of  those  classes  and  of 
the  landholder  are  identical.    These  pro- 
fessions have  been  reiterated,  I  had  almost 
said  (uf  nauseam^  both  within  and  without 
these  walls,  and  had  served  as  the  intro- 
duction to  every  measure  for  keeping  up 
the  price  of  corn.     It  is  high  time  that 
this  talk  should  be  put  an  end  to.    The 
landholder  and  the  manufacturer  have  a 
community  of  interest  under  a  system  of 
free  trade  in  corn ;  they  have  not  a  com- 
munity of  interest    under    our    present 
system;  on  the  contrary,  their  interests 
are    in    direct   opposition;   our  present 
system  renders  high  prices  necessary  to 
the  prosperity  of  the  agricultural  classes, 
whilst  low  prices,  at  least  prices  on  a  level 
with  those  of  other  countries,  are  essential 
to  the  manufacturer.     These  respective 
classes,  accordingly,  have  never  prospered 
at  the  same  time  since  1815 — have  never 
even  appeared  to  prosper  together,  except 


at  rare  intervals,  and  from  peculiar  cir- 
cumstances.    I  hold  in  my  hand  doca« 
ments  which  completjely  prove  this  asser- 
tion, but  I  shall  not  trouble  the  House  by 
referring  to  them  unless  this  assertion  be 
disputed.     But,  then,  it  is  asked,   how 
should   we  employ  our  agricultural  la- 
bourers if   we  eat    cheap    foreign  corn 
instead  of  dear  English   corn?     If  their 
labour  be  at  present  wasted,  we  had  better 
maintain  them  in  absolute  idleness  than 
employ  them  in  wasting  capital  as  well  as 
their  own  time ;  but  in  truth  there  would 
be  employment  for  them  in  the  thousand 
channels  which,  in  a  thriving  community, 
and  with  rapidly  increasing  wealth,   are 
open   to  industry ;  independently  of  the 
consideration  that  the  repeal  of  the  Corn- 
laws  would  change  the  nature  rather  than 
alter  the  aiqount  of  the  demand  for  agri- 
cultural labour.    Again,  it  is  said,  &at 
high  prices  of  agricultural  produce  are 
necessary  to  enable  us  to  bear  the  burthen 
of  taxation,  and    that    the    Corn-laws, 
therefore,    are  wise  and   just   laws,    as 
producing  that  efiect.     Never  was  there  a 
mistake  so  gross,  I  had  almost  said  so 
ludicrous,  as  this.    The  power  to  support 
taxation  depends  wholly  and  solely  on  the 
net  income  of  the  community— on  profits ; 
that  is,  after  defraying  the  cost  of  sub- 
sistence of  the  labourer,  and  replacing  the 
funds  of  the  capitalist.    A  net  surplus  of 
income  is  the  only  fund  on  which   an 
individual  can  permanently  rely  to  endure 
any  burden,  on  his  finances,  and  as  the 
cost  of  his  subsistence  is  lower,  so  will  his 
surplus  be  larger.     That  which  is  true  of 
one  man  is  true  of  a  nation ;  and  if  we 
could  with  a  free  trade  in  corn  procure  the 
amount  of  bread  now  consumed  in  the 
empire  by  the  labour  of  500,000  fewer 
men,  we_  should    add  annually  to  the 
national  Tesources  the  whole  produce  of 
their  labour  (a  produce  little  short  prob- 
ably of  the  interest  of  the  national  debt) 
now,  on  that  supposition,  utterly  wasted. 
But  does  this  proposition  rest  on  theory 
alone?    On  the  contrary,  it  is  supported 
by  the  unanswerable  logic  of  facts.    If  it 
be  true  that  high  prices  of  agricultural 
produce  are  necessary  to  enable  us  to 
support  taxation,  then  the  revenue  would 
be  flourishing  when  the  prices  of  that 
produce  were  high,  and  decay  when  they 
were  low.     How  do  the  facts  for  the  last 
twenty  years  agree  with  this  hypothesis? 

The  revenue  of  1815,  from  the  four 
great  soarces  of  the  income  of 


m 


(hnuLawB. 


Corn''La'U)s. 


672 


the  itat#,  vh.  eustcmiB,  cxelse, 
-   ilMtiptf  Mid  MSes«dd  tixet,  ifas 
The  revenue  ef  1819  frooi  the  leme 

sourcee       •        •        •        •        • 

Being  a  diminution  of     . 

Butin the  years  1816,  1817.  1818, 
and  1818,  taxes  were  repealed 
amounting  to  ^17,862,848 

Taxes  were  impdsed  amounting  to 
,        .        ,        .  3,486,707 
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^fi,04d,882 
54,3^7,060 
20,788^22 


14.376,141 

ActtMll  iillliilg  oflT^f  revenue       ^6)412,081 

Now,  during  the  period  in  which  the 
defalcation  occurred,  what  were  the  prices 
of  corn  ?  Low,  of  course,  if  the  hypothe- 
sis to  which  I  have  alluded  be  sound. 
They  were  on  the  contrary,  by  very  far 
the  highest  which  have  occurred  since  the 
peace,  and  almost  eaual  during  a  portion 
of  the  time  to  the  highest  price  of  the 
war. 

The  tti«ttD  ftridd  of  1810  wu  76e.8d.perqh 

1817  ^  94«.0d. 

1818  —  838. 8d. 

1819  >- 228.3d. 
Metfttprfce  of  the  whole  8eri68  —  Sls^ild. 

The  prices  of  the  next  four  years  were  as 
remarkably  low»  vizi  t 

18221  438.  3d. .,  1823.  51..  M.  J"*"°^»•'^^• 
ARd  durttig  thitf  period  the  condition  of 
the  revenue  was  as  follows  :*— 

Revenue  of  I8l9t  as  above  stated  ^54,257^060 


of  1823 


Being  ftn  ioeriMe  of 
But  in  the  four  years  there  liad  been 
taxeft  repealed        .    jf 6,800, 1 45 
t.e9s  ditto  imposed    .  183,040 


lUal  IncMase  of  revenue 


i: 


54,465,845 
209,785 

6,617.890 

*  I  III  ■■ 

i^6,826,896 

So  that^  with  a  price  of  Sis.  6d.  (the 
rice,  be  it  recollected,  at  which  it  was 
oped,  expected,  and  intended  that  wheat 
should  remain  under  the  law  of  1815)  the 
revenue  fell  off  £6,40r',000  in  four  years, 
with  a  price  of  53s.  l()d.  it  improved  in  a 
period  of  similar  duration  £6,800,000.  A 
comparison  of  the  state  of  the  revenue 
with  the  prices  of  wheat  during  the  years 
since  1823  does  not  present  results  so 
striking  as  those  1  have  already  stated; 
but  it  yet  affords  results  well  worthv  of 
the  attention  of  the  House,  Still,  taking 
periods  of  four  years,  the  results  are  as 
follow  :— 


Revenue  of  1827,  S8  above 
Ditto  of  1831 


^52,086,840 
48,841 ,966 


tt^m 


Apparent  diminution 
1828,  6(te.  J^-l  Taxes  rep.  ^5,837fl88 


Revenue  of  1823,  as  above 
Ditto  of  1827 

Apparent  diminntion 


^54,466,845 
52,036,840 

2,430,005 


3,994,874 


\m:  mit  ll^«''"P««ed  1:325,556  4,510,632 

Revenue  of  1 83 1 ,  as  above    ' .       .  ^48,041 ,906 
Ditto  1835 47|64Ai920 


i*rthi 


Apparent  diminution       •        •         395,046 

12m'  Mtl'ui'^  Taxes  rep.  ^4,385,339 

1834- 469!  id.  r^  imposed    198,469  34MW),893 

M^S.tlj^'^^^^'^^^  Hm5793 

It  will  be  observed  how  Invariably  the 
revenue  fluctuated  Invergelv  as  the  price  of 
wheat'-'^risidg  as  the  price  fell,  and  falling 
as  that  rose.  The  House  will,  I  think, 
agrefe  with  md  that  the  resulu  6f  the  fore- 
going eomparisoti  are  as  instructive  as 
they  are  striking.  We  dhall  not  hear 
again,  I  trust,  of  the  necessity  of  higK 
I  prices  to  enable  us  to  support  taxation,  or 
endure  the  burden  of  the  natiotial  debt. 
The  advocates  of  the  existing  corn-laws 
have  mainly  relied  on  their  tendency  (!of 
the  act  of  18128,  that  is)  to  produce  steadi- 
ness of  price;  their  benencial  effects  in 
this  respect  were  broug|ht  prominently  for- 
ward in  the  report  of  the  committee  on 
agricultural  distress  in  1833.  Sir^  the 
committee  congratulated  themselves  some- 
what prematurely,  the  fluctuations  since 
1828  having  been  from  75s.  3d.  in  No- 
vember, 1828,  to  36s.  in  January.  1836. 
I  shall  presently  show  that  great  fluctua- 
tions are  the  demonstrablv  certain  conse- 
Suence  of  restrictions  on  the  trade  in  corn, 
will  onlv  now  observe  that  thS  slightest 
variation  in  the  price  of  wheat  which  this 
country  has  known  for  a  period  of  140 
years  was  from  1773  to  1791,  the  only 
time  during  that  period  in  which  we  have 
had  a  free  trade.  The  favourite  argument, 
however,  of  the  advocates  of  restrictions 
on  the  importation  of  corn  is,  that  we  may 
be  independent  of  foreign  nations  for  our 
supply  of  food.  Now,  if  this  indepen- 
dence have  reference  only  to  natural 
causes — if  it  be  intended  to  assert  that  we 
shall  be  more  secure  against  the  defecis  of 
deficient  harvests  by  growing  all  the  corn 
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ve  constttne  than  by  drawing  a  portimi  6f 
it  from  other  countries,  the  proposttion  h 
falfe,  almost  by  its  very  terms.     You  en- 
sure the  regularity  of  any  result  precisely 
in  the  (leeree  that  you  multiply  the  in* 
stances    frotd  which   your    induction    is 
drawn — one  field  will  yield  a  less  certain 
annual  produce  than  a  whole  fftrm^  a  farm 
than  a  countv,  a  county  than  a  kingdom, 
a  kingdom  than  a  continent,  a  continent 
than  the  W()rld.     But  if  by  independence 
be  rather  meant  an  independence  of  the 
caprices  of  foreign  governments,  the  posi- 
tion, althottj^h  not  capable  of  so  strictly 
logical  a  refutaiioii,  Is  to  the  full  as  un- 
tenable.    Under  a  system  of  free  trade 
some  portions  of  many  nations,  with  every 
possible  variety  of  situation  and  of  in- 
terests, would  be  engaged  in  growing  corn 
for  our  use ;  It  would  not  be  wantonly, 
nor  lightly,  that  the  government  of  any 
one  such  nation  would  distress  Its  subjects 
by  depriving  them  of  a  commerce  so  im- 
portant to  Uiem.     If  it  conceivable  that 
all  wduld  do  so  slmultaneonslv?   The  very 
suppositlbn  Is  an  absurdity.  But,  Sir,  this 
Mli  of  independence  is  unworthy  of  tis, 
either  as  philosophers  or  legislators.    So 
far  from  wishing  to  make  a  nation  inde* 
pendent,  as  it  is  called,  the  aim  of  wise 
statesmen  should  be  to  render  a  nation  as 
dependent  as  possible  on  its  neighbours, 
in  the  clear  conviction  that  such  depen- 
dence must  be  mutual.    As  amongst  indi- 
viduals and  families,  so  among  the  greater 
families  of  the  human  race  mutual  depen- 
dence, which  is  the  very  basts  of  the  social 
compact,  Is  the  prolific  source  of  the  feel- 
ings which  elevate  and  the  enjoyments 
Which  sweeten  existence;  and  precisely  in 
proportion  as  nations  are  dependent  on  each 
other  will  (he  happiness  of  all  be  encreas. 
ed,   and  the  unspeakable  Calamities  of 
war  be  rendered  of  lessprobable  occurrence. 
But,  Sir,  if  the  Corn  laws  do  not  conduce 
to  the  welfare  ot  the  whole  community, 
what  has  been  their  operation  upon  that 
portion  of  the  community  for  the  benefit 
of  which  they   were  expressly  enacted ; 
how  have  they  worked  for  the  protection 
6f  the  l«inded  interest  ?     Why,  they  have 
signally  and  notoriously  failed.    Taking 
the  three    great  classes  into  which  the 
agricultural  Interest,  as  It  is  called,  may 
be  divided,  viz.,  the  owners  of  the  soil, 
the    farmers  or  capitalists,  and   the  la- 
bourers, the  only  class  to  which  they  have 
not  recently   worked   injury  are  the  la- 
bourers, and  the  labourers  they  have  not 


injtlred  precisely  because  they  have  fiifled 
In  producing  the  effect  which  was  designed 
and  expected  by  the  framers  of  them.  It 
is  because  the  Corn -laws  have  been  lately 
inoperative  in  producing  their  designed 
effect  on  prices  that  they  have  failed  to 
injure  the  labourer.  We  are  furnished 
With  decisive  testimony  by  both  thtf  Com- 
mittees  of  1B33  and  of  last  Session  on  the 
state  of  agriculture.  The  Committee  af 
1^33  in  their  Report  say,  '^  It  is  a  ettn'^ 
solation  to  your  Committee  to  find,  that 
the  general  condition  of  the  agricultural 
labourer,  in  full  employment,  is  better 
now  than  at  any  former  period,  his  money- 
wages  giving  him  a  greater  command  over 
the  necessaries  and  conveniences  of  life." 
The  Committee  of  last  Session  made  no 
Report ;  but  I  am  sure  that  I  shall  meet 
with  the  concurrence  of  every  Member  of 
that  Committee,  and  indeed  of  every  one 
who  has  read  the  evidence,  in  stating  that. 
If  there  be  one  single  point  placed  by  thai 
evidence  beyond  dispute,  it  is  the  greatly* 
improved  condition  of  the  agricultural 
labourer.  More  than  flfly  wittiesses,  oc- 
cupiers of  land,  from  all  parts  cf  Enfipland. 
Wales,  and  Scotland,  were  examined,  and 
among  them  scarcely  one  expressed  even  a 
hesitating  opinion  as  to  the  state  of  com- 
parative eate  and  comfort  of  the  labouring 
classes.  Ail^  or  nearly  all,  said  in  the 
strongest  language,  that  the  condition  of 
those  classes  was  better  than  at  any  period 
within  their  recollection,  and  all  attributed 
it  to  the  cause  assigned  in  the  Report  of 
the  Committee  of  1633,  viz.,  that  the 
money-wages  of  the  labourer  gave  him  ah 
unprecedented  command  over  the  neces- 
saries and  conveniences  of  life.  This 
effect  is  precisely  what  reason  and  expe- 
rience would  lead  us  to  anticipate.  The 
labourer  is  directly  and  deeply  interested 
in  the  cheapness  of  the  necessaries  of  life, 
and  all  history  shows,  that  the  rate  of  bis 
wages  follows  but  slowly  and  inadequately 
a  rise  in  the  price  of  those  necessaries. 
With  respect  to  the  farmer  these  laws  have 
not  only  failed  to  confer  on  him  the 
advantage  it  was  asserted  he  would  have 
derived  from  them  that  he  would  not 
have  received  had  the  Corn-laws  been 
effectual  for  the  attainment  of  their  object 
—but  they  have,  in  many  cases,  worked 
his  entire  ruin,  in  all  have  been  prejudicial 
to  his  interests,  and  must  in  the  long  run, 
by  a  process  demonstrably  inevitable, 
cause  the  entire  destruction  of  the  farming 
capital  of  the  country.    So  far  from  the 
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framers  of  those  laws  being  entitled 
to  call  themselves  the  farmer^s  frieDds 
that  they  are,  unintentionally  no  doubt, 
his  bitterest  and  cruelest  enemies.  The 
farmer  has  no  interest  in  high  prices,  even 
could  they  be  steadily  maintaiRcd,  as  in 
the  competition  which  a  limited  quantity 
of  land  produces  the  landlord  is  sure  to 
get,  in  the  shape  of  rent,  all  the  produce 
of  those  high  prices  which  are  beyond  the 
ordinary  profits  of  capital.  The  Corn- 
laws  would  be  valueless  to  the  farmer  even 
could  they  keep  up  the  price  of  corn ;  but 
what  is  their  eiSect  when,  as  is  now  or  has 
been  recently  the  case,  they  fail  to  keep  it 
up  ?  Why,  that  they  are  the  cause  of 
his  utter  ruin  ;  the  temporary  rise  of  price 
they  produce  induces  him  to  engage  in  a 
farm,  in  which  his  rent,  his  mode  of  cul- 
ture, his  expenses  are  all  calculated  on 
anticipations  of  a  price  of  corn  which  he 
finds  to  be  delusive;  and,  after  a  few. 
years'  struggle,  in  which  part  of  his  capital 
goes  to  the  landlord,  and  part  is  utterly 
wasted,  he  throws  up  his  farm  a  ruined  and 
broken-hearted  man.  The  farmer  is  merely 
a  capitalist.  That  which  is  alone  really 
interesting  to  him  is,  that  the  price  of  corn 
should  be  steady.  That  system  is  best  for 
him  which  has  the  greatest  tendency  to 
produce  steadiness  of  price.  A  free  trade 
must  demonstrably  produce  the  greatest 
steadiness;  and  I  assert,  therefore,  as  an 
axiom  not  to  be  controverted,  that  the 
farmer  has  a  deep  and  vital  interest  in  the 
abrogation  of  the  Corn- laws,  and  in  ren- 
dering the  trade  in  com  completely  free. 
But  the  landholders-^surely  these  laws, 
framed  by  them,  and  with  a  direct  view  to 
their  advantage,  must  to  them,  at  least,  be 
highly  beneficial.  Sir^  I  am  satisfied,  that 
if  there  be  one  class  of  the  community 
more  deeply  than  all  others  interested  in 
the  abrogation  of  the  present  system,  the 
landholders  are  that  -class.  1  rest  this 
assertion  mainly  on  two  propositions,  both 
capable  of  complete  demonstration  :  first, 
that  it  is  impossible,  by  any  legislative 
enactments,  permanently  to  keep  up  the 
prices  of  agricultural  produce  of  this 
country  considerably  above  its  level  in 
other  countries ;  all  that  you  can  effect  is 
to  produce  a  ruinous  fluctuation ;  and, 
secondly,  that  the  attempt  so  to  keep  it 
up  involves  the  risk  not  only  of  depriving 
the  English  landholders  of  the  grea 
advantages  wbkb  they  at  present  possess 
but  of  depressing  their  condition  as  much 
below  ^  it  is  now  above  the  condition  of 


the  owners  of  the  soil  in  any  other  part  of 
the  world.  The  whole  scheme  of  keeping 
up  the  price  of  native-grown  com  by  legis- 
lative restrictions  on  the  importation  of 
foreign  corn,  whether  these  restrictions 
take  the  place  of  absolute  prohibition  under 
a  certain  price  as  by  the  Act  of  1815,  or  of 
virtual  exclusion  by  duties  so  high  as  to 
be  prohibitory  under  the  present  law, 
the  whole  scheme  rests  on  the  assumption 
that  we  shall  always  be  an  importing 
country,  that  we  shall  always  grow  less 
than  we  consume,  that  there  shall  al- 
ways be  a  tendency  to  dearth.  It  is 
quite  demonstrable  by  d  priori  reasoning 
that  this  is  a  state  which  cannot  be  per- 
manent. In  order  that  dearth  may  not 
become  famine  it  is  necessary  that  such  an 
amount  of  capital  should  be  devoted  to 
the  cultivation  of  the  soil  as,  in  ordinary 
years,  shall  produce  a  supply  equal  to  the 
consumption  of  the  kingdom.  This  ten- 
dency of  capital  to  flow  towards  the  cul- 
tivation of  the  soil  is  certain ;  it  will  be 
attracted  to  that  employment  preferably  to 
all  others,  because  the  demand  for  the 
necessaries  of  life  is  of  all  demands  the 
least  checked  by  high  prices.  The  con- 
sumption of  articles  of  luxury  very 
speedily  diminishes  with  advancing  cost, 
but  the  demand  for  food  must  be  satisfied ; 
and  until,  therefore,  the  ordinary  profits  of 
capital  cannot  be  obtained  in  raising  com, 
capital  will  be  applied  to  its  production, 
whatever  be  its  cost.  What  is  the  inevi- 
table result?  The  supply  which  inordi- 
nary years  was  about  equal  to  your  wants, 
with  an  abundant  harvest  exceeds  them, 
and  the  portion  which  is  surplus  to  the 
national  consumption  must  fall  not  onljr  to 
the  price  which  it  will  fetch  in  foreign 
markets,  but,  as  much  below  that  price  as 
will  defray  the  cost  of  its  transport.  In 
the  home  market  you  cannot  have  two 
prices ;  the  price  of  the  surplus  you  have 
to  send  abroad  must  regulate  the  price  of 
the  whole,  and  you  place  yourselves  there- 
fore in  the  most  disastrous  of  all  condi- 
tions, viz.,  that  your  whole  system  of 
culture  being  calculated  upon  the  price 
of  corn  far  above  the  average  prices  of 
other  countries,  you  must  of  necessity 
have  at  given  intervals  a  price  far  below 
that  average.  The  effect  of  so  violent  a 
revulsion  is  of  course  to  check  cultivation : 
some  farmers  are  mined,  some  straggle 
on,  sowing  a  less  breadth  of  com ;  the 
supply  again  falls  below  the  demand; 
your  laws  then  come  into  operation,  and 


677 


CatnmLaws^ 


{Ma&cr  16} 


Cam^Laws. 


578 


cause  the  price  to  rise  beyond  the  level  of 
other  countries.     If  a  short  harvest  or  two 
intervene,  a  rise  takes  place  to  a  famine 
price ;    and  whilst  distress  occurs  among 
the  manufacturing  classes,  wild  hopes  are 
ag^in    excited    among  the  farmers,  the 
growth  of  com  is  again  im providently  ex- 
tended, and  you  recommence  your  miser- 
ahle   cycle.     Are  these  only  speculative 
evils  ?     Do  they  exist  only  in  the  imagi- 
nation of  theorists  ?    At  this  moment  they 
oppress  us :   twice  since  the  Act  of  1815 
has  this  succession  of  cause  and  effect, 
this  ruinous  alternation,  taken  place.  The 
framers  of  the  Act  of  1815,  and  the  per- 
sons engaged  in  the  pursuits  of  agricul- 
ture, almost  universally  anticipated,  as  the 
consequence  of  that  measure,  a  price  of 
corn    not    averaging  less  than  80s.;  in 
1822  it  was  38s.     Mr.  Canning,  in  1827, 
said,  when    introducing    his    resolutions 
similar,  or  nearly  so,  to  the  provisions  of 
the    existing     law — *'  The    market    will 
assume  such  a  steadiness,  that  instead  of 
a  fluctuation  between  1 12s.  at  one  time 
and  38s.  at  another,  the  vibrations  will 
probably  be  found  to  be  limited  within  the 
small  circle  of  from  about  558.  to  658," 
Now,  has  this  prophecy  been  fulfilled  ?  In 
1 828  the    price  of  wheat  was  75s. ;  in 
1836,  36s.    What  becomes  now  of  your 
grave  discussions   as  to  the   degree  of 
protection  to  which  the  landed  interest  is 
entitled — of  your  laborious  inquiries  as  to 
a  remunerating    price  —  that  phantom 
which  has  always  mocked  your  research  ? 
of  your  elaborate  scale  of  ascending  and 
descending    duties?     Providence  blesses 
us  witli   abundant  harvests  and  sweeps 
away  the  puny  effects  of  that  legislation 
which  would  obstruct  the  equal  distribu- 
tion of  its  blessings.     The  real  and  per- 
maoent  interest  of  the  landholder  of  this 
or  any  other  country  must  be,  that  the 
community  of  which   they  form  a  part 
should  always  import  com.    You  have  so 
legislated  as  to  render  it  absolutely  certain 
that  at  given  intervals  we  shall  be  an 
exporting    country,     and    an    exporting 
country  too  without  a  market.    The  evi- 
dence   given    before  a  Committee   last 
year  affords  proof,  clear  and  indisputable, 
that  the  Corn4aws  have  in  this  respect, 
viz.,  the  tendency  to  produce  great  fluc- 
tuation^  the  effect  I  have  ascribed  to  them. 
There  was  a  remarkable  concurrence  of 
opinion  among  almost  all  the  witnesses  as 
to  two  most  important  points.     First,  that 
for  some  years,  up  to  1834,  there  bs^d  been 
VQi,  XXXYU.  (5Jja 


a  perpetually  increasing  tendency  to  en- 
large the  growth  of  wheat ;  and,  secondly, 
that  in  1835  there  had  occurred  a  striking 
revulsion  in  the  tendency.  The  decrease 
in  the  breadth  of  wheat  sown  in  the  autumn 
of  that  year  was,  by  almost  all  the  wit- 
nesses, stated  as  considerable,  and  by  some 
rated  as  high  as  twenty-five  per  cent.,  and 
even  higher.  The  reason  of  this  change 
is  clear.  Wheat  has  been  the  especial 
favourite  of  our  legislation ;  it  was  sup- 
posed in  old  times  to  be  the  great  reliance 
of  the  farmer.  "  Wheat  paid  the  rent,*'  it 
was  said  ;  and  accordingly  it  has  been  in 
a  yet  higher  degree  than  other  grain  the 
object  of  parliamentary  protection.  We 
have  chosen  to  assume  that  73s.,  41s.  and 
31s.  are  the  prices  that  express  the  fair 
relation  of  the  cost  of  growth  of  wheat, 
of  barley,  and  of  oats  respectively,  and  the 
result  shows  how  eminently  absurd  is  any 
legislative  interference  in  such  matters. 
These  prices  did  at  no  time  perhaps  ex- 
press accurately  that  relation ;  but  since 
the  introduction  of  the  four-course  system 
of  husbandry,  which  dispenses  with  fallow, 
and  those  improvements  in  cultivation 
which  have  rendered  the  lighter  soils  as 
applicable  to  wheat  as  to  barley  and  oats, 
this  assumed  relation  of  cost  has  become 
utterly  erroneous  and  devoid  of  founda- 
tion. What  has  been  the  consequence  ? 
Why — that  whereas  by  your  laws  you  say, 
wheat  shall  be  78s.  per  cent,  dearer  than 
barley,  and  1 35s.  per  cent,  dearer  than  oats, 
it  has  been  during  no  inconsiderable  period 
about,  or  very  little  above,  the  price  of 
oats,  and  actually  below  the  price  of 
barley.  It  has  been  during  the  past  year 
cheaper  than  at  any  period  within  half  a 
century  in  England,  cheaper  even  than 
the  mean  price  of  the  countries  from 
which  chiefly  we  import  it.  The  very 
article  which  it  has  been  the  darltne  object 
of  your  policy  to  keep  not  only  nigh  in 
price,  but  steady — which  you  will  not  p  r- 
mit  the  people  of  England  to  eat  unless  they 
will  pay  dearly  for  it — ^has  fallen  to  a  rate 
which  has  made  it  an  economical  food  for 
pigs.  But  this  is  a  temporary  evil,  it  may 
be  said,  and  will  cure  itself.  No  doubt  it  is 
in  a  rapid  process  of  cure.  Yonr  admira- 
ble system,  having  wasted  an  enormous 
portion  of  the  capital  of  the  producers  of 
corn,  is  now  about  to  show  how  success- 
fully it  can  afflict  the  consumer.  Capital 
has  been  abstracted  to  so  great  an  extent 
by  the  growth  of  wheat,  that  unless  we 
have  a  harvest  this  year  qf  unusual  pro- 
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ductiveneM,  we  shall  see  prices,  before  the 
crop  of  1838  can  be  reaped*  which  wiU»  I 
suspect,  produce  remonstrances  from  the 
manufacturing  districts  very  different  in 
tone  from  the  language  in  which  they  now 
address  you.  But,  setting  aside  the  effect 
of  monopoly  to  produce  the  fluctuations  I 
have  described,  conceding  that  our  har- 
vests are  always  to  be  of  uniform  produce, 
admitting  that  we  can  succeed  in  main- 
taining a  state  of  partial  dearth — which  is 
never  to  rise  into  abundance  on  the  one 
hand  or  to-  sink  into  famine  on  the  other 
'— admitting  for  a  moment  all  these  impos- 
sibilities, could  you  then  keep  up  the  price 
of  corn  considerably  above  the  level  of 
other  countries  ?  Even  then,  Sir,  it  would 
be  impossible.  One  of  two  things  must 
happen  :  either  your  manufacturing  cap- 
ital would  depart  to  other  shores,  and  the 
population  which  it  at  present  supports 
must  be  reduced  by  emigration,  or  the 
more  dreadful  process  of  misery^  and  the 
home  market  for  corn  being  thus  limited, 
the  price  of  course  reduced ;  or  you  would 
drive  your  labourers  to  cheaper  food^  and 
that  equally  diminish  the  demand  for 
wheat*  It  is  an  absolute  condition  of  the 
existence  of  our  manufactures  that  the 
rate  of  wages  should  not  be  greatly  above 
the  rale  in  other  manufacturing  countries, 
and  if  the  price  of  bread  be  such  that  it  is 
not  within  the  reach  of  the  operative,  he 
will  betake  himself  to  potatoes.  Where 
will  then  be  your  market  for  corn  ?  What 
the  condition  of  the  humbler  classes? 
fVhat  their  resources  against  famine? 
What  will  be  the  chances  of  the  preserva- 
tion of  order,  or  the  stability  of  property  ? 
I  repeat,  you  cannot  maintain  permanently 
a  price  of  grain  much  above  the  average 
price  of  other  countries ;  the  utmost  you 
can  achieve  by  legislative  interference 
is  to  produce  a  miserable  fluctuation, 
alternately  crushing  into  ruin  the  farmer 
^  the  manufacturer^  and  always  injuring 
both.  But  can  this  state  of  things  be 
really  and  permanently  for  the  benefit  of 
the  landlord?  Can  rents  nominally 
higher,  but  often  unpaid*  compensate 
to  him  for  the  ruin  of  his  tenants,  the 
impoverishment  of  his  land*  and  the  slow 
but  sure  destruction  of  that  manufacturing 
and  commercial  greatness  to  which  alone 
he  owes  the  superiority  of  his  condition 
over  the  landholders  of  any  other  country 
under  heaven?  By  grasping  at  the 
shadow  will  he  not  lose  the  substance  ? 
The  overflowing  wealth  which  commerce 


and  maiivfttctures  have  poured  into  the 
lap  of  England,  and  the  demand  which 
the  crowded  cities  which  have  grown  up 
at  their  bidding  afford  for  every  productbn 
of   the  soil,   confer  upon    land    in  this 
cojuntry   a  value  absolutely  unknown  in 
any  other  country,  and  until  comparatively 
a   recent  period    unknown    in   our  own. 
Ample  proof  of  this  fact  is  to  bo  found 
in  the  report  of  Mr.  Jacobs  who,  in  the 
years  1826  and  1827,  visited,  by  direction 
of  Government,  the  great  corn- growing 
countries  of  Europe.    Throughout  Den- 
maik    Prussia,    Poland,     Oallicia,     and 
Hanover— throughout    the  wide   regions 
watered  by  the  Vistula,  the  Weser,  and 
the  Elbe, — either  rent  does  not  exist  at 
all— the  proprietor  being  under  the  neces- 
sity of  cultivating  his  own  estate—* or  it 
varies  from  5s.  per  acre  to  1/ki.  per  acre. 
By  the  testimony   of  Locke,  it  appears 
that  5s.  per  acre  was  a  rack-rent  in  his 
time  in  England.    Not  the  smallest  ad- 
ditional developement  can  be  given  to 
the  operation  of  the  steam»engine«  not 
the  least  improvement  can  be    effeoted 
in  the  loom»  which  doei  not  add  to  the 
value  of  every  landed  estate  in  the  kiog- 
dom.    It  is  not  in  the  higher  price  of  corn 
alone  that  the  advantages  of  the  Englisli 
landholder  consist.    The  admirable  roads, 
the  means  of  transport  by  canals  and  rail- 
roads,   the    abundance    of  capital,    the 
facility  of  credit,  the  demand  for  those 
articles  in  which   he  never  can  be  rivalled 
by  the  foreign   agriculturist— for  aoinal 
food,  for  milk,  for  butter,  for  esculents, 
for  hay,  for  straw«— all  these  are  advan- 
tages of  which  it  is  not  easy  to  over- 
estimate the   value.     The  English  land* 
holder  possesses  a  natural  monopoly  in 
being  proprietor  of  the  soil  in  the  richest 
and  most  densely- populated  country    in 
the  world.     By  attempting  to  add  to  it 
an  artificial  monopoly,  be  may  lose  some 
of  his  preient,  but  can  gain  no  additional 
advantages.    The  precise  degree  in  which 
we  can  afford  to  pay  more  for  the  neeea- 
saries  of  life  than  is  paid  by  other  nationa 
is  the  degree  to  which,  by  our  gprealer 
capital  and  skill,  and  the  possession  of 
coal  and  iron,  we  can  underwork  those 
nations  in  manufactures.    The  only  mode 
by  which  we  can  be  assured  of  not  over- 
stepping those   limits  is  by  leaving  the 
trade  in  the  necessaries  of  life  free.    .To 
preserve  that  commerce  and  manufactur<» 
ing  superiority  which  gives  to  the  British 
landholder  his  present  pre-emineoce,  will 
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demond,  io  any  cMe»  an  ardnoiu  struggle. 
By  permitting  a  free  trade  in  tbe  oeccs- 
sariet  of  life— thus  raising  the  price  in 
those  countries  which  are  our  manu- 
facturing rivals,  and  depressing  it  in  our 
own — you  take  the  best  means  in  your 
power  to  render  us  successful  in  that 
straggle.  But  1  repeat,  that,  under  any 
circumstances,  success  will  be  of  ditficult 
attainment ;  without  an  alteration  of  our 
present  system  it  will  be  impossible.  Sir, 
1  well  know  the  answer  that  will  be  made 
to  this  assertion.  I  shall  be  referred  to 
the  increasing  amount  of  our  exports  as 
proof  that  our  Corn-laws  are  not  inconsist- 
ent with  the  prosperity  of  our  manufac- 
turing interests.  It  is  with  the  full 
knowledge  of  the  facts  on  which  such  an 
argument  may  be  grounded,  that  I  repeat 
my  deliberate  conviction  that  our  manu- 
faotaring  and  commercial  supremacy 
trembles  in  the  balance.  Our  Gorn*laws 
aftbct  our  manufacturing  interests  by  a 
double  process :  first>  by  depriving  our 
manufactures  of  extensive  markets,  which 
would  be  otkerwiit  open  to  them ;  and, 
leeoodly,  by  disabling  them  from  suc- 
cessfully competing  with  their  foreign  rivals 
io  those  markets  to  which  both  hare  access. 
You  have  already  lost,  or  are  rapidly 
losing,  yoor  European  markets.  How  long 
will  you  retain  those  of  the  other  portions 
of  the  world  ?  On  this  point  I  beg  to  cell 
tbe  attention  of  the  House  to  a  document 
recently  circulated  by  the  Cotton  Associa* 
tion  of  Glasgow  and  the  west  of  Scotland, 
relatiog  to  the  cotton  manufacture,  by  far 
the  most  important  of  all  the  branches  of 
our  national  industry.  I  find  it  there 
stated,  that  the  consumption  on  the  con« 
tinent  of  Europe  of  raw  cotton  was  la$t 
year  upwards  of  600,000  bales-^that  the 
cotton  manufacture  of  France  has  in* 
creased  in  ten  years  58  per  cent.,  whilst 
oars  has  increased  only  50  per  cent* :  but 
in  the  same  time  that  of  the  United  States 
of  America  has  increased  121  per  cent. 
I  find  it  stated  that  the  cotton  hosiery  is 
manufactured  in  Germany  so  cheap  that 
it  is  imported  into  this  country,  notwith* 
standing  an  import  duty — that  of  cotton 
yarn  the  importation  is  gradually  confi- 
ning itself  to  tbe  finer  qualities,  clearly 
proving  that  even  in  spinning,  that  especial 
branch  of  the  manufacture  in  which  we 
have  been  accustomed  to  consider  our- 
selves secure  from  competition,  the  ex- 
ertions of  oor  continental  rivals  are  daily 
becoming  more  formidable — that  in  every 


market  of  the  world,  in  Mexico,  in  the 
Brazils,  in  China,  in  India,  at  Malta,  at 
Smyrna,  and  Constantinople,  the  heavy 
cotton  cloths  of  the  United  States  of 
America  enter  into  successful  competition 
with  the  produce  of  the  English  looms.  I 
find  it  asserted  that  in  America  the  manu- 
facturer gets  his  raw  material  cheaper ; 
that  on  tlie  continent  of  Europe  wages  are 
lower  than  in  England,  whilst  in  both 
water  power  supplies  at  a  cheaper  rate  the 
agency  of  steam.  Now,  I  entreat  of  the 
House  to  weigh  attentively  the  object 
with  which  these  representations  are  made ; 
it  is  to  induce  the  Legislature  to  take  off 
the  small  tax  yet  levied  on  the  importation 
of  cotton  wool,  five-eighths  of  one  penny 
per  pound,  amounting  on  the  whole  of  the 
goods  manufactured  to  only  two  per  cent. ; 
and  it  is  the  deliberate  opinion  of  the  As- 
sociation that  the  removal  of  even  this 
amount  of  pressure  is  essential  to  enable 
the  British  manufacturer  to  endure  the 
competition  of  his  foreign  rival.  I  hesi- 
tate not  to  say  that  the  Association  is  right, 
and  that  tbe  doty  must  be  taken  off.  But 
I  say  further,  that  this  relief  will  not  suf- 
fice ;  that  wages  which  form  so  much 
larger  a  component  part  of  the  cost  of 
maoufa<;tured  goods,  cannot  in  England 
permanently  remain  much  above  tbe  wages 
paid  in  similar  branches  of  manufacture  in 
other  conntries,  and  that  such  approxima- 
tion of  the  rate  of  wages  here  and  abroad 
can  only  take  place  without  a  convulsion 
by  an  approximation  also  in  the  prices  of  the 
necessaries  of  life.  Of  the  amount  of 
risk  we  should  incur  by  seriously  endanger- 
ing the  loss  of  the  foreign  market  for  our 
cotton  goods,  the  House  will  judge  when 
I  state  that  of  the  cotton  manufacture, 
which  leaves  for  profit  on  capital  and  wages 
of  labour  not  less  than  25,000,000/.  per 
annum,  and  employs  or  supports  from  two 
to' three  millions  of  individuals,  two-thirds, 
or  perhaps  three*fourths,  find  a  vent  in 
foreign  markets ;  that  under  our  present 
system  these,  the  chief  sources  of  our 
national  wealth  and  greatness  will  be 
dried  up ;  that  if  we  do  not  abrogate  the 
Corn-laws— those  laws  which,  whilst  they 
exclude  us  from  one-half  of  the  markets 
of  the  world,  will  render  us  unable  to 
support  competition  in  the  other — we  shall 
sooner  or  later  lose  our  manufacturing 
supremacy,  I  hold  to  be  certain.  My 
own  opinion  is  that  the  epoch  of  that  loss 
will  not  be  long  delayed— but,  be  its  occur- 
rence nearer  or  more  remote ^?f  thee  be 
U2 
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Iruthin  reasoning,  or  certain  anticipations 
lo  be  drawn  from  experience — come  as- 
suredly it  will.  In  the  issue  of  this  g:reat 
experiment  ihe  landholders  are  more  deep- 
ly interested  ihan  any  otl»er  class  of  the 
British  |>eople.  I  repeat  that  ilie  land- 
owners are  more  interested  in  the  issue  of 
the  question  than  any  other  class  of  the 
community.  If  England  retain  her  present 
commercial  and  manufacturing  superiority 
— if  she  be,  by  the  enjoymeDt  of  a  free 
trade  in  the  necessaries  of  life,  permitted 
to  advance  in  her  career  of  prosperity — if, 
as  her  population  increases,  her  wealth 
increase  in  a  yet  greater  ratio — if  her 
people  acquire  an  increasing  command 
over  the  comforts  and  enjoyments  of 
existence — there  will  be  a  safe  and  ex- 
tending  market  for  every  various  produce 
of  the  soil,  and  land  will  improve  in  value 
by  a  sure  and  rapid  process.  If,  on  the 
other  hand,  our  commerce  should  decay ; 
if  our  manufacturers,  excluded  from  the 
continent  of  Europe,  should  be  undersold 
in  trans-Atlantic  markets,  and  the  millions 
who  depend  on  them  should  be  left  with- 
out employment,  what  would  then  be  the 
condition  of  England  ?  1  will  not  dwell 
upon  a  prospect  appalling  to  contemplate. 
I  will  only  remind  the  House,  that  should 
such  ever  be  oar  condition,  the  wealthy 
capitalist,  the  skilful  artisan,  would  quit 
oar  shores,  leaving  an  imemployed  and 
desperate  population  as  a  burthen  on  the 
landholder,  who  must  perforce  remain  a 
witness  and  a  victim  of  the  ruin  he  would 
have  caused.  Having  now,  Sir,  stated  to 
the  House,  however  inadequately,  the 
amount  and  nature  of  the  risk  we  incur 
by  a  prolonged  existence  of  the  present 
Corn-laws,  and  the  deep  interest  which  all 
classes  of  the  community  have  in*  their 
immediate  abrogation,  it  remains  for  me  to 
point  out  what  regulations  I  would  substi- 
tute in  their  place.  I  would  propose  to  sweep 
wholly  away  the  system  of  average  and 
fluctuating  duties,  and  to  leave  the  im- 

Krtation  of  every  species  of  grain  per- 
itlv  free,  subject  only  to  a  moderate 
fixed  duty.  I  would  abolish  the  flactua- 
ting  duties,  because,  in  whatever  degree 
reduced,  they  would  still  be  destructive  of 
ihe  most  essential  element  of  a  free  trade, 
viz.— a  certainty  as  to  the  amount  of  the 
charges  on  the  importation  of  foreign 
corn.  I  would  have  the  fixed  duty  of 
moderate  amount,  as  a  high  fixed  duty 
would,  of  course,  in  proportion  as  it  ope- 
^^ted  to  \he  exclusion  of  foreign  comi 


produce  all,  or  nearly  all,  the  evils  I  have 
ascribed  to  the  present  system.  The  duty 
should  be  in  amount  an  exact  equivalent 
for  the  burthens  which  the  agricultural 
capitalist  has  to  sustain  beyond  what  is 
borne  by  the  rest  of  his  fellow-citizens, 
and  which  enhance  the  cost  at  which  his 
produce  can  be  brought  to  market.  The 
amount  of  those  burthens  is  clearly  the 
exact  measure  of  the  protection  to  which 
the  agricultural  interest  is  entitled ;  for 
whilst,  on  the  one  hand,  it  is  both  just 
and  expedient  that  the  weight  of  taxation 
should  be  diffused  equally  over  the  whole 
community,  and  not  be  permitted  to  press 
more  heavily  on  one  branch  of  the  national 
industry  than  another;  on  the  other,  it 
cannot  be  contended  that  the  taxation 
which  is  raised  from  theagriculturalclasses, 
in  their  character,  not  of  producers,  but  of 
consumers,  that  taxation  which  falls  only 
on  the  rent  of  the  landlord  or  the  profits 
of  the  farmer,  can  give  a  claim  for  peculiar 
protection.  Having  defined  the  rule  by 
which  the  new  duty  should  be  calculated, 
I  might  fairly,  perhaps,  leave  my  motion 
in  the  hands  of  the  House,  and  devolve  on 
the  Committee  the  task  of  applying  that 
rule.  I  feel,  however,  that  the  more  open 
and  candid  course,  although  not  the  best 
adapted  for  securing  support  to  my 
motion,  is  to  state  what,  in  my  opinion, 
should  be  the  amount  of  the  permanent 
duty.  I  should  propose,  if  the  House 
accede  to  my  motion,  that  the  new  law 
should  come  into  operation  on  the  1st  of 
June  of  this  year ;  that  from  that  time  to 
the  first  of  June,  1838,  the  duties  should 
be  lOs,  per  quarter  on  wheat,  8«.  on 
barley,  and  6s.  on  oats ;  to  the  1st  of  June, 
1839^  8s.  on  wheat,  6s.  on  barley,  and  4s, 
on  oats ;  and  from  that  time  permanently 
5s,  per  quarter  on  wheat,  4s,  per  quarter 
on  Darley,  and  3s.  per  quarter  on  oats. 
The  ground  on  which  I  fix  the  relation 
between  the  difi*erent  kinds  of  grain  I  have 
named,  the  duties  to  be  fixed  on  the  less 
important  sort  I  have  not  named,  will  be 
matter  of  discussion  in  the  Committee.  I 
will  now  merely  say,  that  the  duties  I  have 
mentioned  are  more  than  a  full  eq^uivalent 
for  the  whole  of  those  charges  which  press 
exclusively  on  the  landed  interest,  pr 
enhance  the  cost  of  growing  corn.  Sir,  it 
may,  perhaps,  be  expected  that  I  should 
express  some  opinion  as  to  what  would  be 
the  price  of  corn,  in  England,  under  such 
a  law  as  I  have  proposed.  My  own  com- 
plete conviction  is  that,  with  a  free  t^s^do 
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which  manufacturera  added  to  the  pros- 
perity of  this  country ;  and  be  would  ask 
was  not  that  caused  by  producing  more 
than  we  consumed ,  and  by  exporting  the 
surplus  ?     Was  it  not  by  the  goods  which 
we  imported  in  exchange  for  our  exports 
that  we  added  to  the  stock  of  our  wealth, 
that  we  became  rich  and  increased  the 
sources  of  the  revenue?    And  yet  what 
was  tlie  effect  of  the  Corn-laws  but  to 
raise  price,  and  thereby  limit  production 
and  was  it  not  evident  that  Corn-laws 
were  rather  the  cause  of  poverty  than  the 
basis  of  prosperity  ?     The  next  ground 
was  perhaps  the  most  puerile ;  it  indicated 
want  of  thought  and  ignorance  of  human 
nature.      It     supposed     that    we    were 
in  danger  from  depending  upon  the  foreign 
producer  of  grain,  lest  they  should  with- 
hold from  us  the  necessary  supplies.  I'his 
involved  two  sMumptions,  one  false  and 
the  other  absurd.    In  ihe  Brst  place,  it 
assumed  that  we  were  now  independent  of 
foreign  supplies,  when   it  was  notorious 
that  we  had  not  been  so  for  forty  years 
past;  but  the  nature  of  our  dependence 
was  precisely  that  which  was  most  dan- 
gerous* for  it  left  the  producer  uncertain 
as  to  the  time  when  we  should  require 
those  supplies;  and  at  one  time  conse* 
quently,  in  1816,  the  price  of  wheat  was 
113s.  a  quarter,  owing  to  the  supplies 
being  inadequate.     But  did  not  persons 
see  who  urged  this  argument,  that  it  ap- 
plied to  commerce  altogether,  and  that  we 
ou||ht  not  to  depend  for  any  article  on 
which  the  livelihood  of  any  portion  of  the 
community  depended  ?    That   argument 
would  apply  to  the  million  of  people  who 
depended  upon  the  importation  of  cotton 
wool  for  manufacture,  as  well  as  to  the 
few  who  might  live  on  foreign  corn.    And 
what  ground  was  there  for  another  defence 
of  the  Corn-laws,  that  it  was  necessnry  to 
keep  up  high  rents  to  pay  our  national 
debt*   Why,  what  were  the  sources  of  our 
revenue  ?    Did  not  the  House  know  that 
seventy.two  per  cent,  of  the  revenue  was 
paid  by  ihe    customs  and  excise;  and 
what  were  the  duties  of  customs  but  the 
duties  paid  upon  our  imports  in  exchange 
for  what  we  exported.     Did  it  not  appear, 
therefore,  that  just  in  proportion  as  we 
extended  our  commerce,  so  did  we  improve 
our  revenue,  and  that  as  Coro.laws  raised 
pike  they  limited  the  foreign  commerce 
anid  diminished  the  revenue  ?  Again,  could 
tba  landowners  pretend  that  they  paid 
(.to  the  excise  than  the  rest  of  the 


community,  when  that  depended  upon  the , 
public  consumptiouy  and  that  the  cheaper 
people  procured  food  the  more  they  had  to 
expend  on  other  things  ?     Did  Gentlemen 
know  who  urged  this  argument,  that  in  one 
branch  of  trade  alone,  the  cotton  trade, 
seventeen  millions    was    paid  in  wages, 
besides  what  was  paid  in  every  other  trade ; 
and   if  this  principle  were  sound,    why 
should  it  not  apply  to  all  other  interests 
as  well  as  land  ?     Make  any  class  rich  by 
law,  and  they  would  have  more  to  spend ; 
but  the  Legislature  could  only  do  that  by 
robbing  the  rest  of  the  community.    It  was 
usually  urged  in  favour  of  the  Corn-laws 
— that  the  landowners  had  exclusive  bur- 
dens to  bear,  and  therefore  they  ought  to 
be  indemnified  by  Corn-»laws.     In  dealing 
with  these  exclusive  burdens  he  begged 
Hrst  to  remark,  that  they  were  of  that 
nature,    that    no    one    landowner    had 
the    right  to  claim  indemnity;    and    if 
that  were  not  manifest  before,  he  might 
refer  to  the  discussion  of  the  last  three 
nights,  when  it  was  distinctly  admitted, 
that  the  church-rate  was  a  charge  upon 
the  land,  and  that  the  land  had  no  right 
to  be  relieved  from  such  a  liability.     And 
where,  he  asked,  was  the  difference  be- 
tween   that   charge    and    any    of  those 
charges  now  in    question?     But    if  the 
Corn-laws  were  to  be  an  equivalent  for 
these  exclusive  charges,  why,  there  ought 
to    be  some  adjustment  of  the  charges 
made  upon  the  publicon  that  account.  They 
heard    of   reductions  of  the  poor-rates, 
of  one-half  of  the  county-rate  being  fixed 
upon    the    consolidated   fund,    but  they 
never  heard  a  whisper  of  any  reduction  ia 
the  duty  on  foreign  com.    Again,  with 
respect  to  tithe,  what  the  agriculturist  had 
to  complain  of  was,  that  it  prevented  im* 
provement  and  cultivation  of  fresh  land  ; 
but  the  Tithe  Act  of  last  year  remedied 
this    in   future,  and    thereby  raised  the 
value  of   land.    But  was  the  duty  on 
foreign  corn  to  be  therefore  reduced  or 
was  that  which  the  right  hon.the  Member 
for  Cumberland  called  the  loeus  atandi  of 
the  landed  interest  to  be  raised  still  higher 
by  continuing  the  Corn-laws?     But  with 
respect  to  this  ground  of  resistance  to 
the  repeal  of  the    Corn-laws,  he  should 
like  to  remove  it  by  repealing  the  tax  on 
malt,  if  the  landowners  would  consent  to 
open  the  ports  for  foreign  grain  :  he  would 
vote  for  the  repeal  of  the  malt-tax  to* 
morrow  if  the  Corn*  laws  were  repealed. 

Again,  b^  must  obserfai  xh^  (ha  laod* 
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owners  were  exempted  from  man]^  burdens 
to  which  other  classes  were  liable,  or 
bore  them  in  a  less  degree ;  he  might 
name  the  hoase-tax,  from  which  farm 
houses  were  exempt,  the  window-tax,  and 
the  tax  upon  horses  and  dogs,  which  were 
not  levied  on  such  as  were  engaged  in 
agriculture.  On  what  grounds  had  they 
escaped  nearly  thirty  millions  of  taxes, 
unless  it  was  on  account  of  the  exclusive 
burdens  imposed  .upon  them?  But  that 
surely  could  not  be  urged  in  excuse  for 
any  advantage  which  they  possessed.  He 
was  speaking  the  opinions  of  those  who 
advocate  the  repeal  of  the  Corn-laws 
when  he  said,  that  for  that  inestimable 
advantage  the  public  would  willingly  bear 
their  share  of  all  those  burdens  which  the 
landed  interest  called  exclusive.  The 
public  would  be  the  gainers,  from  the 
calculation  that  had  been  made  of  the 
pecuniary  loss  to  the  country  by  the  pre- 
sent Corn-laws,  though  it  took  all  those 
exclusive  burdens  on  itself.  Upwards  of 
forty-five  millions  of  quarters  of  grain 
were  consumed  annually  in  this  country. 
Every  advance  of  price,  of  one  shilling  a 
quarter  more  than  was  necessary  cost  the 
country  two  millions  sterling.  The  landed 
interest  objected  to  the  fixed  duty  pro- 
posed by  his  hon.  Friend,  that  wheat 
would  fall  Qs,  a  quarter.  According 
to  their  own  calculation,  therefore,  nearly 
twenty  millions  were  lost  annually  to  this 
country.  Would  the  public  not  be  gainers 
then  by  taking  all  these  alleged  exclusive 
charges  upon  itself?  If  the  agriculturists 
would  not  accept  these  terms,  what  could 
the  public  think  of  what  was  alleged  in 
favour  of  the  Corn-laws?  Would  they 
believe  that  the  landowners  only  gained 
an  equivalent  for  their  exclusive  charges  ? 
But  did  the  evil  end  there  ?  Was  there 
nothing  worse  than  paying  twenty  millions 
a*year  for  the  benefit  of  one  class  ?  Had 
we  nothing  to  apprehend  from  what  was 
going  on  in  the  world  in  consequence  of 
our  svstem?  Had  we  not  provoked  a 
confederation  of  twenty-six  millions  of 
people  in  the  heart  of  Europe,  with  a  view 
to  resist  the  introduction  of  our  manufac- 
ture, and  to  attempt  to  compete  with  us 
in  the  market  whicti  we  had  hidierto  com- 
manded. Did  we  not  see  attempts  made 
in  every  quarter  to  oppose  what  was  called 
our  '*  commercial  despotism  ?"  When  we 
learn  the  fact  that  has  been  authenticated 
at  the  Board  of  Trade,  that  already  we 
bad  been  successfully  opposed  by  the 


manufacturers  of  Saxony  and  Switjerland' 
producing  cheaper  than  ourselves,  why 
were  we  not  to  look  with  alarm  at  the 
prospect  of  success  which  might  attend 
their  rivalry  with  our  manufactures? 
This  was  really  the  most  important  part  of 
the  question.  He  thought  that  we  had 
the  remedy  in  our  hands  by  at  once  acting 
upon  that  simple,  sound,  and  just  prin- 
ciple of  "  free  trade  "—that  which  left  to 
every  man  to  dispose  of  the  fruits  of  his 
labour  and  his  capital  in  the  market  where 
he  got  the  most  in  exchange  for  them. 
This  would  enable  us  to  sustain  our  bur- 
den, to  augment  our  wealth,  and  escape 
decline  and  decay.  Mr.  Villiers  then  read 
passages  from  pamphlets  of  Sir  James 
Graham,  Lord  FitzwiHiam,  and  from  the 
protest  of  Lord  Grenvilie,  in  18 15,  against 
the  Corn  Bill,  in  favour  of  his  views,  and 
said,  that  he  should  support  the  hon. 
Member's  motion,  as  he  was  anxious  that 
the  transition  from  the  present  vkions 
state  to  a  more  healthy  one,  should  be 
attended  with  as  little  distress  and  loss  as 
possible. 

The  Marquess  of  Chandos  said,  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  the  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets,  in  the  course  of  his 
speech  of  that  evening,  had  not  been 
sparing  in  his  attacks  on  the  landed  inte- 
rest of  the  country ;  and  it  appeared  to  be 
his  object  to  compare  it  with  the  manufac- 
turing interest.  Now  he  held  a  paper  in 
his  hand  which  contained  the  names  of 
twenty-two  hon.  Gentlemen  of  the.oppo* 
site  side  of  the  House,  who  formed  part  of 
an  association  called  the  Anti-Corn  Law 
Association.  This  Anti-Corn  Law  Asso- 
ciation was  composed  chiefly  of  manufac- 
turers, whose  object  it  appeared  was  to 
cry  down  the  farmers  and  agriculturists, 
and  deprive  them  of  the  enjoyment  of 
their  just  rights.  This  association,  thus 
avowedly  formed  for  the  purpose  of  putting 
down  the  Corn-laws,  had  drawn  up  and 
circulated  a  series  of  resolutions  for  the 
guidance  of  their  supporters.  The  first 
resolution  contained  mstructions  for  the 
purpose  of  forming  branch  anti-corn  law 
associations,  and  directions  as  to  the  best 
means  of  obtaining  the  insertion  of  articles 
and  reports  in  the  metropolitan  and  pro- 
vincial newspapers,  and  on  the  best  mode 
of  circulating  extracts  and  transcripts  of 
their  proceedings.  Now  what,  he  would 
like  to  know,  would  be  said  by  the  manu- 
facturers if  the  agriculturists  leagued 
together  against  them  for  aach  a  purpose* 
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The  outcry  wouM  then  be  the  tyrenny  of  • 
the  farmer.  There  was  one  thing,  how-  ; 
erer,  in  the  discnssion  of  the  snliject  that 
eTening  which  he  rejoiced  to 'find  had  • 
transpired.  The  talk  was  no  longer  to  ! 
protect  the  people  against  the  fanner  and  j 
agricnlturisty  bat  it  was  now  plainly  and 
openly  avowed,  that  the  question  was 
brought  forward  upon  the  principle  of  free 
trade.  On  that  he  would  at  once  take  his 
stand,  and  there  pledge  himself  through- 
out his  life  to  op|X»e  free  trade  by  his  ut- 
most exertions  and  to  the  best  of  bis  ability. 
He  could  not  conceive  what  right  bon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  had  to  talk  of  the 
protection  afforded  to  the  farmers  when 
they  themselves,  as  manufacturers,  re- 
quired protection.  Were  not  their  goods 
protected  by  duties  ?  On  this  subject  he 
was  rather  at  a  loss  to  conceive  what 
course  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.  P.  Thomson)  and  his  Majesty's  Mi- 
nisters would  think  proper  to  pursue.  He 
thought  it  was  the  duty  of  his  Majesty's 
Ministers  to  come  forward,  state  their 
iotentions,  and  tell  the  landed  interest  and 
the  country,  that  they  were  to  have  their 
support,  or  that  it  was  to  be  given  to  the 
principles  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets.  He  thought,  that  if  they 
adopted  the  latter  course,  and  it  went 
forth  to  the  country  that  free  trade  was  to 
be  the  foundation  of  the  new  Corn-laws', 
backed  by  the  authority  and  influence  of 
bis  Majesty's  Ministers,  the  announcement 
would  be  received  not  only  with  sur- 
prise but  alarm  and  mistrust.  With  the 
hon.  Member  who  opened  this  discussion, 
in  a  manner  creditable  to  him  for  its  fair- 
ness and  ingenuity,  he  had  no  quarrel. 
He  believed  that  his  principles  were  cor- 
rect, and  that  was  sufficient.  But  with 
those  principles  he  differed  tit  ioto  and 
entirely,  for  he  would  take  upon  himself 
to  say,  that  so  sure  as  the  duties  were 
redui»d,  so  surely  would  there  be  a  fall  in 
wages,  and  he  would  put  it  to  any  hon. 
Member,  whether  he  would  place  the  poor 
man  in  such  a  position  ?  It  was  a  motto 
well  known  ana  respected  in  this  country 
— "  live  and  let  live."  But  that  motto 
would  not  be  followed  by  hon.  Members 
if  they  took  that  protection  for  themselves 
which  they  denied  to  the  agriculturists* 
He  was  aware,  that  in  many  parts  of  the 
country  a  great  outcry  and  clamour  was 
raised  at  the  operation  of  the  Corn-laws. 
But  were  the  landlords  therefore  to  be  told, 
that  their  interests  were  to  b^  sacrificed  ? 


He  for  one  said  they  ought  not,  and  lie 
knew  that  he  spoke  the  language  of  thoa- 
sands  and  mfllions  of  his  countrymen,  and 
he  would  repeat  for  them,  that  they 
wanted  not  monopoly  bnt  protection.  If 
the  principle  of  free  trade  were  to  be 
adopted  in  com,  it  most  be  esfgndcd  to 
eve^  thing,  and  the  mannfiKtncs  of 
fore^ers  most  be  cherished  instead  of 
our  own.  To  this  he  thought  that  an 
English  Hoose  of  Commons  would  never 
be  found  to  consent.  The  farmer,  he  re- 
peated, wanted  no  monopoly,  but  he 
demanded  equal  justice  and  protection 
with  the  manufiuiorer.  He  was  aware 
that  tumults  might  be  raised  on  the  sobiect 
of  the  Com-Iaws.  Thoe  siionld  not  be 
laid  at  the  doors  of  the  fimnefS;,  bnt  at  Ilie 
doors  of  those  individuals  iriio  fbcnsed 
anti-corn  law  associations,  ferthepuipese 
of  exciting  the  people.  He  would  meet 
such  societies  boldly,  and  manfully  oppose 
them.  They  had  been  told,  that  England 
owed  every  thing  to  the  manufacUning 
interests.  Was  it  the  manufacturing  inte* 
rests  who  snpjported  the  country  thtoq^ 
the  late  wart  Who  was  it  maintained 
the  country  under  its  heavy  debts,  and  who 
was  it  that  maintained  the  peace  of  the 
country?  Why,  it  was  the  agricoltnrel 
interest ;  and  many  of  those  now  sitting 
in  that  House  would  not  have  bad  posses 
sion  of  their  seats  hot  for  that  interest. 
He  would  no  longer  trespass  on  their 
attention,  which  he  did  not  otlm  do ;  nor 
should  he  now  but  tliat  he  felt  deeply  on 
the  subject  under  discussion.  Borne  had 
spoken  of  frauds  which  bad  been  com- 
mitted in  consequence  of  the  operation 
of  the  Corn-laws,  and  he  had  no  doubt 
they  existed;  but  agitation  was  not 
the  way  to  correct  it.  He  for  one 
would  never  consent  to  sacrifice  a  large 
class  of  his  countrvmen  for  the  benefit  of 
foreigners,  or  for  the  more  unworthy  pur* 
pose  of  courting  popularity.  It  was,  he 
was  well  aware,  the  cnpinion  ai  the  agrienl- 
turists  that,  although  the  Com-Iaws  bad 
been  frequently  altered,  they  were  never 
so  well  as  under  the  last  basis  of  18t28,  and 
that  they  were  much  more  anxious  to 
maintain  them  in  existence  than  to  see 
them  undergo  any  change. 

Mr.  Efoartf  as  a  member  of  the  Anti- 
Corn  Law  Association,  defended  the  pro- 
ceedings of  that  society.  It  had  been 
formed  on  the  principle  of  self-defence ; 
and  when  the  noble'  Marquen  adverted  to 
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law  society,  let  ii  be  recollected  that  there 
were  two  rormidableassocintiouB  combiaed 
to  support  the  present  system  of  Corn«laws 
— the  one  being  the  House  of  Lords  and 
the  other  the  House  of  Commons.  The 
noble  Marquess,  however, admitted  himself 
to  be  an  advocate  for  free  trade  in  mantt« 
factures. 

The  Marquess  of  Chandos  explained. 
He  bad  said,  that  lie  was  not  opposed  to 
the  giving  protection  to  the  manufacturing 
interests ;  but  if  these  were  given  it  fol- 
lowed (and  he  contended  for  it)  that  the 
agricultural  interest  should  also  be  pro* 
tected. 

Mr.  Ewari :  Then  the  noble  Marquess 
wished  to  establish  one  ingenious  com- 
plicated system  of  monopoly.  But  how- 
ever suitable  the  sentiments  of  the  noble 
Marquess  might  be  to  the  rural  population 
of  Buckinghamshire,  or  to  the  agricultural 
orgies  at  Aylesbury,  they  were  not  in 
accordance  with  the  principles  of  political 
economy.  He  could  inform  the  House, 
that  a  Commissioner  who  had  been  sent 
out  from  this  country  had  an  interview 
with  no  less  a  person  than  Prince  Metter- 
nicb»  who  quoted  Adam  Smith,  one  of  the 
greatest  philosophers  that  ever  lived, 
against  the  principle  of  his  mission,  and 
said — '*  Take  our  corn  and  we  will  take 
your  manufactures."  He  was  sorry^  that 
on  so  important  a  subject  as  that  of  the 
Corn-laws  the  people  of  this  country  were 
not  sufficiently  awake  to  their  own  inte. 
reste.  But  the  labourers  of  this  country 
were  now  beginning  to  understand  this 
question  ;  and  ere  long  it  would  be  so 
well  understood  by  the  people  of  England, 
that  they  would  make  the  aristocratic 
interests  tremble.  The  present  Corn-lavs 
operated  prejudicially  in  two  ways— they 
acted  as  a  burden  upon  the  consumer,  and 
they  prevented  the  extension  of  the  na- 
tional wealth. 

The  Garl  of  Darlington  was  far  from 
advocating  a  system  of  free  trade  in  corn« 
because  he  did  not  believe  it  could  long  be 
continued  in  a  country  like  this.  He  was 
not  disposed  to  contend  against  free  trade 
generally,  and  he  disliked  prohibitory 
laws  :  but  he  held  that  there  were  cases 
in  which  there  must  be  protecting  duties. 
Why  should  agriculture  be  denied  the 
protection  that  every  other  interest  in  the 
country  enjoved  ?  He  looked  upon  agri- 
culture as  the  primary  source  of  all 
the  wealth  of  the  country  —  the  base 
upon  wbi«b  our  cooimerce^  trade,  and 


manufacture  rented.  He  was  opposed 
to  an  alteration  of  the  existing  Corn* 
laws,  not  only  because  he  felt  it  would 
deprive  the  agricultural  interest  of  a 
protection  it  had  a  right  to  enjoy,  but 
also  because  it  would  awaken  hopes  in  the 
minds  of  the  manufacturers  which  could 
never  be  realised.  One  argument  in  favour 
of  the  measure  was»  that  it  would  bind 
foreign  states  to  our  interest,  The  greater 
were  the  concessions  which  England  made 
to  foreign  powers  the  less  was  given  theiu 
in  return.  He  would  instance  France  as  a 
case  in  point,  where  we  could  scarcely 
obtain  the  sHgbtest  relaxation  in  her  oom«< 
mercial  code,  although  we  consumed  more 
of  her  produce  at  low  duties  than  any 
other  nation  whatever.  There  was  a  jea- 
lousy of  the  landed  interest  in  existence 
which  he  was  sorry  to  see.  He  could  noi 
conceive  why  it  should  exists  and  he  hoped 
such  an  unworthy  feeling  would  not  long 
continue.  He  was  determined  to  oppose 
the  motion. 

Sir  William  MoUstuorih:  In  reply  to 
the  arguments  that  are  usually  advaoeed 
in  favour  of  the  present  Corn-laws,  I  can** 
not  do  better  than  repeat  the  arguments 
of  my  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets.  He  showed  the  injuries 
which  it  does  to  the  growers  of  corn,  by 
maintaining  a  false  hope  of  high  price. 
This  causes  a  large  quantity  to  be  grown, 
and  a  low  price.  Then,  when  the  quan- 
tity is  diminished  by  bad  harvests,  and 
the  farmer  should  gain  in  price  what  he 
loses  in  quantity,  the  letting  in  of  corn 
from  foreign  countries  where  the  harvesfc 
has  been  good  is  equally  injurious.  These 
are,  however,  objections  only  to  the  exist- 
ing Corn-laws ;  they  are  not  arguments 
against  a  total  prohibition  of  corn,  nor  are 
they  arguments  in  favour  of  a  total  repeal 
of  the  Corn-laws.  I  support  the  motioa 
of  my  hon.  Friend  as  a  preliminary  step 
to  the  abolition  of  all  Corn-laws.  The 
question  of  the  Corn-law,  as  an  econo- 
mical question,  is  with  reference  to  its 
effect  on  wages  and  profits.  I  oUect  to  a 
Corn-law  bc^uie  it  tends  lo  produce  low 
wages  and  low  profits.  With  low  wages 
and  low  profits  the  bulk  of  the  community 
is  uneasy,  miserable,  and  discontentecL 
The  common  objection  to  the  Corn-law  is 
that  it  makes  bread  dear.  But  this  ol>- 
jection  in  itself,  separated  from  all  other 
considerations.  Is  hardly  a  solid  one  $  for 
it  is  evident,  if  dear  bread  be  accompanied 
by  high  wsgei,  that  dearnesi  b  a  tnatt^ 
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of  DO  consequence  to  the  labourer,  in 
the  same  manner,  if  cheap  bread  be  ac- 
companied by  low  wages,  the  labourer 
would  not  gain  by  that  cheapness.  When 
the  labourer  is  obliged  to  work  hard  for 
subaistence — when  he  is  obliged  to  ex- 
change a  large  amount  of  labour  for  a  loaf 
of  bread — then  he  suffers ;  but  his  suffer- 
ing arises  from  low  wages.  The  important 
point  18  the  case  of  the  community.  The 
object  to  be  attained  is  the  happiness  of 
the  people.  The  great  economical  means 
of  producing  that  result  are  high  wages 
and  high  profits.  Every  thing  which  tends 
to  produce  low  wages  and  low  profits  is 
injurious  to  the  well-being  of  the  com* 
mnnity.  Wages  depend  upon  the  pro- 
portion between  the  number  of  labourers 
and  the  means  of  productively  employing 
them.  If  the  number  of  labourers  be 
large,  and  the  means  of  productively  em- 
ploying them  small,  there  will  be  a  severe 
competition  between  labourers — they  will 
naturally  beat  down  each  other's  wages, 
and  the  wages  of  labour  will  be  low. 
Ptevent  this  severe  competition,  so  that 
the  wages  of  labour  may  be  high — maybe 
in  proportion  to  the  price  of  food,  and 
then  the  deorness  of  bread  is  a  matter  of 
no  consequence.  It  is  just  the  same  with 
regard  to  profits.  Provided  the  quantity 
of  capital  be  such  that  the  competition 
between  capitalists  be  not  severe,  profits 
will  be  high,  notwithstanding  dear  bread, 
as  was  the  case  during  the  last  war;  for 
profits  depend  upon  the  proportion  be- 
tween the  number  of  capitalists,  or  (to 
express  myself  correctly)  the  proportion 
between  the  amount  of  capital  and  the 
means  of  profitably  investing  that  capital. 
If  the  amount  of  capital  be  large,  and  the 
means  of  profitably  investing  it  be  small, 
there  will  be  severe  competition  amongst 
capitalists ;  they  will  mutually  beat  each 
other's  profits  down,  and  profits  will  be 
low.  Prevent  this  severe  competition 
between  capitalists,  and  profits  will  be 
high  whether  bread  be  cheap  or  dear. 
Labourers  and  capitalists  both  suffer,  then, 
from  hurtful  competition,  and  hurtful 
competition  is  the  consequence  of  the 
field  for  the  productive  employment  of 
labour,  and  capital  being  too  small. 
Every  thing  that  tends  to  make  that  field 
too  small  tends  to  lower  wages  and  profits, 
and  is  injurious  to  the  well-being  of  the 
commtinity.  But  there  is  a  tendency  in 
laboar  and  capital  to  augment  more  ra- 
pidly than  the  means  of  employini;  them, 


and  consequently  to  produce  hurtful  com- 
petition. Augment  employment  for  labour 
and  capital  (for  instance,  by  some  agri«« 
cultural  improvement,  which  renders  pro- 
ductive a  large  quantity  of  land  which  had 
previously  been  sterile),  then  hurtful  com* 
petition  ceases,  but  only  for  a  time ;  for 
population  and  capital  will  both  grow  up 
to  the  new  field  of  employment,  hurtful 
competition  will  again  exist,  and  wages 
and  profits  will  ultimately  be  lowered  to 
the  former  standard.  These  positions 
seem  to  me  to  show  the  evils  of  the  Corn<« 
laws.  Considering  the  state  of  this  country 
with  regard  to  the  rest  of  the  world,  there 
might  be  a  perpetual  increase  of  the  means 
of  productively  employing  our  capital  and 
labour ;  that  is,  we  might  perpetually 
import  food  from  other  countries  in  return 
for  our  manufactures*  This  the  Corn-law 
prevents.  Suppose  the  Corn-law  repealed, 
capital  and  labour  then  might  increase  to 
any  extent.  What  matters  it  provided 
food  can  be  obtained  ?  With  our  perpe* 
tually  increasing  and  inexhaustible  powers 
of  ptgrchase,  our  importation  of  food  from 
other  countries  might  go  on  increasing  for 
generations,  so  that  with  a  great  increase 
both  of  population  and  capital  there  should 
be  no  hurtful  competition.  In  this  country 
there  is  a  hurtful  competition  between  la«> 
bourers  and  between  capitalists.  Labour 
and  capital  are  superabundant  compared 
to  land;  consequently  both  wages  and 
profits  are  low.  A  free  importation  of 
corn  would  be  equivalent  to  the  addition 
of  so  much  land  to  this  country.  As  long 
as  our  means  of  purchase  by  our  manu^ 
facturers  should  go  on  increasing,  so  long 
might  capital  and  population  increase 
without  producing  hurtful  competition; 
just  as  if  with  each  addition  of  capital  and 
population  the  land  of  this  country  were 
increased.  There  is  an  important  distinc- 
tion between  capital  and  labour.  When 
profits  are  low  in  consequence  of  a  super* 
abundance  of  capital  compared  to  land,  it 
files  off  to  other  countries,  and  employs 
the  labour  of  other  countries,  and  leaves 
behind  the  domestic  exceu  of  labour. 
With  a  free  importation  of  food,  increasing 
capital  would  be  invested  here,  and  would 
provide  employment  for  increasing  la- 
bourers. Not  only  the  capitalists  and 
labourers  suffer  from  the  excess  of  capital 
and  people.  The  competition  which  arises 
from  that  excess  is  not  confined  only  to 
those  two  classes ;  for  interest  is  according 
(0  profit.    Every  pereoo  who  litei  upofi 
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the  interest  of  capital  suffers  from  the 
Corn-laws;  and  so  do  the  professional 
classes,  the  demand  for  whose  services  is 
limited  by  the  Corn-laws.  It  would  be 
difficult  to  name  the  class  or  the  individual 
who  does  not  suffer  from  the  Corn-laws, 
with  the  exception,  perhaps,  of  the  land- 
owner. I  think  it  might  be  shown,  pro- 
vided that  rent  depends  (as  I  believe  it 
does)  upon  the  wealth  and  population  of 
a  country,  that  the  landowner  suffers  from 
the  Corn-laws ;  for  there  is  not  a  manu- 
facturer, nor  a  shipowner,  nor  a  merchant, 
nor  a  shopkeeper,  nor  a  professional  man, 
nor  a  working  man  of  any  description,  nor 
even  a  landlord,  who  would  not  gain  by  a 
change  which  would  allow  the  capital  and 
population  of  this  country  to  increase  con- 
tinually. For  all  classes,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  the  landlord,  a  repeal  of  the  Corn- 
laws  would  put  an  end  to  injurious 
competition.  With  regard  to  the  land- 
lord, the  repeal  of  the  Corn-laws  would 
undoubtedly  decrease  the  competition  for 
the  use  of  his  land  for  the  purpose  of 
growing  corn ;  but  in  the  increasing  wealth 
and  population  there  would  be  an  in- 
creased demand  for  the  use  of  his  land  for 
an  infinite  variety  of  purposes.  No  one 
can  doubt  that  if  the  wealth  and  popula- 
tion of  this  country  were  doubled  there 
would  be  a  greater  demand  for  the  uses 
and  products  of  English  land  exclusive  of 
com  than  there  is  at  the  present  moment 
inclusive  of  corn.  So  far  for  the  political 
economy  of  the  subject.  But  there  is 
another  more  pressing,  if  not  more  im- 
portant question.  Since  we  passed  a 
Corn-laWy  which  sets  a  limit  to  the  em- 
ployment of  capital  at  home,  our  means 
of  making  capital  have  prodigiously  aug- 
mented. The  cause  of  competition  amongst 
capitalists  has  become  more  powerful  than 
ever ;  and  this  is  precisely  the  period  we 
have  chosen  for  limiting  the  field  in  which 
competition  takes  place.  The  Corn-law, 
by  limiting  one  fiela  for  the  employment 
of  capital,  limits  the  field  for  the  employ- 
ment of  labour.  At  the  same  time  great 
improvements  in  medicine,  more  especially 
in  curing  the  diseases  of  children,  have 
augmented  the  rate  of  increase  amongst 
labourers,  and  consequently  aggravated 
the  competition  between  them.  Hence 
the  very  severe  competition  between  capi- 
talists and  labourers,  which  ever  since  the 
war,  with  the  exception  of  the  last  two 
yean  (and  this  exception  confirms  this 
poiitiQD),  has  produced  low  wageSi  low 


profits,  and  political  discontent  amongst 
the   bulk   of  the  people.     Political  dis- 
content arose   from   low  wages  and  low 
profits.     During  the  last  two  years  great 
improvements  in  agriculture   in   Ireland, 
and  extraordinary  harvests,  have  produced 
the  same  effect  as  if  the  Corn -laws  had 
been   repealed.     With   high   wages    arid 
high  profits  the  bulk  of  the  people  have 
been  contented  and  peaceable.    This  can- 
not last  long.     We  must  soon  return  to 
that  state  of  severe  competition  which  has 
existed  since  the  war  down  to  two  years 
ago,  and  which  produces  political  discon- 
tent.   But  a  great  moral  change  has  taken 
place  in  the  people.     Education,  such  as 
It  is,  has  made  the  people  what  they  never 
were   before,   namely  —  politicians.     The 
change  of  the  constitution  of  Parliament 
has  given  to  the  bulk  of  the  people  a  great 
increase  of  political  power.    In  any  period 
of  considerable   excitement,  the   people, 
including  the  working  classes,  who  are 
unrepresented,  will  have  great  influence 
over  the  constitution  and  decisions  of  this 
House.     Having  the  Reform  Bill  and  the 
municipal  law  to  work  with,  I  am  con- 
vinced  that  whenever  the   people  shall 
feel  again  the  pressure  of  the  Corn-law 
they  will  sweep  it  away  at  once,  and  this 
period,  I  believe,  cannot  be  far  distant. 
But  is  it  wise  to  continue  this  state  of 
things    till    the   people  again   feel   that 
pressure,   and  be  in  a  state  of  political 
irritation  ?    Should  we  not  rather  legislate 
now,  when  all  is  quiet,  than  wait  for  the 
storm  which  must  arise?     Should  we  not 
rather  anticipate  and  obviate  the  evil^  than 
wait  and   apply  the   remedy?     In  this 
country  of  artificial  relations,  where  there 
is  such  an  immense   proportion  of  town 
population,  which  exists  almost,   I  may 
say,  upon  confidence  and  credit,  political 
convulsions  are  most  pernicious  and  de- 
structive, and  can  hardly  be  borne.  '  Now 
the  progress  of  popular  opinions,  and  of 
the  power  of  the  democracy,  is  certain 
and  inevitable.     In  order  to  make  that 
progress  harmless,   in  order  to  prevent 
political  convulsions,  the  people  must  be 
at  etise,  and  contented ;  for  this  purpose 
wages  and  profits  must  be  high,  and  con- 
sequently everything  should  be  removed 
which  tends  hurtfulTy  to  limit  the  field  of 
employment.     I  feel  firmly  convinced  that 
it  is  only  by  means  of  a  repeal  of  the 
Corn-laws,  and  of  proper   schemes   of 
colonization,  that  the  field  for  the  pro- 
ductive employment  of  labour  and  capital 
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can  be  continaally  enbiged  so  as  to 
vent  that  hnrtfnl  competiticw  wUcfa  fw^ 
duces  low  wages  and  low  profits,  hj 
such  means  the  populatioo  and  capiLkl  oi 
this  country  may  go  on  angmeatm^  ihr 
generations,  with  high  wages  ai«d  iiidi 
profits ;  and  the  nation  be  happy,  peacs> 
able,  and  contented.  The  first  step  d^ 
this  desirable  result  is  a  repeal  ci  thj± 
Corn-law ;  and  the  repeal  of  ihis  Uw  » 
required  as  one  amongst  the  ssaAy  aKsuu 
which  are  necessary  to  render  the  vut^i- 
table  progress  of  democracy  in  chii§  coa&- 
try  as  safe  and  peaceable  as  it  a  ia 
America. 

Mr.  HwndUy  agreed  in  tike  opui.on 
which  had  been  expressed  tkia  eveaisg^ 
that  the  real  intercsCa  of  the  mannfartnTer 
and  the  agricoltnrist  were  easeatkllj  tbe 
same ;  and  be  was  willing  at  once  lo 
abandon  the  Corn-laws  when  it  il— Id 
be  proved  injnrioos  to  the  geacial  interests 
of  the  country,  and  when  it  sfaonld  lie 
found  convenient  and  desirable  to  the 
State  that  all  monopolies 
should  be  destroyed.  But  it 
opinion  that  that  period  woold  not  arrive 
for  many  years  to  come.  The  boo* 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  was  boond 
to  show  that  some  great  evil  had  been 
produced  by  the  existence  oi  the  Com- 
lawst  and  that  the  interests  of  the  aano- 
facturing  classes  had  suffered  great  detri. 
ment  from  the  operation  of  the  laws, 
before  he  could  justly  call  upon  the 
Legislature  to  repeal  a  measure  which 
was  calculated  to  uphold  the  agricultural 
interest  of  the  country.  As  regiuded  the 
question  of  price,  he  would  contend,  and 
it  was  a  fact  which  was  incontrovertible, 
that  poverty  was  at  the  highest  and  con* 
sumption  at  the  lowest  when  corn  was 
cheapest.  The  hon.  Member  for  Soath- 
wark  bad  said  on  a  former  night,  when 
speaking  on  the  subject  of  the  Poor-laws, 
that  if  a  man  obtained  lOs.  a  week  wages, 
he  paid  six  of  it  for  bread,  which,  but  for 
the  existence  of  the  Corn-laws,  be  couM 
obtain  for  3<.  6d  .-  but  did  the  hon. 
Member  recollect  that  if  there  were  no 
Corn-laws,  wages  would  fall,  and  intead  of 
3i.  6d.  to  expend  on  bread,  the  labourer 
would  not  have  above  2s.  ?  It  had  been 
contended  that  a  fixed  doty  would  be 
preferable  to  the  present  sliding  scale  of 
duties;  but  he  preferred  the  latter  system, 
because  he  thought  a  sliding  scale  was 
better  adapted  to  the  interests  both  of  the 
99Qsm^er  an4   ^^  producer  at  periods 


01. 

Tbe  kaa.  Jftnnhgr  tbr  die  Htsmsc  ^vBMiinn 
iiod  acfueti^  chai:  i£  rh&  CatnAsmm  mam 
pgytaJBdy  ct  wnuiit  ai^Bi  nsB»  monrkms  tbir 
Ecififih.  inantt&<mim»  .mmmi ;.  dui:  wan  ctift 
ibuiu  JC^nbeir  <\mXA  suk  QhoD  diedaitighcif 
Praasia  md  ii:  Poland  wonid  be:  i^mjfafWHt- 
Sjsaoesr  ean8uniiei»  a^  ftndeit  mHOuAKOluw 
\i  cibe  duc^  <UL  lunei^  ccorn.  wwn;  is^pnaiad;  f 
His  beiiig^  wunv  dnn:  if  t:h&  Cann^-luMm  wain. 
CO  be  repesuttft^  it  wouiit  iis  the  <QifMiByai» 
aJcoe  wiia  «oiiai  beuHir  r.  and  ioakin^  n 
coe  aeaae  of  die;  cannery.  Uiactefi  a»  it  v«a» 
with,  an  enanaanft  'iehc^  and  mm;  rhe  naau» 
CO  megr  cue  incerast  on  Oint  4i»iit  mosc  lie 
panir  ic  wan  oot  anditc  »di  ^  §caBO^  ol? 
thxn&  chne  PorJaflBsne  ennid  madv^  andv 
wiuL  a  fine  ganmdefaoim  of  cfaft  inosnuMi>ntf 
^nelScafle^  waS^j  eaaensun  ch«;  proyswdoni 
wkidb  had  beaa  mftnanad  ti^   iii»  h«su 


Mr.  GtOerf  Hmihtwiit 
that  this  «{9C9tifiai  Iki4  beca  tions^r  hm^ 
ward  aiali  parucaksiy 
tnrists  were  ooly  jmt 

state  ol*  disacaa  which  bad  so  kMi^ 
hot  inasmecb  as  it  bad 
ward,  and  he  asnst  bi%  to  say,  tbatf  it  had 
bccttbRMight  Ibrwafd  in  asaanner  that  did 
the  hon.  Member  fer  the  Tower  Hamlela 
the  highest  credit^  he  wonki  nae  \m  haaa« 
ble  e&ru  to  eosulNit  the  aigi— tats  oi 
the  boo*  Member.  At  the  ootset  he 
woold  say,  the  iMiag  of  all  the  agrienl- 
torists  was,  that  th^  wished  to  be  leC 
alone,  from  the  largest  to  the  — alisst 
landed  proprietor.  The  cry  was,  **  Do 
not  interfere — let  ns  alone.'^  Last  year, 
and  the  year  before,  when  the  agrical* 
turists  came  to  Parliament  stating  their 
grievances,  they  were  told  they  most  re* 
lieve  themselves,  and  they  did  now  hope 
that  the  same  language  wonld  be  repeated. 
Now  what  was  tl^  real  nature  of  the  pro>- 
position  ?  It  was  plainly  and  simply  this, 
ihat  it  meant  a  low  doty  now,  and  none 
when  the  price  of  com  should  be  high. 
He  did  hope,  however,  that  the  agricol- 
turists  would  never  be  deluded  by  the  mis- 
taken and  treacherous  advice — ^he  used 
the  terms  in  no  offensive  sense,  whkh  was 
now  offered  them.  If  there  should  be  a 
fixed  dnty,  and  a  famine  should  come, 
then  the  Corn-laws  woold  be  swept  away 
altogether,  he  therefore  did  hope  the 
agriculturisu  wouM  be  allowed  to  stand 
upon  the  ground  which  they  at  present 
occnpied.  Could  there  be  any  steadioesi 
in  prices  if  there  wa«  no  permanency  in 
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Jaw?  and  how  could  there  be  steadiness  in 
priees,  or  fluctuation  prevented,  if  a 
change  of  the  law  should  take  place  this 
year*  which  would  be  certain  to  be  followed 
bj  a  further  change  in  the  next  ?  With 
regard  to  fluctuation,  he  would  observe 
that,  whenever  such  was  the  case  in  Eng- 
land, the  consequence  %vas  a  still  greater 
fluctuation  abroad ;  this  was  particularly 
the  ease  in  the  years  1B28  and  1829. 
His  firm  belief  was,  that  at  present,  Eng- 
land grew  enough  corn  for  her  own  con- 
aumption,  and,  if  she  could  so  furnish 
herself,  was  not  that  a  matter  well  worthy 
of  consideration,  when  they  were  called 
upon  to  adopt  the  present  proposition  ? 
Hon.  Members  who  had  spoken  in  favour 
of  the  motion,  had  argued  the  question  as 
if  the  agricultural  body  was  an  oligarchy, 
consisting  of  a  few  individuals,  instead  of 
there  being  a  community  of  thousands 
and  tens  of  thousands  of  persons.  And 
what  would  be  the  condition  of  a  large 
portion  of  them,  those,  particularly,  whose 
properties  were  imalli  it  the  price  of  corn 
should  be  perpetually  falling  f  He  con.- 
sidered  the  interests  of  the  landlords  and 
tenants  identified  ;  and  though  his  lot 
was  oast  in  the  former  class,  he  would 
stand  up  for  the  small  proprietors.  He 
trusted  the  House  would  consider  their 
case,  and  not  plange  them  into  the  work- 
house, or  to  work  on  the  roads  in  the 
parishes  where  they  now  resided,  and 
where  he  hoped  ihey  would  still  continue 
to  reeide,  independent,  and  employed  in 
improring  their  little  properties.  He 
wmild  contend  that  any  competition  be- 
tween English  and  foreign  corn  would  not 
benefit  the  lower  classes;  and  all  that  the 
agriculturist  desired,  was  a  fair  remuner- 
ating price  itt  common  with  the  manufao- 
tufcr.  His  belief  was,  that  a  large 
portion  of  the  people  looked  at  this  ques- 
tion rather  as  regarded  the  price  of  bread, 
than  the  price  of  corn,  and  be  must  say, 
that  in  the  metropolis  the  price  of  bread 
was  much  higher  than  it  ought  to  be,  as 
compared  with  ibe  price  of  corn.  He 
could  only  attribute  this  to  a  combination 
amongst  the  bakers,  which  he  thought  was 
proved  by  a  correspondence  which  had 
taken  place  between  Mr.  Chad  wick  and 
the  guardians  of  the  poor  of  the  parish  of 
Bermondsey.  He  would  not  trouble  the 
House  further  than  to  call  upon  it  to 
reject  the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member, 
and  leave  the  agrieulturists  in  the  situation 
in  whieh  they  at  present  stood. 


Mr.  Harvey  conenrred  in  the  expiM- 
sion  of  regret,  that  this  sulsject  should 
now  be  under  discussion,  not  because  it 
ought  not  to  be  discussed,  but  the  pre* 
face  to  it  was  a  four  nights'  debate,  which 
ill  prepared  the  minds  of  hon.  Members 
for  the  grave  investigation  which  its  vast 
importance  demanded.  There  was  a  pe- 
culiarity in  all  debates  upon  the  Corn- 
laws,  to  which  he  could  not  refrain  fro^i 
adverting.  It  was  the  peculiar  and  original 
doctrines  propounded  by  Gentlemen 
calling  themselves  the  landed  interest^  and 
who  rarely  came  out  upon  a  ny  other 
occasion.  We  had  just  had  a  specimen 
in  the  hon.  Member  for  Lancashire*  He 
had  discovered  that  there  was  a  vast  and 
pernicious  difference  between  the  price  of 
bread  and  the  price  of  flour— whteh  be 
attributed  to  a  oombination  of  the  bakers, 
some  of  whom  resided  In  Bermondsey. 
Now  he  was  little  prepared  for  this  disco- 
very, and  still  less  for  an  illustration  of  it 
amongst  any  portion  of  his  respectable 
constituents.  Any  one  who  walked  the 
streets  would  find  there  was  no  paudty  of 
bakers-^they  were  far  too  numerous  to 
admit  of  the  confederacy  which  the  sug- 
gestion implied.  The  hon.  Member  for 
the  county  of  Lincoln  (Mr.  Hundley)  had 
alluded  to  what  fell  from  him  on  a  former 
debate  upon  the  Poor*laws,  in  whidt  be 
had  said  that  every  man  was  entitled  to  an 
adequate  remuneration  for  his  labour, 
and  if  he  were  willing  to  work,  but  could 
not  find  it,  the  local  authorities  were  bound 
either  to  find  him  work,  and  wages  for 
it,  or  wholesome  and  sufficient  food  with- 
out it.  He  said  so  still.  He  had  that 
day  heard  from  the  month  of  an  aseistant 
Poor-law  Commissioner,  who  was  receiving 
a  salary  of  700/.  a  year,  and  a  guinea  a 
day  for  eating  and  drinking,  that  an  able 
bodied  labourer  without  wife  or  family  coidd 
live  well  for  69.  a  week.  He  owned  himself 
astonished  at  such  a  declaration  coming 
from  one  so  munificently  paid<^it  was  an 
inhuman  edict,  at  which  he  recoiled.  He 
felt  this  statement  was  unpalatable  to 
those  he  was  addressing-^yet  the  truth 
must  be  told,  and  no  one  ought  to  be 
ashamed  of  it  who  was  not  shamed  by  it. 
The  Gentleman  to  whom  he  waa  alluding, 
had  given  evidence  of  the  utmost  import** 
ance,  and  bearing  directly  upon  the 
subject  in  hand.  And  let  it  be  borne  in 
mind,  that  he  was  speaking  on  l)ehalf  of 
a  large  class  who  had  no  direct  represent- 
atives, and  little  sympathy  within  those 
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w§n$f  while^ on  the olher  hand,  the bench^ 
were  crowded  by  Gentlemen  compe- 
tent and  eager  to  protect  tbemselvee.  The 
evidence  he  was  referring  to««-[Order, 
order.] 

The  Ckancelior  of  the  Exchequer  rose 
to  order.  No  ruie  had  been  more  abso- 
lutely laid  down  with  regard  to  discussion 
in  Parliamentary  debates,  and  nothing 
conid  be  more  supported  by  good  sense 
%\\d  principle,  than  that  until  a  Report 
was  laid  upon  the  table  of  this  House,  it 
was  not  competent  for  any  hon.  Member 
to  make  use  of  any  knowledge  he  had 
acquired  on  any  Committee  of  that  House, 
until  the  other  Members  had  been  equally 
Informed  upon  the  matter.  He  thought 
the  hon*  Gentleman  himself  would,  upon 
reflection,  seethe  propriety  and  justice  of 
such  an  arrangement. 

Mr.  Harvey  was  the  more  ready  to 
adopt  the  suggestion  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Eicbequer  thao  his  reasons  for  it  He 
would  save  the  right  hon*  Gentleman  from 
any  collision  with  the  Speaker,  and  would 
proceed  to  notice  not  what  had  passed  in 
a  Committee,  but  what  he  had  beard  eUe- 
wbera ;  and  thus  adopting  the  farce  often 
observed  when  speaking  of  what  had 
passed  in  another  place.  He  saw  no 
reason  for  assigning  to  an  assistant  Poor- 
law  Commissioner  a  higher  protection,  or 
more  courtesy,  than  was  shewn  to  a  Peer 
of  the  realm.  He  had  heard  it  stated 
that  10s.  per  week  was  the  average  wages 
given  to  a  hard-working  agricultural 
hbourer,  having  a  wife  and  a  large  family 
of  young  children. 

Mr*  Mihi,  as  a  Member  of  the  Com* 
mittee  to  which  the  hon.  Member  alluded, 
mast  say,  that  it  was  very  unAt  to  make 
any  reference  to  the  evidence  before  that 
Committee. 

Mr,  Harveff:  Though  not  surprised  at, 
would  respect  the  sensitiveness  of  hon. 
Gentlemen,  and  passing  by  the  Poor«law 
Coounittee  and  the  Commissioners,  would 
reveK  to  facts  within  his  knowledge.  In 
the  county  of  Essex  the  average  wages  of 
a  labouring  man,  with  a  family  of  nve  or 
six  children,  was  ten  shillings  a  week,  nine 
shillings  of  which  was  expended  in  the 
indispensable  article  of  bread  or  flour; 
thus  leaving  the  miserable  surplus  of  one 
shilling,  wherewith  to  pay  for  rent, 
clothes,  beer,  tea,  sugar,  sosp,  fuel,  and 
the  other  indispensable  necessaries  of  life. 
This  being  so,  he  would  tmldly  a^k, 
whether  it  was  not  of  the  flrst  importaoce. 


to  the  husbandman  to  obtain  the  greatest 
quantity  of  bread  for  the  smallest  amonot 
of  bis  earnina;s.     But  it  bad  been  urged, 
that  if  the  price  of  bread  was  low,  wages 
would  be  low.     He  woald  take  leave  to 
deny  that  proposition,  for  the  rate  of  wages 
W9S  not  necessarily  regulated  by  the  price 
of  corn,  and  in  many  parts  of  the  world 
they  had   cheap  breaa  and   high  wages. 
Would  it  be  asserted,  that  the  Com  Jaws 
were  good  in  themselves,  or  only  to  be 
supported  from  the  peculiar  circumstances 
in  which  that  country  was  placed  ?   If  the 
latter,  he  could  understand  why  they  were 
advocated,  but  if  the  former  was  main- 
tained,  were  they  not  every  day  giving 
practical  illustrations  of  the  fallacy  of  such 
a  system  ?     Did  not  hon.  Members  show 
that  fallacy  in  their  female  arrangements  ? 
Were  not  their  wives  to  be  seen  proceed- 
ing in  their  carriages  from  street  to  street, 
and  from  sliop  to  shop,  purchasing  com- 
modities at  the  lowest  price  t  and  were  not 
articles  looked  at^  turned  over,  and  thrown 
aside,  because  they  could  be  had  cheaper 
elsewhere  ?    Were  not  French  gloves  and 
French  silks  purchased  in  preference  to 
English  manufacture,  because  they  could 
be  obtained  cheaper  ?    And  he  should  be 
glad  to  ask  his  late  Colleegue,  the  Member 
for  Colchester,  when  a  cargo  of  Flanders 
horses  was    brought    up     the   river  and 
exposed  for  sale  in  Colchester  market,  did 
not  the  farmers  in  that  part  of  the  country 
prefer  them  to  Essex  or  Suffolk  horses, 
because    they  were  strong  and    cheap? 
Every  man  was  endeavouring  to  pnrohase 
the  commodity  he  required*  at  the  lowest 
possible  rate,  and  should  not  the  labouring 
man  be  placed  in   the   same    position? 
Gloss  and  disguise  it  as  they  might,  the 
question    was  obvious,   and  the  solution 
easy.     It  is,  whether  the  landlords  are  to 
be  enabled  to  mortgage  their  estates,  pay 
the  interest,  get  into  and  get  out  of  debt, 
demand  and  exact  hig^h  rents,  and  all  this 
at  the  expense  and  out  of  the  muscle  and 
marrow  of  the  labouring  community.    The 
hon.    Member,    wliose    remarks  be  was 
noticing,  asserted,  that  without  fluctuating 
duties,  there  could  be  no  free  trade.     The 
reverse  appeared  to  him  the  truth  ;  that 
duties  of  all  kinds  acted  as  clogs  to  trade. 
After  all,  it  was  admitted  that  the  Corn- 
laws  were  a  protection  to  the  landlords, 
rendered   necessary    by    the    severity   of 
taxation.      So    far,    however,   from    the 
landlord   being  injured  tty  the  taxes,  be 
was  a  positive  gainer.     Let  a  balance  be 
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struck  between  the  taxes  he  actually  paid, 
and  the  profit  which  the  Corn-laws  secured 
to  him ;  to  say  nothing  of  the  thousand 
channels  through  which  the  aristocracy, 
profited  by  the  present  extravagant 
system.  The  fact  was,  the  industry  of  the 
country  was  borne  down  by  the  effects  of 
partial  taxation.  He  would  instance  the 
article  of  tea.  There  was  not  an  old 
woman  who  paid  fourpence  for  an  ounce 
of  tea,  who  did  not,  at  the  same  time,  pay 
twopence  for  the  tax  upon  it ;  and,  what 
was  worse,  the  duty  bad  been  advanced  se- 
venty percent  upon  the  inferior  teas, being 
those  consumed  by  the  poor.  It  was  by 
details  of  this  kind  that  the  injustice  of 
the  present  system  could  be  best  illus- 
trated, though  he  was  well  aware  how 
unseemly  they  were  in  the  eyes  of  a 
disdainful  and  titled  aristocracy.  Of  one 
thing  the  landed  gentry  might  be  assured, 
that  the  Corn-laws  were  destined  to  be 
abolished  by  their  own  contrivance,  for  it 
was  utterly  impossible  to  retain  them  and 
the  Poor-law  too.  Human  endurance 
could  not  thus  be  long  taxed  by  a  cruel 
combiaatiou  of  heartless  legislation.  By 
one  law  you  made  a  man  buy  his  bread 
dear,  and  by  another  you  deprived  him  of 
the  means  of  purchase.  He  would  ask, 
could  there  be  a  greater  refinement  upon 
cruelty?  He  had  been  unexpectedly 
called  upon  to  address  the  House  by  the 
allusions  which  had  been  personally  made 
to  him,  and  was  not  prepared,  in  the 
present  state  of  the  House,  to  prosecute 
nts  remarks  further  than  to  say,  that  the 
time  was  at  hand  when  it  would  appear 
that  great  and  crying  cruelty  had  been 
practised  upon  the  helpless,  but  indus- 
trious community. 

Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre  wished  it  were  possi- 
ble to  come  to  a  satisfactory  compromise 
upon  a  question,  which,  as  long  as  it  re. 
mained  unsettled,  would  prove  a  source  of 
perpetual  discord  between  the  two  great 
interests  in  the  state.  But  so  much  pre- 
judice and  mis-apprehension  prevailed  on 
both  sides,  that  no  alteration  in  the  corn 
laws  would  take  place,  except  at  some 
alarming  crisis,  when  it  would  be  impossi- 
ble to  legislate  temperately  or  wisely  on 
the  question,  though  it  was  of  vital  import- 
ance to  the  public  interests.  On  the  one 
handy  the  farmers  were  taught  to  contrast 
the  prices  of  corn  in  England  with  those 
of  the  continental  ports,  by  way  of  con- 
vinciag  them  that  it  was  impossible  to  fix 
liny  duty  w^tch  would  give  them  an  ade- 


quate protection ;  whilst  the  effect  pro- 
duced on  the  continental  prices,  by  the 
com  laws,  was  studiously  kept  out  of 
view.  On  the  other  hand,  the  labouring 
classes  were  taught,  by  such  exaggerated 
statements  as  had  been  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down,  to  believe 
that  the  corn  laws  were  framed  solely  for 
the  benefit  of  the  landed  aristocracy  and 
their  tenantry ;  and  it  was  entirely  con- 
cealed from  them  that,  if  the  corn  laws 
were  repealed  to-morrow,  and  any  great 
portion  of  land  were  thrown  out  of  culti- 
vation in  consequence,  not  only  would  a 
great  number  of  labourers  be  deprived  of 
employment,  but  it  would  be  impossible 
to  obtain  a  sufficient  supply  from  abroad, 
except  at  prices  much  higher  than  tiKMe 
which  prevail  in  this  country  at  the  pre- 
sent moment.  With  the  permission  of  the 
House  he  would  read  an  extract  from  the 
report  of  Mr.  Jacob  on  this  point;  and  he 
need  hardly  add,  that,  as  that  gentleman 
was  appointed  by  the  English  Government 
to  make  the  most  particular  inquiries  into 
the  state  of  agriculture  in  every  part  of 
Europe,  and  had  every  opportunity  af- 
forded him  of  obtaining  the  most  correct 
information,  his  opinion  was  entitled  to 
the  greatest  respect.    Mr.  Jacob  said, 

*'  In  the  progress  of  society,  interests  have 
grown  up,  under  the  sanction  of  the  laws, 
which  might  be  injured  by  extraneous  inter- 
ference, and  the  injury  to  them  might  materi- 
ally affect  the  general  benefit.  The  preference 
to  articles  of  the  first  necessity  of^  domestic 
growth  is  natural,  and  almost  universal.  The 
chief  articles  of  subsistence  in  each  country 
are  almost  wholly  of  home  produce  -,  and,  in  a 
country  with  a  great  density  of  population, 
may  he  only  procured  in  sufiictent  quantity  to 
supply  the  demand  of  the  inhabitants  at  a  con- 
siderable cost.  In  such  a  case,  a  foreign  inter- 
ference, which  would  lower  the  home  price  so 
as  to  check  interior  production^  might,  in  a  few 
years,  cause  that  domestic  industry  and  appli- 
cation of  capital^  which  are  the  chief  souroes 
of  supply,  so  far  to  decline  as  to  afford  a  less 
quantity,  and  thas  elevate  the  price  to  the 
consumer  higher  than  it  would  be  raised  by 
trusting  to,  and  by  duly  fostering  and  protect- 
ing home  growth.  It  is  on  this  ground,  and 
this  alonCi  that  the  protection,  as  it  is  called, 
to  agriculture  will  admit  of  defence.  It  is  to 
protect  the  consumer  against  a  price  too  high, 
which  would  take  place  if  a  portion -~by  no 
means  a  large  portion  —  of  our  supply  do- 
pended  on  foreign  growers  of  wheat,  tiiat  any 
restriction  on  the  trade  in  grain,  can  be  justi- 
fied." 

And  again, 

'<  Estimates   have  been  presented  to  the. 
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pnbKc,  fbunded  on  the  supposition  tbat 
20f<900fiOOL  might  be  saved  to  the  public 
annuidly  by  the  importation  of  10,000,000 
quarters  of  corn,  at  40s.  a  quarter  less  than  our 
English  price;  which  sum  has  been  represented 
to  be  extorted  from  the  pockets  of  the  com- 
munity to  grati^  the  luxury  of  the  landed  pro- 
prietors, and  the  greedy  selfishness  of  the 
farmers.  Though  the  authors  of  such  esti- 
mates must  have  known,  or  must  have  been 
woefuUy  ignorant  if  they  did  not  know,  that 
the  demand  of  one-twentieth  part  of  what  they 
reckon  upon  could  not  be  extracted  from  the 
whole  continent,  without  raising  the  price 
there  as  high,  or  even  higher,  than  the  average 
price  in  EngUnd." 

Af^r  this  statement,  made  by  one  who 
was  in  no  wise  hostile  to  the  principles  of 
free  trade,  he  hoped  they  should  hear  no 
more  idle  declamations,  either  in  or  oat  of 
tbe  House,  about  **  the  odious  and  op- 
pressive bread-tax ;"  and  that  the  hon. 
Member  bimself  would  admit  that  the 
existing  protecting  duty  on  foreign  com 
was  to  be  justified  on  other  grounds  than 
tbe  exelasive  interests  of  the  landed  aris- 
tocracy* For  his  own  part,  he  would  not 
advocate  this  protection  for  a  single  in- 
stant, were  he  not  convinced  that  its 
maintenance  was  most  important  to  the 
interests  of  the  public  at  large,  as  well  as 
to  the  agriculturnt ;  and  that,  were  all 
protection  removed,  it  would  be  most  fatal 
to  the  laboaring  classes  of  this  country, 
whether  employed  in  agriculture  or  manu- 
factures. He  must,  however,  differ  from 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Bucking- 
hamshire, and  from  many  other  hon.  Mem- 
bers, as  to  the  amount  of  protection  re- 
quired ;  and  as  to  the  best  mode  in  which 
it  could  be  afforded.  He  did  not  consider 
the  existing  Corn-laws  to  have  answered 
the  purpose  for  which  they  were  intended, 
or  to  be  advantageous  to  the  farmer.  His 
noble  Friend  had  deprecated  the  agitation 
of  this  question  at  the  present  moment, 
because  the  agriculturist  was  onlv  just  re- 
covering from  that  distress  under  which 
they  had  been  suffering  for  the  last  few 
years.  But  he  would  ask  his  noble  Friend 
whether,  during  the  whole  of  tbat  period, 
they  had  not  enjoyed  the  greatest  amount 
of  protection  which  the  present  Corn-laws 
could  afford.  It  was  well  known,  from  the 
evidence  of  the  great  majority  of  witnesses 
who  were  examined  before  the  Agricul- 
tural Committee  of  last  Session,  that  the 
principal  cause  of  that  distress  was  the' 
exceediBgly  low  price  of  wheat.  But  the 
testimony  of  more  than  one  witness  showed 
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that  excessive  importation  in  previous 
years  was  in  some  measure  the  cause  of 
those  low  prices;  and  it  was  an  undoubted 
fact,  that  with  the  sliding  scale  of  duties, 
a  corn  merchant  would  never  import 
corn  to  any  great  extent,  except  wben 
prices  were  so  high  that  the  duty  became 
merely  nominal ;  and  the  country  was 
thus  exposed  to  an  influx  of  foreign  corn 
far  beyond  the  immediate  wants  of  the 
community,  which  in  the  event  of  a  suc- 
cession of  abundant  harvests,  hung  upon 
the  market,  and  depressed  the  price  much 
below  the  natural  level.  In  short  the  pre- 
sent laws  were  equally  detrimental  to  the 
farmer,  the  merchant,  and  the  manufac- 
turer ;  and  even  the  foreign  grower  was 
iniured  by  them  in  no  slight  degree;  for 
when  the  ports  were  virtually  closed  by 
the  higher  rates  of  duty,  that  corn  whicn 
be  had  grown  to  supply  our  wants  in  less 
productive  years,  was  penned  back»  as  it 
were,  in  the  foreign  market,  and  he  suf- 
fered equally  with  ourselves  from  ruinously 
low  prices.  He  was,  therefore,  clearly  of 
opinion,  that  an  alteration  was  necessary 
to  secure  steady  prices.  And  he  was,  by 
no  means,  anxious  for  immoderate  protec- 
tion, or  for  high  prices ;  but  he  could  not 
concur  in  the  views  of  his  hon.  Friend, 
the  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets.  Tbe 
doty  which  he  proposed  was,  in  the  first 
place,  too  low;  and  the  transition  from 
our  present  artificial  state,  to  a  more  sound 
state,  much  too  rapid.  He  must  not  for- 
get that,  owing  to  the  expectations  which 
had  been  held  out  by  the  present  Corn- 
laws,  a  considerable  extent  of  land  was 
now  in  wheat  cultivation,  which  would  be 
better  employed  in  the  growth  of  barley ; 
and  it  was  most  satisfactorily  established, 
before  the  Agricultural  Committee,  that 
barley  could  be  grown  on  clay  land  if  it 
were  first  drained  and  kept  in  a  proper 
state  of  cultivation.  It  was  on  this  account 
that  he  proposed,  in  the  report  which  he 
drew  up  tor  the  consideration  of  that 
Committee,  that  the  malt  tax  should  be 
reduced  one-half.  This  tax  directly  in- 
terfered with  the  proper  cultivation  of  onr 
land  by  lessening  the  demand  for  barley. 
He  believed  that,  if  the  eflfect  of  an  altera- 
tion in  the  Corn-laws  were  to  reduce  the 
price  of  wheat  to  a  limited  extent,  much 
of  that  land  on  which  the  farmer  was  now 
obliged  to  grow  wheat,  woald  not  be  af- 
fected by  it  if  he  were  enabled  to  grow 
barley  instead ;  end,  so  long  as  it  remained 
in  cnltiyationi  neither  the  labourer,  the 
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llirtfieri  nor  the  landlord  would  suffer  from 
the  change.  On  iheie  grounds  he  con- 
sidered it  to  be  essential  to  the  interests 
pf  all  parties  that  no  alteration  in  the 
Corn<*laws  should  be  attempted  without  a 
considerable  reduction  in  the  duty  on  malt 
or  the  entire  repeal  of  that  tax :  and  he 
felt  tbaty  were  he  to  consent  to  the  present 
motion  without  this  safeguard,  he  should 
place  tlie  agricultural  interest  in  consider- 
able jeopardy.  But  even  without  these 
considerations,  and  looking  only  to  the 
expediency  of  commuting  the  graduated 
scale  of  duties  for  a  fixed  duty,  and  taking 
the  motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  in  connexion 
with  his  speech,  and  with  the  speeches  of 
those  hon.  Members  who  had  supported  him, 
it  appeared  to  him  to  be  calculated  to  excite 
alarm  and  distrust  amongst  the  agricul- 
tural classes,  and  to  be  likely  to  lead  to 
no  practical  or  useful  result ;  and  on  that 
account  he  should  oppose  it 

Sir  John  Tyrell  thought  the  topic  of 
the  Poor-laws  had  been  very  unnecessarily 
introduced  by  the  hon.  Member  for  South- 
wark;  but  as  it  bad  been  alluded  to,  he 
could  say,  that  the  opinion  of  the  county 
of  Essex  on  that  subject  was  to  give  the 
new  system  a  fair  trial.  The  landed  in- 
terest had  been  described  by  some  hon. 
Members  as  an  overgrown  and  overbearing 
interest,  and  its  right  to  protection  had 
been  denied.  Now  be  would  take  the 
liberty  of  asking  the  Representatives  of  the 
manufacturing  and  mercantile  interest, 
whether  they  would  wish  to  have  disclosed 
lo  the  eyes  of  the  public  ut  large  the  ex- 
tent of  the  protection  they  received  ?  He 
held  in  his  hand  a  list  of  seventy  or  ninety 
articles  of  manufacturci  on  which  an  im- 
port duty  varying  from  twenty-five  to  fifty 
per  cent*  was  imposed,  while  the  amoimt 
of  the  protecting  duty  in  favour  of  the 
landed  interest  under  the  present  Corn* 
law,  did  not  exceed  ten  per  cent. 

Mr.  QueU  said,  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Essex  having  asked  the  manufacturer 
to  state  why  the  growers  of  corn  should 
now  have  a  protection  when  they  were  pro. 
tected  to  the  extent  of  twenty-five  and  fifty 
per  cent*  or  more,  be  (Mr.  Guest)  being 
concerned  in  the  manufacture  of  iron, 
begged  to  inform  him  and  the  House  what 
was  tlie  state  of  the  case  in  the  iron  trade. 
The  price  of  iron  was  at  this  time  about  9/. 
per  ton,  and  as  the  duty  on  importation 
was  \l.  10s.,  the  protection  was  about 
fiAeen  per  cent,  with  which  he  begged  to 
contrast  the  duty  upon  a  few  articles  of 


agricultural  produce.  The  duty  on  hdps 
imported  was  8/.  lis.  per  cwt  equal  to 
200  per  cent,  at  least;  on  the  impoWation 
of  potatoes  (one  of  the  great  necessaries  of 
life,)  2j.per  cwt.  or  about  100  per  cent. ; 
on  the  article  of  bacon  28s.  per  ewt., 
or  about  sixty  per  cent;  and,  in  additioni 
the  important  articles  of  beef,  mutton,  and 
pork,  were  entirely  prohibited.  He  fnttlier 
begged  to  assure  the  hon.  Member,  that  If 
he  would  consent  to  fix  a  fair  and  equitable 
duly  on  the  importation  of  corn,  for  him- 
sulfhe  would  say,  and  he  thought  that  he 
spoke  the  sentiments  of  a  large  portion  of 
the  iron-trade,  that  they  wanted  only  free 
trade  without  any  protecting  duty  what- 
ever on  the  im|K>rtation  of  iron. 

Mr.  GfiUy  Knight  would  not  occupy 
the  House  one  moment.  He  had  lieard 
the  observations  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Southwark,  with  great  regret,  for  he 
thought  them  calculated  to  sow  dissension 
among  the  different  classes  of  the  com* 
munity.  He  did  not  think  the  present 
moment  the  best  suited  for  its  considera- 
tion ;  and  he  was  also  of  opinion  that  the 
landed  interest  of  the  country  was 
burtbened  with  so  much  taxation  that  it 
ought  to  have  some  protection.  He  did 
not  mean  to  favour  any  one  class  at  the 
expense  of  another;  and  if  there  was  dis- 
tress in  the  manufacturing  districts,  he 
would  not  allow  the  Corn-laws  to  stand 
in  the  way  of  their  relief.  But  the  con- 
trary was  the  fact:  the  manufacturers  were 
prosperous,  and  the  agriculturists  were  io 
distress.  He  must,  therefore,  oppose  the 
motion. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  the  hon.  Member 
told  the  House  that  he  would  not  protect 
one  class  at  the  expense  of  another,  but  yet 
the  hon.  Member  told  them  that  he  would 
vote  for  the  continuance  of  a  tax  that 
served  one  class  at  the  expense  of  all  others. 
It  was  the  landed  proprietor  who  was  in- 
terested in  this  tax,  and  not  the  far- 
mer. Tlie  landed  proprietor  paid  no 
tax  in  this  country.  Every  tax  that 
bore  upon  the  landlord  had  been  taken 
off,  whilst  the  taxes  on  the  rest  of  the 
community  remained.  The  Corn-laws 
ground  the  people  down  to  misery. 
How  was  it  possible  that  with  such  prices 
the  manufacturers  of  this  country  could 
compete  with  the  foreign  manufac- 
turer. The  hon.  Member  who  spoke 
last  had  expressed  his  regret  thai  the  hon. 
Member  for  Southwark  should  have 
alluded  to  the  subject  of  the  Poor-laws  on 
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the  pMseot  occasion.  [Mr.  G.  Kn  ghi  : 
I  said  about  th^  Poor-laws«]  He  thought 
the  subject  of  the  Poor-laws  was  coonected 
with  the  present  question,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Southwark  had  spoken  the 
truth  with  regard  to  it.  It  might  be  un- 
pleasant to  speak  the  truth  in  that  House^ 
but  truth  it  was,  that  Parliament  main- 
tained a  cruel,  a  grinding — he  would  say 
a  fasiishiflg.  Corn -law.  The  Poor-laws 
were  grinding  down  able-bodied  men  with 
large  families ;  while  the  Corn ^laws  were 
keeping  up  the  price  oftheir  food.  The  la- 
bouring man  was  crushed  and  borne  down, 
and  all  this  was  done  for  the  benefit  of  ihe 
landed  interesL  Let  the  House  regard  the 
difference  between  the  prices  of  wheat  in 
Paris  and  in  London  :  in  the  former  city 
the  loaf  weighing  four  |iounds  cost  S^d., 
and  in  the  latter  9d.  Was  that  nothing? 
If  h^  went  to  Holland  £A  laugh]  he 
dared  say  many  hon.  Gentlemen  wislied 
him  in  HoUaiid(|*--if  he  compared  the  prices 
of  cofa  in  that  country,  in  Prussia,  and  in 
Germany,  with  the  prices  of  the  same 
article  of  food  iq  England^  he  found  a 
difference  of  from  eighty  to  ninety  per  cent, 
^nd  the  effect  of  this  difference  was  this, 
that  the  labourer  in  Sheffield  and  Notting* 
bam  waa  eating  bis  food  at  double  the 
expense  a  manufacturer  in  other  countries 
was  eating  his.  It  might  be  unpleasant  to 
state  to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  the  effects 
of  the  Poor-law — Corn-laws ;  [a  laugh]  it 
was  very  natural  for  him  to  confound  the 
two,  for  he  had  been  lately  hearing  evi* 
denoo  which  showed  that  the  Poor-laws 
were  intimately  connected  with  the  Corn* 
lawa« .  When  be  saw  the  man  who  had 
ICs.  wages  at  a  time  when  corn  was  cheap, 
now  that  com  was  dear  obtaining  only  1 39., 
he  could  understand  how  the  Corn-laws 
operated  on  the  Poor-laws,  and  be  could 
sympathise  with  the  poor.  But  the  Corn* 
laws  made  the  hearts  of  men  who 
profited  by  them  regardless  of  others. 
The  general  effect  of  them  was  to  raise 
prices  from  sixty  to  one  hundred 
per  cent.  But  it  was  not  tlie  duty  on 
corn  alone — no ;  there  were  duties  amount- 
ing to  prevention  on  every  article  in  the 
liii  which  he  held  in  his  hand ;  [the  hon. 
Member  here  enumerated  certain  articles 
of  provision  which  were  taxed  for  the 
benefit  of  the  lanclowner],  ond  the  aim 
of  iliosc  duties  was,  to  fill  the  pockets  of 
the  rich,  and  keep  the  bellies  of  the  poor 
empty.  The  great  eflect  of  the  Corn-Liws 
was  to  produce  sufiering  and  misery ;  and 


when  he  regarded  the  tbreateniog  state  of 
the  manufacturing  districts^  threatening 
from  their  poverty,  he  did  wish  for  change. 
The  House  would  not  consult  the  interests 
of  the  country,  unless  it  removed  the 
existing  pressure  from  the  working  classes ; 
and  he  would  urge  the  House  to  consider, 
whether  it  would  not  be  better  to  make 
the  proper  change  in  time,  instead  of  being 
compelled  to  make  it  suddenly,  which 
could  not  be  without  its  bad  effects  on  the 
farmer. 

Mr.  Richards  remarked,  that  a  fixed 
duty  could  not  be  maintained  at  high 
prices  of  corn  in  three  successive  bad 
seasons ;  and  that  we  had  at  present  the 
effect  of  a  fixed  duty  and  low  prices  (so 
we  understood).  The  hon.  Members  for 
Middlesex  and  Southwark  seemed  to  for* 
get,  in  their  schemes  of  benevolence,  that 
if  the  competition  of  foreign  land  were 
permitted,  the  labourers  from  the  country 
would  be  driven  into  the  towns,  where  the 
wages  would  necessarily  and  instantly 
fall.  They  should  look  at  what  regulated 
the  price  of  com,  as  well  as  the  price  of 
wages ;  thev  should  look  to  the  circntn- 
stances  of  tne  country.  The  costs  of  pro- 
duction In  it  were  greater  than  elsewhere, 
on  account  of  the  debt ;  and  if  the  interest 
of  that  debt  was  to  be  paid,  taxation  must 
continue  and  prices  remain.  The  hoti. 
Member  for  Middlesex  had  a  belief  that 
farmers  were  not  taxed,  but,  independently 
oftheir  heavy  local  burthens,  leather,  Iron, 
and  various  articles  necessary  in  agricul- 
ture, were  taxed.  If  it  could  be  snown, 
however,  that  the  safety  and  happiness  of 
the  people  depended  on  the  Corn-laws 
being  repealed,  he  would  vote  that  they 
be  so.  When  the  hon.  Mover  proposed 
any  duty  at  all,  he  conceded  the  whole 
point.  The  farmer  must  be  protected 
from  foreign  competition,  or  the  foreigner's 
corn  would  displace  his,  and  deprive  him 
of  remuneration.  The  hon.  Member  fbr 
Cornwall  had  laid  down  principles  very 
correctly,  but  did  not  understand  the  ap- 
plication of  them*  He  would  thns  illus- 
trate the  case  :•— Suppose  a  hatter  not  to 
be  able  to  produce  a  hat  for  less  than  ^4^., 
and  the  foreign  batter  to  be  able  to  pso- 
duce  it  at  15i. ;  let  the  duty  be  5f.,  and 
the  manufacturer  has,  with  the  costs  of 
transport,  a  protection  to  the  amount  of 
20s,  and  a  little  more.  Repeal  the  duty, 
however,  and  the  foreign  hatter  will  drive 
the  English  one  out  of  the  market.  The 
Enprlii^h  one  will  then  rp»<(p  to  consume  so 
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many  British  goods  as  before,  and  you 
raise  up  the  forei8;n  hatter. 

Mr.  Clay  briefly  replied,  and  the  House 
divided: — Ayes  89  ;  Noes  223:  Majority 
134. 

List  of 

Aglionby,  II.  A. 
Atiwood,  T. 
Baines,  £. 
Bewes,  T. 
Biddulph,  Robert 
Bish,  T. 

Blake,  Martin  Jos. 
Blunt,  Sir  C. 
Bowes,  John 
Rridgman,  Hewitt 
Brocklehurst,  J. 
'  Brotherton,  J. 
Chalmers,  P. 
Collier,  John 
Cowper,  Hon,  W.  F. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Dalmeny,  Lord 
D'Eyncourt,  C.  T. 
Divett,  E. 
Dundas,  bon.  T. 
Donlop,  J. 
ElUce,  £. 
Elplunstone,  H. 
^twally  R. 
Ewart,  W. 
Ferguson,  sir  R. 
Ferguson,  Robert 
Fielden,  J. 
Fleetwood,  Peter  H. 
Gaskell,  Daniel 
Grey,  Sir  O. 
Quest,  J.  J. 
Gully,  J. 
Hall,  B. 
Harvey,  D.  W. 
Hastie,  Archibald 
Hawes,  B. 
Hawkios,  J.  H. 
Hinde,  J.  H. 
Hindley,  C. 
Howid^,  Viscount 
Hughes,  Hughes 
Hume,  J. 
Humphery,  J. 
Hutt,  W. 
James,  WiUiam 


the  Ayes. 

Labouchere,  H. 
Leader,  J .  T. 
Morpeth,  Viscount 
MuUins,  hon.  F.  W. 
Murray,  J.  A. 
0*Connell,D. 
O'Connell,  J. 
0|ConneU,  M.  J. 
O'Connell,  Morgan 
Ord,  W,  H. 
Oswald,  James 
Palmer,  Gen. 
Parker,  John 
Parnell,  Sir  H. 
Parrott,  Jasper 
Pattison,  James 
Philips,  M. 
Philips,  G.  R. 
Ponsonby,  J. 
Potter,  J. 
Rippon,  Cuthbert 
Rolfe,  Sir  R.  M. 
Rundle,  J. 
Ruthven,  £. 
Scholefield,  Joshua 
Seymour,  Lord 
Steuart,  R. 
Stnckland,  Sir  G. 
Strutl,  E. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Thomson,  C.  P. 
Thompson,  Aid. 
Thompson,  Colonel 
Thornley,  T. 
Tulk,  C.  A. 
Turner,  W. 
Vigors,  N.  A, 
Walker,  R. 
Wallace,  R. 
WarburtoD,  H. 
Ward,  H.  G. 
Williams,  W. 
Wood,  Alderman 
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aay,  William 
VUliers,  C.  P. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Alford,  Viscount 
Alsager,  Capt. 
Angerstein,  John 
Arbuthnot,  hon.  H. 
Astley,  Sir  Jacob,  Bt. 
Bagot,  hon.W. 
Bailey,  J. 

Baring,  H.  Bingham 
Baring,  W.  B. 
Baring,  T. 
Barron,  Henry  W. 
Barry,  G,  S. 


Bateson,  Sir  R. 
Bell,  M. 

Bellew,  Richard  M. 
Benett,  J. 
Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
Beresford,  Sir  J.P. 
Berkeley,  hon.  C.  C. 
Bethell,  Richard 
Blackstone,  W.  S. 
Bonham,  R.  Francis 
Borthwick,  Peter 
Bowles,  G.  R. 


Bradshaw,  James 
Bramston,  T.  W. 
Brodie,  W.  B. 
Brownrigg,  S. 
Bruce,  C.  L.  C. 
Bruen,  Col. 
BiiUer,  SirJ.B.Yarde 
Bulwer,  Edw.  L. 
Burrell,  Sir  C.  M. 
Burton,  Henry 
Castlereagh,  Vise. 
Cavendish,  hon.  C. 
Cavendish,  hon.  G.  H. 
Cayley,  Edward  S. 
Chaplin,  Col. 
Chetwynd,  Capt. 
Chisholra,  A.  W. 
Clayton,  Sir  W. 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 
Clive,  Vise. 
Clive,  hon.  R.  H. 
Codrington,  C,  W. 
Cole,  A.  H. 
Cole,  Vise. 
Compton,  H.  C. 
Corbett,  T. 
Corry,  H. 
Cripps,  J. 
Curteis,  H.  B. 
Dalbiac,  Sir  C, 
Denison,  John  E. 
Dick,  Q. 
Dillwynn,  L.  W. 
Duffield,  T. 
Duncombe,  W. 
Duncombe,  hon.  A. 
Dundas,  J.  D* 
Eastnor,  Vise. 
Eaton,  R.  J. 
Elley,SirJ. 
Elwes,  J. 

Estcourt,  Tlios.  G.  B. 
Estcourt,  Thos. 
Fector,  John  Minet 
Ferguson,  G. 
Fei|;usson,  R.  C. 
Finch,  George 
Fleming,  John 
Foley,  Ed  ward  Thos. 
Folkes,  Sir  W. 
Forester,  hon.  G. 
Foreter,  Charles  S. 
Fremantle,  SiiT.W. 
Gaskell,  J.  Milnes 
Geary,  Sir  W.  R.  P. 
Gladstone,  T. 
Gladstone,  Wm.  £. 
Gordon,  hon.  W. 
Goring,  Harry  Dent 
Gonlbnrn,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Graham, rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Grimston,  hon.  £•  H. 
Hale,  R.  B. 
Halford,  H. 
Hamilton,  Geo.  Alex. 
Hamilton,  Lord 
Handley,  H. 


Harcourt,  G.  G. 
Harcourt,  G.  S. 
Hardinge,  Sir  H. 
Harland,  Wm.  Chas« 
Hawkes,T. 
Healhcote,  G.  J. 
Hector,  C.J. 
Henniker,  Lord 
Herries,  rt.  hon.  J.  C. 
Hillsborough,  Earl  of 
Hodges,  T.  L. 
Hogg,  J.  W. 
Hotham,  Lord 
Houstoun,  G. 
Howard,  R. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Hurst,  R.  H. 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  H.,  Bt. 
Jermyn,  Earl 
Jones,  Theobald 
Kerrison,  Sir  Edw. 
King,  Edward  B. 
Kirk,  P. 

KnatchbuU,  Sir  £. 
Knight,  H.  G. 
Knigbtley,  Sir  C. 
Law,  hon.  Charles  £• 
Lawson,  Andrew 
Lefevre,  Charles  S. 
Lefroy,  A. 
Lefroy,  Thomas 
Lemon,  Sir  C. 
Lcnnaid,  Thomas  B« 
Lennox,  Lord  Georga 
Lennox  Lord  A. 
Lewis,  David 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Lowther,  Col.  H,  C. 
Lowther,  J,  H. 
Lygon,  bon.  Gen. 
Mactaggart,  J. 
Mahon,  Viscount 
Manners,  Lord  C. 
Maiinsell,  T.  P. 
Miles,  William 
Mordaunt,SiT  J.,  Bt* 
Mostvn,  hon.  E.  L. 
Neeld,  J. 
Neeld,  John 
NichoU,  Dr. 
Norreys,  Lord 
North,  F. 
Ossulston,  Lord 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Paget,  Frederick 
Palmer,  Robert 
Palmer,  George 
Parker,  M. 
Peel,  rt.  bon.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  Colonel  J. 
Pemberton,  Thomas 
Pendarves,  E.  W. 
Phillips,  ChartesM. 
Pigot,  Robert 
Plumptre,  J.  P. 
Polhill,  Frederick 
Pouller,  J.  S. 


617 


Statute  Lahour* 


{Mar6h  17} 


Statute  Labour, 


618 


Powell^  Colonel 
Power,  J. 
Price,  S.  G. 
Price,  Sir  Robert 
Pryme,  George 
Piyse,  Piy«e 
Pusey,  P. 
Rae,  Sir  Wm.,  Bt. 
Reid,  Sir  J.  R. 
Rice,  rt.  hon.  T.  S. 
Richards,  J. 
Richards,  R. 
Rickfoitl,  W. 
Ross,  Charles 
Rushbrook,  Col. 
Sanderson,  R. 
Sanford,  £.  A. 
Scott>  Sir  £.  D. 
Scott,  James  W. 
Scott,  Lord  J. 
Shaw,  F. 
Shirley,  E.  J. 
Sibthorp,  Col. 
Smith,  A. 
Smith,  hon.  R. 
Smyth,  Sir  H.,  Bt. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Spry,  Sir  S. 
Stanley,  Edward 
Stewart,  John 
Stnrt,  Henry  Charles 
Surrey,  Earl  of 
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MiiiVTM.3  FMitioiw  pmentod.  By  Lords  Kcmroir, 
RBDEBDALm,  the  Earis  of  Bahooit,  SHAmmniY, 
Wnroir*  Uw  ATchtMihop  of  CAKTBRBumr,  the  Bidiop  of 
ZxmtMU,  and  Vlioouiit  STKAKevoKD,  ftom  various  placo, 
^KBiiist  the  AboHtioD  of  Cliureh-ratea.-^By  the  Duke  of 
RuTLAin>,  ftom  places  in  LdoestenUre,  praying  thdr 
Lordshipi^  lo  agree  to  no  PropodtioQ  or  Enactment,  that 
nay  inany  way  impair  the  ^Bdeney  of  the  present  Chnrch 
EstaUishmant,  as  connected  with  the  CoUeetian  of  the 
Church-rates.— By  the  Earl  of  Radhob,  Lords  Bbovoham 
and  HATHBRTOif ,  ftom  Disienting  Congrqsationsy  Tenter* 
deo,  Chicfaflster,  and  TsriMn  other  places,  for  the  Abolition 
of  Chnrdi-nteiw— By  Lord  WsABwcuFyn,  from  Newoas* 
tie,  oompiafaiii«  that  eotain  Hospitals  in  that  Town,  for 
the  BenellC  of  Widows  and  Infim  Females,  are  to  be 
aboUshed  by  the  present  Corporation;  and  praying  your 
Loidsh^  to  preserve  these  Hoqiitab,  whether  endowed  or 
not.*— By  Vltoount  SniAWoroiin,  ftom  the  Guild  of  Mer- 
diantsk  in  IMMii^  pmyiogthatin  any  Actiotrodiioedforthe 
ReCkmn  of  Municipal  Oorpontioiis  (Ireland),  their  private 
pnpeny  BM(y  Dcraqieciea* 

Statute  Labour.]  Lord  Whamcliffe 
wished  to  take  that  opportanity  to  put  a 
qaestion  to  the  noble  Dake  on  the  cross- 
bench,  relative  to  a  point  connected  with 
the  Highway  BilL  Previous  to  the  new 
statute,  every  parish  had  been  obliged  to 
SQppIy  a  certain  portion  of  statute  labour ; 
bnt,  by  the  new  law,  statute-labour  had 
beea  done  away  with,  and  the  conse- 


quence was,  that  much  evil  had  resulted 
to  the  turnpike-roads,  as  the  provision  ez- 
Uended  to  them.  In  many  parts  of  the 
country,  the  tolls  being  insufficient  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  roads,  the  only  resource 
the  trustees-had  was  to  apply  to  the  com- 
mon law,  and  to  indict  the  parishes.  He 
wished  to  know  whether  any  step  would 
be  taken  to  remedy  the  evil  ? 

The  Duke  of  Richmond  said,  that  when 
the  Highway  Bill  came  up  from  the  Com- 
mons, it  was  referred  to  a  Committee  of 
their  Lordships'  House.  That  Committee 
discovered,  what  had  been  overlooked  in 
the  other  House — namely,  that  by  de- 
stroying statute-labour  entirely,  that 
provision  would  be  extended  to  turnpike- 
roads;  and  the  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee was  directed  to  state  the  existence 
of  that  clause.  In  order  to  avoid  the 
difficulty,  he  proposed,  as  they  nfever  in 
that  House  altered  a  money  clause,  that 
the  Bill  should  not  come  into  operation 
until  March,  1836,  and  the  statute  labour 
could  have  been  collected  before  that 
time.  Last  Session  he  had  stated  the 
same  thing  to  the  first  Commissioner  of 
Woods  and  Forests,  as  he  stated  now — 
namely,  that  if  the  Government  of  the 
country  did  not  interfere  on  the  subject, 
many  turnpike  trusts  would  be  plunged  ia 
the  greatest  distress,  and  those  who  had 
lent  their  money  on  such  security  would 
be  defrauded  of  it.  Statute  labour  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be,  of  all  inventions,  the 
very  worst  for  repairing  the  roads.  In  his 
opinion,  there  was  a  great  deal  more  mis- 
chief than  good  done  to  the  roads  by  that 
species  of  labour.  He  was  perfectly  aware 
of  the  abuse  that  existed  in  the  manage- 
ment of  the  turnpike  roads.  He  had 
repeatedly  directed  the  attention  of  their 
Lordships  to  that  subject.  He  knew, 
that  in  many  instances  the  trustees  were 
expending  more  money  than  they  received, 
that  in  some  cases  they  were  actually  bor- 
rowing money  to  pay  the  interest — and 
that  they  were,  in  fact,  nearly  in  a  state 
of  bankruptcy.  His  recommendation 
always  had  been,  that  a  Bill  should  be 
brought  in  to  amend  the  turnpike  laws, 
and  be  believed  if  the  measure  which  had 
been  proposed  last  Session,  which  had 
received  a  first,  if  not  a  second  reading, 
had  been  carried,  the  trustees  of  the  roads 
would  not  have  required  any  additional  tax. 
That  Bill  had  received  considerable  opposi- 
tion in  the  other  House  of  Parliament.  The 
clerks  of  the  trustees  of  the  roads  came 


6 1 9      Stores  supplied  to  Spain.      {COMMONS}      Stores  supptied  to  Spain.      620 

Member  for  Tarn  worth,  when  he  furniihed 
stores  and  ammunition  to  Spain. 

Mr.  Maclean  observed,  that  there  was 


«p  to  London,  and  abused  every  person 
who  wtt  supposed  to  be  fiiYonrable  to  the 
measure.  The  reason  of  that  was,  because 
the  operation  of  the  Bill  would  have  re- 
duced the  number  of  clerks  from  ]  ,000 
to  500.  In  answer  to  the  question  of  the 
noble  Lord,  he  would  only  say  that  he 
did  not  ibel  himself  in  a  condition  to  pro* 
pose  to  the  House  any  measure  on  the 
aubject. 

The  Marquess  of  Salisburp  thought  it 
would  be  a  little  too  hard  to  inflict  on  the 
parishes  an  expense  merely  for  the  pur- 
pose of  encouraging  a  system  of  profligate 
expenditure.  He  trusted  the  Government 
would  take  the  matter  into  their  early  con- 
sideration. 

The  conversation  terminated. 


r»*^»»»**- 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Friday,  March  17,  1837. 

MiNUTBS.1   Billa.    Resd  A  second  timt:--C<mn  of  Exche- 
quer (Scotfauid)v»Read  a  first  tfrnet—DnblUi  Pottoe. 

Stores  sdppiieo  to  Spain.]  Mr. 
Maclean  begged  leave  to  put  a  questibn 
or  two  to  the  noble  Lord  (Palmerston) 
relative  to  Spain.  A  ship,  be  understood, 
had  been  lately  sent  out  with  fresh  stores 
and  ammunition  for  the  Queen's  troops, 
and  he  wished  to  know  whether  it  had 
been  sent  out  by  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment? Whether,  also,  there  had  been 
&oy  payment  made  by  the  Spanish  Go- 
Ternment  for  the  stores  and  ammunition 
already  supplied?  Whether  it  was  the 
intention  of  his  Majesty's  Government 
atill  to  continue  furnishing  supplies  of  that 
nature,  and  if  so,  whether  they  would  do 
ao  without  obtaining  payment  or  a  gua- 
rantee of  payment,  for  those  already 
furnished  ? 

Viscount  Palmerston  was  not  able  to 
answer  the  hon.  Gentleman's  first  ques- 
tion, for  he  was  not  aware  that  any  such 
ship  had  lately  been  sent  out  to  Spain ; 
but  with  regard  to  the  other  questions, 
he  was  quite  prepared  to  say,  that  his 
Majesty's  Government  did  intend  furnish- 
ing stores  and  ammunition  in  accordance 
with  the  terms  of  the  treaty  by  which  they 
were  bound. 

Mr.  Maclean  wished  to  know  if  they 
would  do  80  without  requiring  any  gna- 
ffiintee  for  those  already  furnished  ? 

Visconnt  Palmerston  said,  they  were 
•aiisfied  with  the  guarantee  that  had  been 
obtained  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the 


no  guarantee  on  that  occasion,  that  there 
was  nothing  but  an  exchange  of  notes. 

Lord  Mahon  said,  it  might  perhaps  be 
in  the  recollection  of  the  noble  Lord  that 
he  had  a  few  nights  ago  expressed  his 
apprehension  that  the  return  of  540,000/., 
large  a  sum  as  it  was,  did  not  comprise 
the  whole  amount  of  the  expenses  that 
had  been  incurred  by  his  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment  on  behalf  of  Spain.  He  had 
also  stated,  that  he  did  not  impute  the 
slightest  intentional  error  in  the  framing^ 
of  that  return,  but  that  he  had  had  no 
opportunity  of  ascertaining  the  exact 
amount.  Now,  he  had  been  informed, 
that  besides  those  mentioned  in  the  return, 
profisions  and  other  articles  had  beea 
supplied  from  two  ships  to  the  troops  in 
the  service  of  her  majesty  the  Queen  of 
Spain.  He  had  stated  that  the  other 
evening,  without  having  elicited  from 
the  noble  Lord  any  answer  or  explanation 
on  the  subject,  and  he  should  now  feel 
obliged  if  the  noble  Lord  would  say 
whether  such  supplies  had  been  furnished 
in  addition  to  those  mentioned  in  the 
returns,  and  whether  the  noble  Lord  could 
give  him  any  idea  of  the  expense  of 
sending  out  such  supplies* 

Mr.  C,  Wood  believed,  he  could  give 
the  noble  Lord  precise  information  on  the 
subject.  One  account  had  been  made  up 
to  the  loth  of  February,  and  another 
(since  the  noble  Lord's  motion)  up  to  the 
24th  of  the  same  monih.  Now,  he  (Mr. 
Wood)  was  not  aware  that  there  had  been 
any  supplies  furnished  for  the  use  of  the 
Queen  of  Spain,  save  those  included  in 
these  returosi  lie  was  further  enablec)  to 
tell  his  noble  Friend,  that  he  did  not  think 
it  possible  that  such  could  be  the  case, 
because,  in  point  uf  fact^  no  supplies  of 
any  sort  had  been  furnished  fbr  more  than 
one  year.  The  whole  of  (he  naval  stores 
bad  been  Airnished  two  years  ago,  and 
were  included  in  the  returns  which  had 
been  laid  before  the  House  last  Session. 
The  greater  part  of  these  had  beeh  fer- 
nishea  during  the  time  of  Sir  R.  Peerii  Qe« 
vernment,  when  his  noble  Friend  was  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affatra. 
He  had  further  to  say,  that  all  the  supplies 
that  had  been  fhmished  during  the  last 
year,  would  be  covered  by  an  expeban 
of  60/. 


t»\ 
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T««  VixEK. — TaeATY  of  Adrian- 
DPLE.]  On  the  Order  of  the  Day  being 
reed  for  ibe  House  resolving  itself  ioto  a 
CommiUee  of  Supply,  | 

Mr.  Roebuck  rote  and  spoke  to  the 
following  effect :  i  hope  for  the  indul-  | 
gence  oC  the  House  on  account  of  the 
hoarseness  under  which  I  labour,  and^  on 
that  account,  I  shall  make  a  very  short 
speech.  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  and  the  Government  to  a ' 
subject  of  no  ordinary  importance,  a 
subject  interesting,  not  because  it  refers 
to  individuals  who  have  lost  their  produce  ! 
and  merchandise,  hut  because  it  involves  ^ 
a  question  on  the  principles  of  interna-  i 
tiona)  law,  and  also  a  question  of  peace ' 
or  war.  Some  time  ago,  a  vessel  was  | 
fitted  out,  and  before  she  proceeded  to 
her  destination,  application  was  made  in 
the  regular  quarter — to  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs — to  ascertain 
whether  there  was  any  impropriety  or 
danger  to  be  apprehended  if  a  vessel 
landed  goods  in  any  ports  on  the  Circas- 
sian coast.  The  application  was  made 
because  fears  of  danger  were  entertained 
from  the  interference  of  Russia.  The 
answer  returned  by  the  Government, 
through  the  noble  Lord,  to  the  merchants 
Who  applied-  was,  to  look  to  TVie  GazeUe  ; 
and  finding  no  indications  whatever  in 
STAe  Gax^tie  of  any  acknowledgment  of 
blodiade^  and  thereby  concluding  that  the 
)>lockade  was  not  recognised  by  the  Bri- 
tish Government,  and  that  they  were  not 
precluded  by  authority  from  landing  goods 
and  merchandise  in  a  Circassian  port 
beloRgitig  to  an  independent  nation,  they 
dispatclied  a  vessel ;  and  when  at  the  port 
it  WAS  seised  by  a  Russian  ship-of-war, 
and  the  master  and  crew  were  imprisoned. 
Here,  then,  is  this  extraordinary  circum- 
stance. In  the  first  place,  an  English 
merchant* vessel  is  prevented  from  entering 
the  port  of  a  country  with  which  England 
is  on  terms  of  amity  by  an  armed  force— 
a  Rttssiao  man-of-war.  In  the  next  place, 
SnffUah  subfects^  carrying  on  a  legal 
trade,  a  trade  of  which  they  had  obtained 
ao  information  from  their  own  Governmeat 
calculated  to  disconrage  them,  are  coerced 
by  Russia,  captured,  and  thrown  into 
prison*  Sir,  I  have  entered  in  the  order- 
book  a  notice  that  1  would  move  for 
certain  papers  elucidatory  of  this  singular 
transaction.  Tlie  reason  whv  I  ask  for 
these  papers  is^  that  I  ttnderstaiid  the 
dilf&f#  by  RuMM  of  tbie  •fgressioa  it 


twofold.  The  first^  that  she  had  placed 
the  coast  of  Circassia  in  a  state  of  block- 
ade; the  second,  that  she  had  framed 
certain  custom-house  regulations,  to  which 
it  was  necessary  that  the  ships  of  all 
nations  should  conform.  I  want  the 
papers  for  which  I  am  about  lo  move,  for 
three  reasons.  First  to  ascertain  if  this 
country  has  ever  acknowledged  the  right 
of  Russia  to  blockade  the  coast  in  qoes* 
tioo ;  secondly,  to  ascertain  if  Russia 
actually  possesses  the  riglit  of  blockade  ; 
thirdly,  to  ascertain  if  Russia  has  the 
right  to  make  the  custom-house  regula- 
tions to  which  I  have  adverted.  On  all 
those  points  the  papers  for  which  I  am 
about  to  move,  if  they  be  produced,  will 
probably  afford  us  satisfactory  informatk>o. 
The  defence  of  Russia  is,  that,  by  the 
treaty  of  Adrianople,  Circassia  was  ceded 
to  Russia  by  Turkey;  and,  consequently, 
that  Russia  had  a  right  to  establish  a 
blockade  of  the  coast  of  Circassia,  and  to 
establish  whatever  custom-house  regula* 
tions  she  might  think  proper  in  relation  to 
her  ports.  Now,  in  the  first  place,  I  deny 
that  the  territory  of  Circassia  is  in  the 
possession  of  Russia  $  secondly,  I  assert 
that,  not  being  in  the  possession  of  Russia, 
Russia  has  no  right,  according  to  the  law 
of  nations,  to  make  any  cuitom-hoosa 
regulations  in  relation  to  the  ports  of 
Circassia;  and,  thirdly,  I  maintain  thai 
Russia  has  no  right  to  blockade  the  coast 
of  the  territory  of  a  free  people  against  tba 
entrance  into  its  ports  of  an  Eoglish 
vessel  with  Knglish  goods.  1  know,  Sir, 
that  I  shall  be  met  bv  a  reference  to  the 
conduct  of  the  Britiih  nation  itself  on 
former  oc€ask>ns.  I  shall  be  told,  that 
we  then  claimed  the  right  to  lay  aa  em- 
bargo on  the  ports  of  a  nation  with  which 
we  were  at  war,  against  the  whole  world. 
I  acknowledge  that  this  was  formerly  the 
rule  laid  down  by  the  British  people* 
But  I  ask,  whether  at  this  time  of  day  wa 
are  disposed  to  place  any  part  of  the  sys- 
tem of  international  law  on  a  footing  so 
flagrantly  unjust  ?  It  is  my  earnest  desire 
to  maintain  the  peace  of  the  world*  Bnt^ 
Sir,  the  peace  of  the  world  b  not  to  he 
maintained  by  any  shuffling,  unjust,  or 
tunid  coarse ;  it  can  be  msiotaiaed,  only, 
by  a  straightforward,  bold,  open,  and 
manly  line  of  conduct.  The  rule  must  be 
the  rule  of  right  the  rule  which  alone  is 
sanctioned  by  the  principles  of  interna'* 
tioaal  law«-»the  rule  which  mast  be  obser-* 
ved  and  upheld  under  all  circomatano^s  of 
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difficulty  and  danger.  I  care  not  what 
conduct  the  English  GoTernment  may 
have  pursued  in  former  times.  If  unjust, 
it  deserved  to  be  stigmatised,  as  It  was 
stigmatised,  by  the  whole  world.  But 
there  is  a  power  rising  up  which  will  put 
an  end  to  all  such  oppressive  and  iniqui- 
tous proceedings.  The  United  States  of 
America  will  presently  lay  down  the  just 
law  of  nations  with  reference  to  the  com- 
merce of  neutral  nations,  and  that  law  her 
naval  power  will  enable  her  to  support. 
I  come  now.  Sir,  to  inquire  in  what  way 
the  commerce  of  this  country  has  been 
attacked  by  Russia  in  the  case  in  question. 
The  Circassians  are  in  possession  of 
almost  the  whole  of  their  coast,  Russia 
possessing  only  three  points — mere  forts. 
On  a  coast  extending  many  hundreds  of 
miles,  Russia  possesses  only  these  three 
isolated  forts.  All  the  rest  of  Circassia  is 
in  the  hands  of  the  Circassians  themselves. 
They  cultivate  the  soil — they  reap  the 
harvest ;  and  on  their  coast  our  merchants 
have  a  right  to  stop,  and  to  neg^ciate  their 
trade,  independent  of,  and  unobstructed 
by,  the  interference  of  Russia.  I  may  be 
told  by  some  persons  that  Russia  is  a 
great  power,  and  that  we  ou|ht  to  be 
careful  how  we  offend  hert  Sir,  that  is 
not  my  policy.  If  Russia  were  the  most 
insignificant  power  on  the  face  of  the 
earth,  we  ought  to  yield  to  her  claim,  if  it 
be  one  of  justice ;  if  Russia  were  the 
greatest  power  on  the  face  of  the  earth,  we 
ought  to  resist  her  claim,  if  it  be  one  of 
injustice.  But  I  maintain  that  the  claim 
of  Russia  is  unjust,  and  that  the  power  of 
Russia  is  contemptible.  If  Russia  were  to 
go  to  war  with  England  to-morrow,  in  six 
months  there  would  not  be  a  Russian  flag 
flying  on  the  high  seas,  or  on  the  Black 
Sea.  And  further,  I  maintain  that  a  war 
with  England  would  soon  make  the  Em- 
peror of  all  the  Russias  tremble  on  his 
throne;  for  there  would  then  be 
no  British  merchants  to  whom  the 
Russian  people  might  sell  their  goods. 
The  time  has  been  when  Russia  was 
subjected  to  the  coercion  of  a  mip;htier 
power  than  any  which  now  exists  m  the 
world.  When  Napoleon  was  in  the  pleni- 
tude of  his  strength,  with  Austria  as  his 
ally,  and  almost  all  the  rest  of  continental 
Europe  at  his  feet,  he  was  unable  to  pre- 
vail on  Russia  to  renounce  her  alliance 
with  England,  because  in  that  event  the 
Russian  nobles  would  have  been  deprived 
pf  the  outlet  whkdi  we  afforded  them  for 


the  sale  of  their  goods.  If  that  was  the 
case  when  all  the  power  and  influence  of 
Napoleon  was  exerted  to  produce  an  op*- 
posite  result,  is  it  not  more  likely  tlmC 
such  would  be  the  case  in  the  presenc 
condition  of  the  world  ?  D^od  upon  it 
that  whatever  may  be  the  weflJcness,  what- 
ever may  be  the  madness  of  the  emperor 
ofRussia,  he  would  at  once  yield  to  the 
representatious  of  the  English  Goverti«> 
ment,  and  would  not  dare  to  brave  the 
resentment  of  a  power  which  could  crusk 
him  in  a  month.  Sir,  it  is  contended 
that  Circassia  was  ceded  to  Russia  by  the 
treaty  of  Adrianople.  But  the  Circassians 
are  in  possession  of  their  own  country.  I 
deny  that  Turkey  had  any  right  to  cede 
Circassia  to  Russia.  But  even  if  Toricey 
had  a  right  to  cede  Circassia  to  Russia, 
yet,  seeing  that  Russia  is  not  in  possessioA 
of  Circassia,  I  maintain  that  Russia  has  no 
right  to  proclaim  a  blockade  of  the  coast 
of  Circassia.  I  will  suppose  an  analogous 
case,  Spain  has  not  yet  yielded  her  autho- 
rity over  and  her  right  to  her  South 
American  colonies.  Suppose  Spain  were 
to  cede  the  province  of  Mexico  to  the 
United  States  of  America,  and  suppose 
America  were  to  declare  the  port  of  Tarn* 
pico  in  a  state  of  blockade,  would  the 
right  of  America  to  do  so  be  recognised. 
But  the  cases  are  strictly  analogous. 
Turkey  was  not  in  actual  possession  of 
Circassian  nor  is  Spain  in  actual  pones- 
sion  of  Mexico.  Turkey,  neverthdiessi 
cedes  Circassia  to  Russia.  But  woidd 
Spain  cede  Mexico  to  America  ?  I  ask  die 
noble  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Aflairs  whether  he  should  consider  America 
entitled  to  preclude  English  vessels  from 
entering  the  ports  of  Mexico  because 
Mexico  had  been  ceded  by  Spain  to 
America  ?  If  the  noble  Lord  would  not 
allow  this,  and  if  the  cases  which  I  have 
described  are  perfectly  similar,  what  ought 
the  noble  Lord  to  do  with  reference  to 
Russia  ?  The  case  of  the  Vixen  is  an  inw 
dividual  case,  it  is  true;  but  the  noble 
Lord  should  at  once  make  his  stand  upon 
it.  It  may  be  said  that  it  is  not  a  just  caao 
to  go  to  war  upon;  I  say  it  is  a-  just 
case  to  go  to  war  upon.  lam  alwaysagainst 
going  to  war  upon  abstract  poliucwtl  prin«- 
ciples.  I  care  nothing  for  what  is  termed 
the  balance  of  power.  Russia  may  en- 
deavour to  obtain  possession  of  all  the 
world,  and  I  regard  her  efforts  with  indif- 
ference; but  the  moment  she  interferes 
with  our  commerce  I  call  upon  the  Op** 
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Temmeot  of  this  country  to  punish  the 
aggression.  It  would  he  a  just  punishment, 
and  a  panishment  which,  in  tne  plenitude 
\)f  our  power,  night  be  inflicted  without 
difficulty.  For  my  own  part,  I  look  upon 
Russia  merely  as  a  barbarous  country ;  or 
as  a  country  connected  as  slightly  as  may 
be  with  civilisation  and  its  advantages. 
The  power  of  Russia  exists  in  the  imagina- 
tion of  those  who  have  dwelt  upon  it, 
rather  than  in  real  and  substantial  strength. 
I  am  prepared  to  declare,  therefore,  that 
if  the  facts  of  the  case  be  such  as  I  have 
described  them  to  be,  I  would  call  Russia 
to  a  severe  account  for  her  conduct.  I 
would  do  so,  not  because  I  wish  for  war, 
but,  on  the  contrary,  because  I  wish  for 
peace.  I  would  not  go  to  war  with  Russia 
on  account  of  any  territorial  aggression  on 
her  part ;  but  I  consider  it  the  bounden 
duty  of  the  English  Government  to  pro- 
tect English  commerce  from  attack  and 
injury.  Of  this  I  am  convinced,  Sir,  that 
if  we  really  wish  and  intend  to  maintain 
the  peace  of  the  world,  we  must  not  evade 
meeting  such  a  case  as  this — we  must  not 
shrink,  as  the  noble  Lord  seems  to  shrink, 
from  at  once  declaring  ourselves  with 
respect  to  it.  I  cannot  acquit  the  noble 
Lord  of  blame  in  the  whole  of  this  affair. 
Why  were  not  the  people  who  asked  the 
noble  Lord  whether  they  might  safely 
undertake  this  commercial  expedition  pre- 
vented by  him  from  doing  so  ?  They  had 
a  right  to  make  the  inquiry  whether  the 
coast  of  Circassia  was  really  in  a  state  of 
blockade;  and  it  was  the  bounden  doty  of 
the  noble  Lord  to  give  them  information 
upon  the  point.  Sir,  it  is  beneath  the 
dignity  of  Great  Britain  to  tamper  with, 
or  hesitate  upon  subjects  like  these.  If  we 
are  a  great  people,  let  us  act  like  a  great 
people.  The  noble  Lord  is  bound  to  assert 
the  principle  of  the  freedom  of  our  trade, 
and  to  eororce  that  principle  by  our  power. 
The  noble  Lord  ought  to  declare  tnat  we 
will  trade  with  any  nation  not  at  war  with 
us,  with  whatever  other  nation  that  nation 
may  be  at  war.  Unless  some  distinct 
principle  of  that  kind  be  asserted — unless 
we  specify  what  we  mean  by  interference 
or  non*interference — ^unless  we  state  what, 
as  a  commercial  people,  we  are  entitled  to, 
and  will  defend— we  may  keep  going  on 
upon  isolated  cases,  and  never  have  any 
certain  or  established  rule  of  action.  If 
the  noble  Lord  will  tell  us  what  is  the 

C'nciple  of  international  law  by  which  he 
I  bsen  ptided  on  ibis  occasioni  I  will 


endeavour  to  understand  him,  I  want  to 
know  what  the  British  Government  has 
done  to  protect  the  British  subject.  I  want 
to  know  if  the  British  Government  has 
acknowledged  the  treaty  of  Adrianopie  ? 
I  want  to  know  if  the  British  Government 
has  acknowledged  the  right  of  Turkey  to 
cede  Circassia  to  Russia  ?  I  want  to  know 
if  the  British  Government  has  acknow- 
ledged the  right  of  Russia  to  blockade  the 
coast  of  Circassia?  As  to  treaties.  Sir,  all 
experience  shows  us  how  insignificant  and 
unavailing  are  the  stipulations  of  treaties 
when  it  ceases  to  be  the  interest  of  the 
parties  to  observe  them.  By  the  treaty  of 
London  it  was  stipulated  that  Russia 
should  not,  in  any  way  whatever  acquire 
territory  from  Turkey.  In  the  treaty  of 
Adrianopie,  in  spite  of  the  treaty  of 
London,  there  is  a  distinct  article 
stipulating  that  Circassia  should  be 
ceded  to  Russia  by  Turkey.  Why  do  I 
say  this  ?  Not  that  I  care  whether  Russia 
is  in  possession  of  Circassia  or  not ;  but 
I  want  to  point  out  the  utter  fallacy  of 
any  treaty,  the  stipulations  of  which  it 
ceases  to  be  the  interest  of  any  of  the 
parties  concluding  the  treaty  to  fulfil. 
The  principle  of  our  policy  ought  to  be,  to 
trade  with  all  nations  ;  to  enter  into 
political  treaties  with  none.  That  is  the 
wise  policy  pursued  by  the  United  States  of 
America.  The  first  thing  they  do  when 
the  trade  of  America  is  attacked  is  to 
send  a  ship-of-warto  protect  it.  They  do 
not  content  themselves  with  firing  off  a 
battery  of  protocols.  They  do  not  talk 
about  their  rights ;  they  enforce  them. 
They  do  not  meddle  with  other  people's 
concerns ;  but  they  take  care  of  their  own. 
Now,  if  I  travel  with  the  noble  Lord  all 
round  the  world,  what  do  I  find  ?  That 
the  noble  Lord  has  interfered  where  he 
should  not  have  interfered  ?  that  he 
has  not  interfered  where  he  should  have 
interfered.  The  noble  Lord  ''  has 
done  the  things  that  he  ought  not  to 
have  done ;  and  he  has  not  done  the 
things  that  he  ought  to  have  done."  If 
anybody  ask  me  why  I  introduce  the 
discussion  of  this  subject  on  the  motion 
for  going  into  the  consideration  of  the 
navy  estimates,  I  will  tell  him.  In  the 
Mediterranean  a  great  portion  of  our  naval 
establishment  is  at  present  stationed. 
Most  of  our  men-of-war  are  in  that  sea 
enjoying  a  very  agreeable  pastime.  The 
<^  scions  of  a  noble  stock,"  who  are  there 
in  commapdi  are  sailing  about  from  port 
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%Q  port  in  their  armed  yachU,  taking 
ibeir  pieafiire  at  (he  expense  of  their 
ooyotry.  The  hoii»  and  gallant  Admiral 
oppoatte  aeefna  much  airuck  and  amused 
with  this  view  of  the  case.  He  is  an 
esperieooed  olBoer :  but  in  bis  time  Uie 
ease  was  different.  Now,  what  is  the 
aiate  of  our  trade  in  the  Mediterranean  ? 
Wby»  that  it  is  less  seoure  there  than  in 
any  other  part  of  the  world  I  In  iu 
immediate  neighbourhood,  in  the  Black 
9eat  an  Engiisb  merchant-vessel  is  taken* 
her  crew  are  made  prisoners,  and  her 
captain  is  barely  permitted,  by  the  supreme 
and  super- eminent  mercy  of  the  emperor  of 
M  the  RussiaSy  to  keep  his  head  upon  his 
shoulders.  8ir»  that  is  not  treatment  to 
which  British  subjects  ought  to  be  exposed. 
At  feast  we  ought  to  understand  where 
our  people  may  go  and  where  they  may 
not  go.  It  is  not  surprising  that  an  event 
of  this  nature  should  occasion  considerable 
excitemeHt  and  sympathy  ampng  the 
Qountrymen  of  those  who  have  been  so 
treated.  I  lay  at  the  door  of  (be  nobie 
Secretary  of  State  all  the  sufferings  which 
these  British  sailors  have  endured.  The 
noble  Lord  ought  to  have  been  more 
eaplioit  when  be  was  asked  by  them  what 
(bey  ebottld  do.  When  they  inquired 
whether  Gircassia  was  a  place  to  which  they 
might  fegally  go,  the  noble  Lord  ought  to 
have  told  them,  and  not  to  have  wantonly 
exposed  tiiem  to  all  the  evils  which  they 
htve  suffered*  Russia*  as  I  have  already 
aaid,  is  hardly  to  be  considered  a  civilised 
power.  Unless,  therefore,  we  make  a 
signal  declaration  in  this  House  that  we 
wUl  no  longer  suffer  her  aggressions  on  our 
commerce,  that  our  relations  with  her  and 
Uie  rest  of  the  world  are  founded  on  a 
spirit  of  justice,  and  that,  being  so  founded, 
we  will  never  fail  steadily  to  observe  and 
pfompily  to  enforce  them,  we  may 
assuredly  expect  further  encroachments. 
Russia  must  be  told  that  we  will  not  allow 
her,  from  any  freak*  or  at  her  own 
pleasure,  to  aay  to  our  merchants,  "  Here 
you  may  trade*  and  there  you  may  not ;" 
but  that  we  will  pursue  that  undeviatiog 
course  in  which  by  the  law  of  nations  we 
are  justified.  And  if  the  noble  Lord 
deairea  to,  do  something  that  may  benefit 
mankind*  I  recommend  him  to  inquire 
what  the  international  law  is  on  this 
subject*  and*  having  ascertained  it*  to 
lAsjet  upon  its  observance  by  all  nations* 
ti^lttob  means  and  by  such  means  alone, 
Ml  tud"^|i^Me  vf  the  globe  be  preeerved* 


It  is  useless  to  talk  ;  let  the  nobie  Lord 
act*  and  he  will  have  the  co^'operation  of 
every  civilised  state.  These  papers^  Sir* 
will  show  whether  the  noble  Lord  has  been' 
sufficiently  alive  to  the  importance  of  the 
subject ;  and  they  will  also  show  wliether 
be  has  taken  the  right  means  of  protecting 
the  ioterests-»I  mean  the  trading  interests 
-^of  this  country.  The  hon.  and  IcMnmd 
Member  concluded  by  moving  for  "  a 
copy  of  all  correspondence  between  the 
Government  of  this  country  and  the 
Governments  of  Russia  and  Turkey*  to- 
gether with  a  copy  of  all  correspondence 
between  the  two  last-mentioned  Govern- 
ments communicated  to  our  own*  relating 
to  the  treaty  of  Adrianople*  as  well  as  to 
all  transactions  or  negotiations  connected 
with  the  occupation  of  the  porta  and 
territories  on  the  shores  of  the  Black  Sea 
by  Russia  since  the  above-named  treaty  of 
Adrianople." 

Mr.  Ewart  said*  that  he»  like  the  boo. 
Member  for  Bath*  was  an  advocate  for 
peace,  but  there  were  two  ways  of  maintaie- 
mg  it;  and  the  real  and  proper  way  was  to 
adhere  to  the  rules  which  we  bad  laid  down 
as  those  by  which  we  should  be  guided. 
To  acquiesce  in  any  demands  that  might 
be  made  by  Russia  was  not  the  way 
to  maintain  peace.  This  couiftry  should 
neither  commit  nor  submit  lo  aggresaioii. 
Turkey  had  no  right  to  make  any  cession 
to  Russia;  nor  did  Russia  before  the  treaty 
of  Adrianople  recognise  any  right  in 
Turkey  to  the  posaeasion  of  Circasaia. 
The  papers  of  that  night  bad  broMglit  en 
account  of  the  condemnation  of  the  Vixen* 
which  was  the  final  act  on  the  part  of  the 
Russian  government.  In  the  treaty  of 
London*  a  reserve  was  maile*  to  the  effect 
that  Russm  should  not  in  any  war  with 
Turkey  gain  any  acquisition  of  territory* 
and  we  further  reserved  to  ourselvea  the 
right  of  resisting  any  such  acquisition  if 
we  deemed  it  necessary.  Tlie  eousse 
pursued  by  Russia  was  extremely  dao0sr#iie 
to  our  trade  with  Trebizood*  end  to  our 
general  cemmeroa  in  that  quarter.  Waa 
it  to  be  permitted  that  the  Autocrat  AfcmiA 
dose  up  the  Black  Sea  against  as  7  Ougbi 
we  not  to  have  a  fleet  of  British  meo«of« 
war  there  ?  The  trade  with  Trebiaond, 
which  amounted  to  a  million  amiiialiy* 
required  at  leaet  that  protection,  and  • 
British  fleet  there  would  at  onoe  pel  en 
end  to  such  audacious  interference*  If 
Russia  were  allowed  to  proceed  as  she  had 
Iproceededi  tbe  Black   Soe  would  aoM 
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become  a  nuire  clausum  to  BriiiBh  com- 
merce. 

Sir  Edward  Codringtan  maintained 
that  that  House  had  a  right  to  know 
precisely  the  situation  in  which  the  country 
was  placed  in  respect  to  Russia.  He  bad 
expressed  the  opinion  before,  and  he 
was  still  of  the  same  opinion,  that  the 
difficulty  in  which  we  were  placed  was 
owing  to  the  uncertain  way  in  which  this 
country  decided  in  matters  of  this  sort, 
owing,  perhaps,  to  a  change  of  Government 
and  politics.  He  thought  he  could  show 
that  Russia,  not  only  on  paper,  but  with 
sincerity,  was  formerly  determined  to 
execute  the  treaty  of  London.  Now, 
f  would  any  man  say,  looking  to  that  treaty 
that  it  was  not  in  the  power  of  England 
and  France  to  force  Russia  to  abide  by 
the  terms  of  the  treaties  she  had  entered 
into  ?  If  this  were  not  the  case,  then 
indeed  he  must  agree  with  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath  that  all  treaties 
were  mere  nonsense.  With  reference  to 
the  Greek  question,  he  had  no  doubt  of 
the  smcerity  of  Russia ;  but  it  was  in 
consequence  of  the  Government  showing 
a  disposition  to  break  faith,  that  Turkey 
forced  Russia  into  a  war  ;  and  then  we 
left  the  Turks  in  the  lurch^  as  we  always 
did,  and  as  we  had  done  in  the  case  of 
Spain.  With  regard  to  the  present  case, 
he  bad  said  two  years  ago  that  it  was  our 
duty  to  stretch  out  a  hand  to  Turkey  ;  and 
after  the  restoration  of  Greece,  if  we  had 
doae  BO,  we  should  have  prevented  the 
war  wHh  Russia,  and  left  Turkey  io  a 
much  more  favourable  position.  It  was 
our  duty  to  protect  our  trade  with  Turkey 
at  any  price,  and  to  support  that  which 
was  of  more  importance — the  honour  and 
integrity  of  the  country.  It  was  our  duty 
to  show  that  when  we  folt  we  were  treated 
unjustly  we  had  the  power  and  the  will  to 
resent  any  insult  pot  upon  British  subjects. 
He  hoped  the  noble  Lord  would  prodace 
the  papers  for  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bath  had  moved. 

Mr*  Barkm  Hoy  said,  that  if  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bath  intended  to 
lay  down  a  new  system  «r  cede  of  maiiliine 
aiid  ihtemational  law,  he  would  go  with 
him ;  bat,  at  the  tame  tiiae,  he  dkl  not 
see  that  England  was  in  a  poaition  to 
proclaim  the  law  propounded  by  the  hoa« 
and  learned  Member  for  Bath.  Wbat« 
aver  might  be  done  In  the  matter  to  which 
tHe  motioD  lefonedi  would  be  done  \m  tha 
ipifit  tf  Mmesi* 


Viscount  Palmerston:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath,  when  lie  rose, 
promised  the  House  that  he  would  eoo« 
dense  what  he  had  to  say  into  the  narrowest 
compass ;  and  never  did  an  hon.  Member 
more  correctly  keep  his  word  than  he  did. 
But  I  never  yet  heard  a  speech  of  the  same 
length  which  contained  more  extraordi* 
nary  and  new  matter,  or  more  astounding 
propositions,  than  the  hon*  Gentleman  hat 
promulgated.  He  has  laid  down  optoiona 
upon  public  law  which  I  confess  (though 
[  may  be  ignorant  on  these  matters)  appear 
to  me  to  be  calculated  to  raise  tlie  shades 
of  Puffendorff,  of  Grotius,  and  of  Bynker- 
shock — men  who  devoted  their  lives  to 
the  study  of  international  law.  But  nol 
only  did  the  hon<  and  learned  Geatlemaii 
broach  the  most  extraordinary  dootrieea 
when  he  adverted  to  what  he  maintained 
to  be  the  proper  law  for  nations  to  act 
upon,  but,  having  afterwards  complaiiied 
of  my  interfering  too  much  in  the  affairs  of 
other  countries,  he  has  had  the  goodness 
to  set  me  a  task  which,  whatever  expecta- 
tions he  may  have  formed,  I  certainly 
could  not  achieve.  Sir,  the  hoa«  and 
learned  Member  gravely  proposed,  that 
I  should  occupy  myself  by  devising  and 
putting  together  a  code  of  international 
law  to  entitle  any  country  to  trade  with 
another,  in  spite  of  the  contingency  of 
wars  which  may  rage  in  foreign  landa. 
We  are  to  gel  rid  of  this  dtfficaky  at  the 
same  time  that  this  new  code  comes  into 
operation.  But  there  should  be  a  perpe- 
tual peace,  I  presume ;  and,  armed  with 
this  single  parchment,  I  am  to  address 
myself  to  the  nations  of  the  work!.  Now, 
I  confess,  that  whatever  may  be  the  talents 
of  persuasion  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bath,  I  have  too  humble  a 
notion  of  my  own  capacities  to  think  Uie 
task  which  he  has  set  me  is  one  that  I 
oould  fulfil.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gea- 
tJemaa  asks  me  lo  slate  precisely  what  is 
the  principle  of  international  law  oo  whMi 
his  Mi^esty's  GovernoMiit  intend  to  pro-* 
oeed ;  and  he  says,  do  yottiaeati  to  omuii-' 
tain  the  antiquated  doetrine,  that  the 
beUigerenI  has  the  right  to  blockade*— are 
yon  prepared  to  maintain  that  principle  ? 
I  thmk,  Ural,  that  the  hon.  and  teamed 
Member  is  mistaken  in  supposing  il  to  he 
the  doctrine  m  the  United  States  Ihm 
every  eonntry  has  a  tigiit  to  trade.  Bir« 
it  ia  not  neeaasury  that;  I  ahouU  tgito  to 
the  produetion  or  the  papers  eonuacted 
wiHi  tba  treaty  of  AdliimopiO)  booawe  I 
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assure  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemau, 
that  his  Majesty's  Government  are  pre- 
pared to  exercise  themselves,  and  they 
admit  the  right  on  the  part  of  others  to 
exercise  the  right  of  blockade  according  to 
the  undoubted  law  of  nations,  which  is, 
that  the  belligerents  have  the  right  to 
blockade,  if  that  blockade  be  effective  and 
consistent  with  usage.  It  must  not  be  a 
matter  of  paper,  but  there  must  be  the 
presence  of  force ;  and  I  say^  that,  as  a 
maritime  nation,  oar  power  depending  on 
our  fleet,  we  are  satisfied  that  not  only 
our  commercial,  but  our  political  existence 
is  connected  with  this  principle  of  mari- 
time law :  and  I  say,  that  any  man  who 
would  persuade  England  to  renounce  this 
principle,  on  the  adherence  to  which  the 
welfare  of  the  country  depends,  must  be 
the  greatest  enemy  the  country  ever  had. 
I  agree,  indeed,  with  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
in  the  observation  he  made,  that  the  ques- 
tion which  is  now  brought  before  the 
House  is  one  not  merely  involving  the 
important  question  of  international  law, 
but,  by  possibility,  the  question  of  peace 
or  war  between  this  country  and  Russia ; 
and  such  being  the  true  definition  of  the 
question  before  the  House,  I  am  persuaded 
that  the  House  will  see  that,  fortunately 
for  us,  it  is  not  a  part  of  its  policy^  that  in 
a  case  which  may  lead  to  the  issue  of 

esace  or  war  it  can  be  properly  treated  in 
arliament  under  circumstances  like  the 
present;  but  that  the  matter  should  be 
left  to  the  executive  Government  until  it 
shall  have  arrived  at  that  point  when  it 
becomes  their  duty  to  communicate  the 
facts  to  Parliament  itself.  Such  being 
the  constitutional  practice,  I  am  sure  this 
House  will  feel,  that  I  only  discharge  an 
imperative  duty  if  I  do  not  follow  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  into  any  discus- 
sion of  the  practical  question  of  the  Vixen, 
to  which  he  has  referred.  At  the  same 
time,  in  my  own  justification,  I  be^  to  say 
one  word  as  to  the  charge  which  has 
been  brought  against  me.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  has  said,  that  I  gave 
an  evasive  answer  to  the  owner  of 
the  Vixen,  by  which  he  was  misled; 
and  as  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber has  directed  his  observations  to 
that  point,  I  will  read  the  letters  which 
passed  between  Mr.  Bell  and  myself, 
but  I  beg  to  point  out  a  distinction 
which  has  not  been  sufficiently  ad- 
verted to  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
^emberi  ^tt^  referenca  to  belligereaU 


blockading*    There  is  a  distinction  to  be 
drawn  between    measures  which  may  be 
applied   by  one  power  to  the  ports  and 
coasts  of  another  power  with   which  she 
may  be  at  war,  and  a  blockade  maintained 
to  enforce  municipal  regulations  to  which 
a  system  of  quarantine  applies.     I   will 
now,  with   the  permission  of  the  House, 
refer  to  the  correspondence.    On  the  25th 
of  May  last  year  I  received  a  letter  stating 
that  the  writers,  Messrs.  Bell  and  Co., 
*'  were  about  to  undertake  the  working  of 
certain  salt  mines  belonging  to  the  Prince 
Hospodarof  Wallachia  ;  and  having  heard, 
that  certain  ports  on  the  coast  of  Circassia 
were  in  a  state  of  blockade,  wished  to  be 
informed  if  any  blockade  existed  which 
was  recognised  by    the   British  Govern- 
ment," —  the    writers   adding,  —  **  that 
although   they  had  not  entered  into  the 
speculation,  they  intended  to  do  so  if  the 
answer  to  their  application  were  favour- 
able."     The     answer    returned    by  the 
Under  Secretary  to  that  application  was, 
— **  that  his  Majesty's  Government  did  not 
undertake  to  advise  individuals  upon  any 
private  speculations  they  might  wish  to 
enter  into  ;  it  was  for  individuals  to  judge 
for  themselves  on  those  matters,  and  de- 
termine  upon    such   information  as  was 
open  to    all  persons."     On  the  30th  of 
May,  Messrs.  Bell  again  wrote  to  say, — 
"  that  no  opinion  was  required  as  to  whe- 
ther they  should  or  should  not  enter  into 
the  proposed  speculation ;  the  only  in- 
quiry was,  whether  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment  recognised  the  blockade  on   that 
coast : ''  and  adding  ''  that  they  thought 
the   inquiry    important,  inasmuch  as  no 
notice  had  been  given  to  this  country  of 
the  existence  of  any  such  blockade."    On 
the  2nd  of  June  an  answer  was  returned  to 
this    communication,    stating,    ''that  in 
answer  to  Messrs.  BelKs  application,  re- 
questing to  be  informed  if  his  Majesty's 
Government  recognised  any  blockade  on 
the  coast  of  Circassia, — if  the  inquiry  was 
retrospective,  as  to  whether  the  British 
Government  had  notified  anjf  blockade  on 
the  Black  Sea,  the  letter  itself  was  an 
answer ;  but  if  the  inquiry  was  prospective, 
and  related  to  an  hypothetical  case,  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  Government  to  listen  to 
complaints  of  injuries  received  by  his  Ma- 
jesty's subjects,  and  to  assist   them  in 
obtaining  redress  for  real  grievances ;  but 
that  it  was  no  part  of  their  duty  to  answer 
speculative  inquiries, — British  merchants 

must  watch  their  own  interests,  and  not 
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expect  the  Government  to  prejudge  ques- 
tions of  intemationalrights."  On  the  4th 
of  June  Messrs.  Bell  again  wrote,  stating, 
"  that  they  did  not  make  inquiries  of  a 
retrospective  or  speculative  nature ;  but 
merely  as  to  the  fact  of  whether  a  blockade 
of  the  coast  of  the  Black  Sea,  south  of  the 
river  Kouban,  which  had  existed  up  to  the 
date  of  the  last  intelligence,  still  con- 
tinued ?''  and  also  stating,  '*  that  lest  they 
might  not  understand  the  reply  of  his 
Majesty's  Government,  their  conviction  was 
— that,  as  there  was  no  notification  of  it, 
such  blockade  was  not  recognised  by  his 
Majesty's  Government,  and  if  they  received 
no  contradiction  they  should  proceed  to 
act  accordingly."  A  letter  in  reply  was 
forwarded,  on  the  7th  of  June,  "  referring 
the  parties  again  to  the  GazettCy  in  which 
they  would  find  all  such  notifications  as 
those  alluded  to,  for  the  information  of  all 
concerned."  This  constituted  the  whole 
of  the  correspondence  that  took  place 
between  the  Government  and  the  com- 
m.ercial  house  of  which  Mr.  Bell  was  a 
member;  the  fact  at  the  time  being,  as 
a'ppeared  in  the  Gazette^  that  no  hlockade 
had  been  declared  by  the  Russian  Govern- 
ment—at least,  none  communicated  to  the 
Government  of  this  country,  and,  there, 
fore  none  had  been  acknowledged.  I  have 
already  stated,  that  I  wished  to  draw  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  distinction 
that,  exists  between  a  blockade,  and  the 
establishment  of  certain  municipal  regula* 
tions.  Acting  according  to  what  1  con- 
ceived to  be  my  duty,  I  declined  to  give 
to  Mr.  Bell  any  communication  as  to  what 
the  bearing  of  the  municipal  regulations, 
established  by  Russia  on  the  eastern  coast 
of  the  Black  Sea,  might  be  upon  the 
particular  voyage  he  was  about  to  under- 
take ;  but  I  referred  him  to  the  Gazette^ 
where  he  would  find  that  no  blockade  had 
been  declared  or  communicated  to  this 
country  by  the  Russian  Government^  con- 
sequently none  was  acknowledged.  This 
closed  the  correspondence.  Therefore, 
when  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  (Mr. 
Roebuck)  says,  that  the  voyage  of  the 
"  Vixen  "  was  encouraged,  that  she  was 
allowed  to  go  out  by  the  Government  as  a 
sort  of  feeler  to  try  a  particular  question 
of  international  law,  I  think,  from  the 
correspondence  I  have  read,  the  House 
will  see,  that  all  the  replies  of  the 
Government  were  of  a  discouraging  ra- 
ther than  of  an  encouraging  nature.  I 
quite  agree  with   the  hon.  and  learned 


Member  in  his  maxim,  that  we  ought  to 
do  justice  to  all  countries,  however  smaU  or 
weak  they  may  be;  and  that  we  ought  not 
to  submit  to  injustice  from  any  country, 
however  strong;  because  undoubtedly 
this  country  is  suflSciently  powerful  to 
make  her  rights  respected  by  any  nation 
that  may  be  disposed  to  violate  them.  But 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  complains 
that  we  do  not  put  in  practice  this  maxim ; 
and  he  says  that  we  have  a  fleet  in  the 
Mediterranean  for  no  other  purpose,  as  he 
conceives,  than  to  furnish  yachts  of  plea- 
sure to  a  certain  number  of  captains  de- 
scended from  high  families  in  the  land. 
As  a  proof  of  the  uselessness  of  the  Medi- 
terranean fleet,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  cites  a  case  which  took  place, 
not  in  the  Mediterranean,  but  in  the 
Black  Sea,  and  in  which  therefore  the 
Mediterranean  fleet  could  not  interpose. 
But  I  take  upon  myself  to  deny  the  asser- 
tion made  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman, and  to  declare  that  the  Mediterra- 
nean fleet  has  been  most  useful  in  pro- 
tecting our  commerce,  which  is  the  chief 
and  main  object  to  which  the  policy  of 
this  country  should  be  directed.  But 
the  hon.  ana  learned  Member  made  a  very 
singular  proposition-r-he  said,  "  I  care 
not  for  the  balance  of  power,  I  care  only 
for  the  commerce  of  England ;  I  care  not 
if  one  power  g^in  possession  of  the  whole 
world,  as  long  as  the  commerce  of  Eng- 
land is  maintained."  But  what  would  be 
the  position  of  our  commerce  if  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman's  proposition  were 
established  ?  What  woula  be  the  position 
of  England,  if  her  commeioe  with  all  the 
rest  of  the  world  happened  to  depend  on 
one  single  will  by  which  the  whole  of  the 
rest  of  the  world  was  governed  and  di- 
rected ?  I  am  sure  he  would  see  that  his 
indifference  on  one  side,  and  his  anxietv 
on  the  other,  were  incompatible  in  their 
results ;  and  that  the  only  mode  of  con- 
tinuing a  free  commerce  is  to  keep  a 
watchful  eye  upon  that  balance  of,  power 
which  he  thinks  should  not  be  a  matter  to 
occupy  so  much  attention  as  the  Govern- 
ment he  thinks  is  disposed  to  lavish  upon 
it.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member  slates 
that  Russia  has  broken  faith  with  regard 
to  the  arrangements  entered  into  in  the 
treaty  of  London,  by  which  she  en- 
gaged not  to  acquire  any  territory  at 
the  expense  of  Turkey.  I  do  not  consider 
that  that  particular  engagement  applied 
to  a  case  of  war  between  Russia  and 
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Turkey.  I  am  of  opinion  with  the  gtllant 
Admiral  (Codrington)  that  it  waa  limited 
lo  traMactions  connected  with  the  settle- 
ment of  the  aflTairs  of  Greece.  At  the 
same  time  I  must  say,  that  Russia,  though 
she  was  not  bound  by  that  particular  sti- 
pulation, did,  nevertheless,  at  the  time  she 
was  commencing  her  war  with  Turkey, 
voluntarily  enter  into  an  engagement,  by  a 
declaration  to  the  whole  of  Europe,  by 
which  she  did  bind  herself,a8  far  as  a  volun- 
tary declaration  can  be  considered  bind- 
ing on  any  power,  that  let  the  result  of 
the  war  with  Turkey  be  what  it  would,  in 
no  case  would  she  look  to  any  acquisition 
of  territory.  1  am  bound,  therefore,  to 
aay  that  the  criticism  of  the  hon.  and 
teamed  Gentleman,  although  the  reasons 
upon  which  he  founds  it  are  not  correct, 
yet  holds  good  as  far  as  the  extension  of 
the  Russian  frontier  is  concerned  on  the 
mouth  of  ^he  Danube,  the  south  of  the 
Caucasus,  and  the  shores  of  the  Black 
Sea,  ^nd  which  certainly  is  not  consistent 
with  the  solemn  deeiaration  made  by  Rua* 
•ia  in  the  face  of  Europa  prevtoas  to  the 
oommeiiceffient  of  the  Turkish  war.  It 
would  be  entirely  inconsistent  with  my 
piiblk  duty  to  enter  further  into  a  discus- 
sion of  the  merits  of  the  particular  case  of 
the  Vixen ;  but  I  can  assure  tlie  House 
that  his  Majesty's  Government  feel  quite 
as  strongly  as  tne  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Bath^  or  any  other  Gentleman  in 
the  House  can  do,  the  great  importance  of 
the  question  itself,  as  well  as  the  conse- 
quences that,  in  one  way  or  the  other, 
may  result  from  it.  I  assure  the  House 
that  the  questfon  occupies  the  serious  at- 
tention of  the  Government-;  and  1  trust 
that  those  who  fael  any  degree  of  confi- 
d«iice  tn  the  Government  will  act  consis- 
tently with  the  usual  practice  of  Parlia*- 
tnent;  will  permit  the  Government  to 
deal  with  this  question  in  the  manner 
which  it  deems  most  in  accordance  with 
the  rights,  interests,  and  honour  of  the 
country ;  and  will  not  peremptorily  call 
upon  it  to  enter  into  explanations  which 
can  have  no  other  effect  than  to  mar  the 
v«ry  object  which  the  hon.  and  learued 
Member  lor  Bath  professes  to  have  in 
view.  With  regard  to  the  papers  for  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has 
moved,  to  the  production  of  such  of  them 
as  relate  to  the  case  of  the  Viien  I  must 
object,  upon  the  same  grounds  as  those 
tbet  induce  me  to  atMtain  from  entering 
into^  •  discussion  of  the  merits  of  that 


particular  case.  As  regards  those  whiok 
have  re&fenca  to  the  communicatk>as 
which  have  taken  place  between  England 
and  Russia,  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle* 
man  has  laid  no  ground  for  their  produc* 
tion,  except  as  connected  with  Ibe  case 
of  the  Vixen.  Therefore,  upon  the  same 
ground  as  1  have  already  stated,  I  must 
object  to  their  production  also.  If  ihey 
bear  upon  a  question  now  under  considerr 
ation,  their  production  wauld  be  dangei^ 
ons:  if  they  refer  to  questbns  that  are 
gone  by,  they  can  obviously  be  of  no  use 
to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who 
moves  for  them. 

Mr.  Maclecui  did  not  mean  to  say*  that 
he  went  to  the  full  extent  of  the  motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath,  who  asked 
for  the  production  of  all  the  correspond- 
ence between  the  British  and  Russian  Go- 
vernments; but,  he  could  not  8ee»  that 
because  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Executive 
to  take  certain  steps  which  were  deemad 
to  be  of  consequence  to  the  dignitir  ^ 
England  as  a  natkm,  that  therefore  the 
House  was  to  be  refused  aoceaa  to  all 
papers,  however  useful  or  importttat  tluiy 
might  be  in  the  assisting  them  to  come 
to  a  proper  undeistanding  of  the  state  of 
the  question  to  which  they  related.  He 
thought  it  would  have  been  very  aatia- 
factory  to  the  House  if  they  could  have 
obtained  from  the  noble  Lord  some  declt^ 
ration  of  his  sentiments  respecting  the 
treaty  oi  Adrianople;  for  it  was  im- 
portant to  consider^  that  wJien  that 
treaty  was  made  it  waa  proteated 
against  by  the  Duke  of  Wellington.  As 
soon  as  a  copy  of  it  was  transmitted  to 
that  noble  Duke,  he  protested  against 
acceding  to  any  of  the  propoaitiDna  made 
by  Russia.  It  wouU,  thafcfore^  be  ff 
importance  for  the  noble  Lord  to  tell  Uie 
House  whether  he  assented  to  or  dissented 
from  those  propositions;  for  the  whole 
question  respecting  the  commerce  of  the 
Black  Sea  depended  upon  whether  by  that 
treaty  of  Adrianople  was  or  was  not  gua* 
ranteed  to  her  the  possession  of  the  coast 
which  she  had  blockaded.  In  all  the 
antecedent  treaties  it  would  be  found  that 
the  possession  of  Circassia  by  Turkey  was 
recognised ;'  at  least  there  was  such  a 
guarantee  given  by  Russia  as  would  not 
allow  the  conclusion  that  ahe  had  acquired 
possession  of  Circassia  by  aivy  of  the 
former  treaties.  But  if  Ihey  would  look 
into  the  fourth  section  of  the  treaty  of 
Adrianople,  they  would  find  that  there 
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WB8  net  <Mie  woid  mentioned  ebout.the 
ODMl  of  Circaesia.  In  the  published  oor- 
reepondence  respecting  the  case  of  the 
Vixen  it  was  treated  as  a  case  of  smug^* 
glingonly.  In  the  manifesto  published 
by  Russia,  declaring  what  she  had  done 
or  would  do,  no  mention  was  made  of  a 
blockade  or  any  municipal  reguiationB, 
but  it  was  expressly  stated,  that  the  Vixen 
was  seized  beeanse  she  was  guilty  of 
snraggiing.  But  taking  the  correspond 
denoe  published  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Bell, 
Tke  Qaxette,  and  other  documents  in 
which  any  mention  was  made  of  the  case, 
what  evidence  was  there  at  present  to  show 
that  there  was  any  act  of  smuggling? 
None.  Yet  the  Vixen  had  been  seized, 
and  British  subjects  had  been  deprived  of 
their  property,  though  certainly  through 
the  clemency  of  the  Emperor,  they  had 
leiot  been  deprived  of  their  lives.  It  was 
somewhat  extraordinary,  therefore,  to  him, 
that  those  papers  should  be  refused  which 
might  afibrd  any  information  on  the  sub- 
ject I  and  he  must  say,  that  he  thought 
it  would  have  been  more  satisfactory  if 
tliey  had  been  at  once  ordered  to  be  laid 
on  the  table,  although  he  gave  credit  to 
tlie  noble  Lord  for  a  due  consideration 
of  the  honour  of  the  country. 

Dr.  Lushingion  was  rather  anxious  to 
address  a  few  words  to  the  House  in  con- 
aequence  of  the  remarks  which  some  hon. 
Qenllemen  had  made  upon  the  principle 
of  blockade,  and  also  in  consequence  of 
some  observations  which  had  fallen  from 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down,  and  who  had  not  accurately  de- 
■cribed  the  grounds  on  which  Russia  had 
proceeded.  In  the  first  place,  he  must 
say  that  he  entirely  concurred  iu  what  had 
fallen  from  his  noble  Friend,  that  it  would 
be  extremely  inconvenient  to  make  public 
any  fact  or  circumstance  connected  with 
the  question  in  dispute  with  Russia  at 
present.  Ever  since  he  had  had  the  honour 
of  being  in  that  House,  he  would  venture 
to  say,  that  whatever  Ministers  had  done, 
or  might  do,  he  never  had  given,  nor 
ever  would  he  give,  his  voice  for  the  pro- 
duction of  papers  during  the  time  impor- 
tant negotiations  were  going  on,  which 
the  production  of  those  papers  might  seri- 
ously affect,  and  he  was  satisfied,  that  if 
they  were  produced  in  the  present  case,  the 
effect  would  be  mischievous  to  the  nation, 
and  calculated  to  disturb  the  peace  of  the 
worid.  Therefore,  relying  upon  his  noble 
Fratnd^  who  relied  upon  the  confidence  of 


the  House,  ha  must  oppose  t&a  motion. 
He  difiiered  entirely  from  the  hon.  Mamber 
who  had  just  sat  down  in  his  opinion  on 
the  nature  of  the  blockade  which  Russia 
had  established.  What  Russia  had  said 
was,  that  she  had  made  certain  regula- 
tions to  pevent  smuggling  upon  the  Cir<- 
cassian  coast  down  to  the  river  Kouban, 
and  that  she  had  taken  the  Vixen  in  the 
act  of  smuggling  in  violatbn  of  those 
rules.  The  hon.  Gentleman  was  quite 
mistaken  if  he  thought  that  it  was  necesr- 
sary  that  the  ship  should  unload  her 
cargo  to  be  guilty  of  smuggling*  If  the 
vessel  came  within  three  miles  of  the 
coast  where  smuggling  was  prohibited,  it 
would  be  just  as  much  a  violation  of  the 
laws  against  smuggling  as  if  she  had  ac- 
tually entered  a  port;  therefore  Russia 
was  entitled  to  seize  a  vessel  under  such 
circumstances.  It  had  been  asked  in  the 
course  of  the  debate  on  what  principle 
Russia  established  a  blockade  of  those 
coasts.  It  was  highly  desirable  that 
no  doubt  should  prevail  in  the  House 
of  Commons  of  Great  Britain  for  one 
moment  on  so  important  a  question. 
Nothing  could  be  more  dangerous  to  the 
peace  and  prosperity  of  the  nation  than  a 
doubt  as  to  the  principle  upon  which  the 
right  to  blockade  existed.  The  right  to 
establish  a  blockade  existed  by  the  ao- 
acknowledged  law  of  all  nations,  and  that 
of  the  United  States  as  well  as  oUiers. 
If  one  country  was  at  war  with  another,  it 
had  a  perfect  right  to  blockade,  if  it  main- 
tained a  sufficient  force,  and  gave  sufiGicient 
notice.  As  in  the  case  of  Spain  and  South 
America,  which  was  formerly  part  of  her 
dominions,  a  nation  would  have  a  right  de 
jurt  et  de  facto  to  declare  that  part  of  the 
country  with  which  it  was  at  war  to  be  in 
a  state  of  blockade,  provided  it  maintained 
a  sufficient  and  adequate  force  for  that 
purpose.  A  nation  could  have  a  rigpht  de 
jure  and  by  possession  de  facto  to  declare 
a  territory  in  a  state  of  blockade;  or  a 
right  dejure  and  not  by  possession  defacio, 
but  by  claim  for  possession.  But  then 
came  another  case  which  was  not  a  case  of 
blockade.  It  was  where  a  country  said, 
*'  I  have  a  right  to  this  territory — 1  am  in 
possession  here — •!  may  establisn  here  such 
municipal  ri^ulaiions  as  I  please."  There 
was  no  such  thing  as  the  blockade  of 
a  country  of  which  you  were  yourself  in 
actual  possession.  That  was  the  case  of 
Russia  and  Circassia.  Russia  being  in 
possession    of  Circassia,    had    power  to 
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make  sach  municipal  regulations  as  she 
pleased ;  and  those  regulations  must  of 
course  be  observed  by  all  who  sought  to 
trade  with  the  provmce  or  the  port  to 
which  they  applied.  His  noble  Friend 
had  said  that  there  was  no  blockade.  A 
British  merchant  had  a  right  to  ask  that 
question  of  the  Foreign-office ;  he  had  a 
right  to  know  whether  there  were  any  such 
impediments  in  the  way  of  British  com- 
merce with  foreign  nations.  But  the 
letter  of  Mr.  Bell  went  a  great  deal 
further.  He  had  asked  the  noble  Lord 
whether  there  was  any  prohibition  of  British 
commerce  with  foreign  countries  arising 
out  of  their  own  municipal  regulations. 
To  that  his  noble  Friend  had  most  pro- 
perly  replied.  ''  I  will  not  say  a  word 
upon  that  subject ;  it  is  a  matter  which 
does  not  come  within  my  depart- 
ment.'' The  distinction  taken  by  his 
noble  Friend  was  a  true  and  accurate 
distinction.  His  noble  Friend  told  Mr. 
Bell,  **  If  you  choose  to  enter  into  a 
speculation  with  a  foreign  country  you 
must  engage  in  it  at  your  peril :  you  can- 
not expect  the  government  of  this  country 
to  do  that  for  you  which  the  government 
of  this  country  has  never  yet  done  for  any 
British  merchant— that  of  declaring  to  you 
the  state  of  the  municipal  law  of  foreign 
nations.  You  have  a  right  to  ask  at  the 
foreign  department  what  is  the  state  of 
the  public  law,  but  vou  have  no  right  to  ask 
what  is  the  state  of  the  municipal  law,  and 
particularly  what  are  the  regulations  ap- 
pertaining to  the  trade  of  any  or  every 
country  in  the  world."  In  making  this 
statement  to  Mr.  Bell,  he  conceived  that 
his  noble  Friend  had  done  all  that  his 
official  duty  required  of  him,  and  indeed 
all  that  it  was  in  his  power  to  do.  The 
answer  of  his  noble  Friend  was,  "  I  know 
of  no  blockade,*'  and  in  giving  that  answer 
he  was  of  opinion  that  his  noble  Friend 
had  followed  the  precedent  and  example 
of  every  man,  uniformly  and  without  ex- 
ception, who  had  preceded  him  in  the 
office  of  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs. 
He  (Dr.  Lushington)  could  not  conceive 
any  thing  more  mjurtous  or  more  destruc- 
tive to  the  character  and  public  efficiency 
of  that  office  itself,  and  of  the  responsi- 
bility which  belonged  to  it,  than  any 
attempt  to  fix  upon  it,  as  a  matter  of 
necessity,  the  obligation  of  making  itself 
acquainted  with  all  the  regulations  which 
any  other  country  might  think  proper  to 
establish  with  regard  to  trading  on  its  own 


shores,  or  which  it  might  think  right  to 
impose  on  its  own  commerce.  He  was  a 
sincere  and  ardent  lover  of  peace»  and  he 
was  most  anxious  that  the  transaction  of 
the  Vixen  should  be  wound  up  with 
honour  to  the  British  government  and 
peace  to  the  world.  Feeling  that  deep 
anxiety,  and  believing  that  no  man  who 
had  seen  any  of  the  documents  which 
had  been  made  public  could  avoid  fore-^ 
seeing  many  difficult  and  embarrassing 
questions  involved  in  them,  he  would  not 
endanger  in  the  slightest  degree,  by  a 
premature  expression  of  any  opinion  of 
his  own,  the  eventual  success  of  the  nego- 
tiation now  pending  between  Great 
Britain  and  Russia,  he  hoped  the  per- 
manent preservation  of  peace  between 
the  two  countries.  He  would  rather  avoid 
even  pretending  to  say  what  questions 
might  or  might  not  arise  upon  the  treaty  of 
Adrianople.  He  would  prefer  waiting  with 
patience  the  arrival  of  that  period  when  the 
present  Government  or  any  other  Govern- 
ment of  this  country,  should  have  had  full 
and  ample  opportunity,  by  all  the  means 
in  their  power,  to  bring  this  question^--a 
question  of  most  grave  and  serious  im- 
portance— to  a  just,  peaceful,  and  amicable 
conclusion.  Let  it  not,  however,  be  sup- 
posed that  from  his  anxiety  for  this .  result 
he  was  one  of  those  who  would  for  a 
moment  countenance  an  insult  against  the 
British  flag,  or  against .  British  honour. 
That  was  neither  consistent  with  his  feel- 
ings, nor  he  trusted,  with  any  portion  of 
his  conduct;  but  he  might  be  excused 
for  saying  that  he  would  not  take  any  step 
whatsoever — that  he  would  not  utter  one 
single  word-— that  might  diminish  or 
render  in  the  sliehtest  degree  less  pro- 
bable an  amicaole  consummation  of  this 
question,  or  that  might  hazard  the  com- 
mencement of  those  evils  which,  if  once 
commenced,  no  one  now  living  might  see 
the  termination. 

Captain  Berkeley  said,  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  so  well  ex- 
pressed the  reasons  upon  which  he  should 
give  his  vote  in  support  of  the  noble 
Lord  resisting  the  production  of  these 
papers,  that  he  did  not  think  it  necessary 
to  repeat  them  ;  but  he  could  not  agree 
with  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  in  the 
construction  which  he  had  put  upon  the 
letters  that  had  been  read  by  the  noble 
Lord.  He  hoped,  when  the  whole  of  the 
letters  shoula  appear  before  the  public, 
the  matter  would  assume  a  much  more 
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expUoit  character  than  that  which  had  been 
given  to  it  by  the  letters  produced  by  the 
noble  L(Mrd« 

Mr.  Hume  thought,  from  the  argument 
of  the  noble  Lord,  that  he  could  not  have 
read  or  beard  the  terms  of  the  motion. 
The  object  of  that  motion  was  one  of  vast 
importance  to  the  merchants  of  this 
country.  It  was  to  ascertain  whether  the 
coast  which  was  alleged  to  belong  to 
Russia  had  really  been  ceded  to  that 
country  by  the  treaty  of  Adrianople. 
Undoubtedly  Russia  had  the  right  to 
make  her  own  regulations  with  regard  to 
trading  on  her  own  coast ;  but  the  ques- 
tion was,  whether  the  portion  of  the  coast 
in  question  really  belonged  to  her  ?  He 
would  admit  the  doctrine  which  had  long 
been  maintained  in  this  country,  that  one 
hostile  power  had  a  right  to  blockade, 
provided  it  had  sufficient  force.  But  the 
question  as  to  the  origin  of  that  blockade 
was,  whether  it  was  a  hostile  country  or 
not?  The  noble  Lord  had  given  the 
House  no  information  on  this  point;  he 
thought  there  could  be  no  secrecy  about  it 
There  ought  not  to  be  any.  The  terms  of 
the  treaty  of  Adrianople  ought  to  be  ex- 
plicit, and  thoroughly  understood.  He 
would  ask  the  noble  Lord  what  was  the 
object  of  the  office  which  he  filled  ?  Why 
was  a  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  ap- 
pointed? Was  it  not,  that  he  should 
carry  on  a  diplomatic  correspondence  with 
foreign  powers,  in  order  to  ascertain  what 
were  the  relations  of  commerce  and  of 
friendship  which  existed  or  could  be  esta- 
blished between  those  powers  and  the 
British  nation?  When  the  merchants  of 
England,  then,  were  desirous  of  legally 
extending  the  trade  of  this  country  with 
foreign  nations,  they  very  naturally  ap- 
plied to  the  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs 
to  ascertain  what  was  the  state  of  that 
particular  country  or  coast  with  which 
they  wished  to  trade.  With  reference  to  the 
point  now  under  consideration  the  ques- 
tion was  a  very  simple  and  obvious  one- 
was  the  Circassian  coast  in  a  state  of  block- 
ade or  not?  In  whose  possession  was  it? 
and  did  any  blockade  exist  there  ?  He 
contended  it  was  perfectly  open  to  any 
British  merchant  to  make  those  inquiries 
of  the  noble  Lord ;  but,  instead  of  frankly 
giving  the  information  required,  it  appeareo 
to  him,  if  it  was  possible  for  language  to 
disguise  a  plain  and  simple  question,  un- 
doubtedly the  noble  Lord's  correspondence 
bad  effected  that  object ;    i^nd  although 
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Mr.  Bell,  in  repeating  the  question, 
pushed  him  very  hard,  still  the  noble  Lord 
had  ingenuity  enough  to  evade  it.  But 
the  noble  Lord  had  not  only  evaded  Mr. 
Bell,  he  had  sat  down  without  telling  the 
House  of  Commons  who  was  in  actual 
possession  of  the  Circassian  coast  at  the 
present  moment — he  had  not  told  them 
whether  it  really  belonged  to  Russia,  and 
whether  it  was  by  right  of  a  violation  of 
fiscal  regulations,  or  in  consequence  of  an 
existing  blockade,  that  the  Vixen  had  been 
seized.  With  all  deference  to  the  noble 
Lord,  he  conceived  it  to  be  his  duty  to 
give  an  unequivocal  answer  to  a  British 
merchant  making  inquiries  on  that  subjecti 
and  he  was  quite  surprised  at  the  language 
of  the  learned  Civilian  that  the  Foreign, 
office  was  not  bound,  and  could  not  be 
expected,  to  communicate  such  informa- 
tion. If  that  were  not  the  duty,  he  should 
like  to  know  what  was  the  use  of  the 
Foreign-office  at  all  ?  The  noble  Lord 
had  seemed  to  feel  himself  rather  in  an 
awkward  situation ;  for  if  it  should  turn 
out  that  the  conduct  of  Russia  had  been 
inconsistent  with  the  public  professions  she 
had  voluntarily  made  at  the  time,  he 
feared,  from  the  silence  of  the  noble 
Lord,  the  British  Government  was  culpable 
in  not  having  taken  the  proper  steps  to  re- 
monstrate and  prevent  her  violation  of  the 
engagements  she  had  undertaken.  Other* 
wise,  why  hesitate  now  to  make  a  public 
declaration  on  the  subject  ?  But,  even 
after  the  discussion  which  had  taken  place 
enforcing  the  question  of  Mr.  Bell,  they 
were  precisely  in  the  same  situation  as  be* 
fore ;  they  had  no  more  information  than 
Mr.  Bell  had,  and  any  British  merchant 
pursuing  the  same  course  would  still  be 
liable  to  the  same  losses  and  annoyance 
which  he  had  suffered.  Such  a  state  of 
things,  be  maintained,  was  neither  credit- 
able to  the  noble  Lord  nor  to  the  British 
House  of  Commons,  and  if  ever  they  were 
called  upon  to  enforce  an  explanation,  it 
was  upon  the  present  occasion*  A  most 
important  and  valuable  accession  to  British 
commerce  might  take  place  with  the  Cir-* 
cassians,  if  protection  were  afforded  to 
the  British  merchant,  and  if  they  could 
obtain  satisfactory  information  as  to  tba 
terms  on  which  the  trade  could  safely  be 
conducted.  He  hoped  the  noble  Lord 
would  give  some  explanation  to  the  tIous# 
upon  this  subject,  and  tell  the  country 
whether  the  Circassian  coast  had  really 
been  ceded  to  Russia ;  whether  it  vai  now 
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in  the  possession  of  that  country,  and 
vrlietlier  the  British  Government  had 
agfeed  to  the  cession  ;  whether  the  Vixen 
had  been  seised  according  to  the  oflBoi&l 
#nnounoeinent  in  the  Si»  Pelersburgh 
QatBlU^  as  a  smuggh'ng  vessel,  or  in  con- 
sequence of  the  blockade.  The  noble 
i<ord  had  aiMwered  none  of  those  ques- 
tions s  and  if  he  could  not,  he  must  be 
allowed  to  say  he  inefficiently  discharged 
the  duties  of  his  office.  There  was  strong 
ground  of  complaint  against  him,  and  it 
was  quite  inexcusable  that  British  mer- 
chants, wishing  to  know  whether  commerce 
might  be  carried  on  in  a  particular  quarter, 
and  applying  to  the  Foreign-office  for 
authentic  information  should  be  put  off 
and  referred  to  the  Gazelle^  without  spe- 
cifying any  particular  number  of  it,  and 
which  might  have  been  published  half  a 
century  ago,  when  it  was  doubtless  in  the 
noble  Lord's  power  to  afford  all  the  requi- 
site  explanations.  He  hoped  the  noble 
Lord  would  not  allow  this  opportunity  to 
pass  without  giving  those  explanations  to 
ibe  House* 

Mr.  Bohinaon  did  not  wbh  to  press  the 
QovttFoment  to  make  any  premature  dis- 
closures. He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Mem* 
ber  for  Middlesex  that  the  present  dis* 
oussion  had  not  been  satisfactory  on  the 
part  of  the  noble  Lord ;  and  he  thought 
that  in  the  correspondence  between  Mr. 
Bell  and  the  noble  Lord,  Mr.  Bell  had  by 
far  the  advantage.  He  thought  also  that 
it  was  rather  an  extraordinary  thing  that 
the  noble  Lord,  who  was  not  only  at  the 
head  of  the  Foreign  Department,  but  was 
one  of  the  Ministers  of  State,  and  there* 
fore  cognisant  of  all  the  Cabinet  secrets, 
should  not  be  able  to  answer  the  plain  and 
simple  question  put  to  him  by  Mr.  Bell-*- 
and  that  at  a  time  some  years  after  the 
treaty  of  Adrianople — whether  a  British 
merchant  had  or  had  not  the  right  to  trade 
with  the  coast  in  question.  If  the  noble 
Lord  meatit  to  say— as  he  understood  the 
noble  Lord  to  state— that  it  was  a  doubtful 
point*>lhat  Russia  had  asserted  her  right 
lo  the  coast  in  question,  but  that  the  Bri- 
tish Qovernment  was  neither  prepared  to 
admit  it  on  the  one,  nor  perhaps  altogether 
in  a  condition  to  controvert  it  on  the  other, 
-^ben  he  would  ask  the  noble  liOrd  how 
long  the  merchants  of  this  country  were  lo 
be  prevented  carrying  on  trade  with  the 
•astern  shores  of  the  Black  Sea?  How 
long  was  this  discussion  to  be  continued 
wiUi  the  RassiaogOYernment?  And  when 


they  were  speaking  of  the  Russian  gofieni^ 
ment  it  should  be  reooilacted  that  they 
were  speaking  of  a  government  with  which 
this  country  had  been  on  the  most  friendly 
relations  since  the  treaty  of  Adrianople. 
He  did  not  mean  to  say,  that  the  noble 
Lord  had  a  right  to  put  his  construction  on 
the  claims  of  Russia,  or  that  those  claims 
were  not  founded  on  the  principle  of 
justice  and  the  right  of  nations ;  but  the 
noble  Lord  had  a  right  to  say  to  Russia 
that  our  merchants  claimed  a  right  to 
trade  with  the  coast  in  question,  and 
that  that  claim  therefore  must  be  de- 
cided. He  did  not  think  that  any 
question  of  a  blockade  arose  in  this  case. 
There  was  in  fact  no  blockade.  There 
was  no  maritime  force  employed.  If 
Russia  had  a  right  to  deal  with  the  Vixen 
in  the  manner  she  had  done,  that  right 
could  only  have  arisen  out  of  what  the 
noble  Lord  had  called  municipal,  but  what 
Russia  called  sanatory,  regulations.  But 
he  must  say,  that  he  had  never  heard  of 
any  sanatory  regulations  which  subjected 
a  vessel  and  cargo  to  be  seised,  and  per- 
sons on  board. to  be  imprisoned^  unless 
that  seizure  had  been  in  consequence  of  a 
wilful  violation  of  rules  which  had 
been  previously  promulgated.  Speaking 
as  a  British  merchant,  he  thought  the 
noble  Lord  ought  to  have  put  Mr.  Bell  on 
his  guard.  The  noble  Lord  was  perhaps 
rip:ht,  so  far  as  informing  Mr.  Bell  (hat  no 
official  notice  of  a  blockade  had  been 
received  at  the  Foreign-office ;  but,  surely, 
if  Ru«sia  had  intended  to  exclude  M. 
British  commerce  from  the  coast  of  Cir* 
cassia,  it  ought  to  have  been  known  to  tlie 
Britiith  Government  that  such  a  right  was 
pretended  to,  and  that  Russia  was  deter- 
mined to  maintain  that  rights  and  the 
noble  Lord  ought  to  have  informed  Mr. 
Bell  that  he  would  be  trading  with  that 
country  at  his  own  periU  He  was  not 
awore  that  it  was  intended  lo  press  the 
present  motion  against  the  wish  of  the 
noble  Lord ;  he  rather  thought  it  had  been 
brought  forward  with  a  view  to  operate  as 
a  stimulus  to  the  noble  Lord,  and  from  an 
impression  that  had  been  made  in  the  mind 
of  ihe  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath, 
that  this  question  had  remained  much  loo 
long  in  a  state  of  suspense,  and  that  ii 
(Aighl  to  l)e  brought  to  a  satisfactory  con- 
duction. If  Russia  had  a  right  to  interdict 
the  commerce  of  this  country  with  those 
shores,  whether  from  the  treaty  of  Adrian- 
ople, or  whether,  as  Russia  contended,  by 
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f\^i  of  prior  occupation,  the  Oovernmetit 
ought  to  ascertain  what  the  right  of 
Russia  was,  and  ought  to  inform  the  sub- 
jects of  this  country  of  its  nature,  in  order 
thnt  they  might  know  precisely  what  was 
the  real  state  of  the  case.  He  trusted  that 
the  noble  Iiord  would  not  consider  the 
subject  as  merely  relating  to  the  treaty  of 
Adrianople;  for  although  it  might  appear 
hereafter  that  Russia  had  the  right  to 
excltide  vessels  from  trading  with  Circas- 
sia,  it  certainly  had  no  right  to  seize 
vessels  without  a  proper  notification  of  a 
blockade.  He  also  trusted,  that  the  noble 
Lord  would  take  care  that  the  honour  and 
character  of  the  country  were  not  compro- 
mised in  the  case  of  the  Vixen,  but  that 
the  encroaching  character  of  the  Russian 
Qovernment  would  be  restrained  in  this 
na  well  as  other  matters.  If  the  result  of 
the  matter  should  appear  to  t>e,  that 
Russia  had  been  guilty  of  unjust  aggres- 
sions, he  trusted  that  the  noble  Lord 
would  come  down  to  the  House  and  place 
the  whole  correspondence  on  this  subject 
On  the  Table,  aitd  take  the  sense  of 
Partiament  as  to  fbtitre  steps  which  it 
might  be  considered  necessary  to  resort  to. 
He  did  not  pretend  to  give  a  decided 
opinion  on  the  subject,  but  it  appeared  to 
him  that  the  settlement  of  the  question 
had  been  too  long  delayed ;  it  was  of  the 
utmost  importance  that  it  should  be 
brought  to  a  satisfactory  issue,  so  that 
British  merchants  might  know  what  they 
had  to  expect,  and  also,  how  they  were 
to  act. 

Mr»  O^dmnell  really  did  not  know  what 
conclusion  the  hon.  Qentleman  who  had 
just  sat  down  had  arrived  at,  from  the 
tenor  of  his  speech  and  from  the  observa* 
tions  in  which  he  had  indulged.  Of  this, 
however,  he  was  satisfied,  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  was  looking  merely  to  the 
proceedings  now  pending  respecting  the 
treaty  of  Adrianople.  It  had  been  stated, 
that  Russia  did  not  maintain  a  force  to 
keep  up  a  blockade ;  but  this  was  not  the 
fact,  for  the  Vixen  was  seized  by  a  ship  of 
war.  He  was  sure  that  no  person  in  that 
House  understood  the  subject  better  than 
the  hon.  and  learned  Civilian,  nor  was 
there  any  one  who  could  make  it  more 
clear  and  intelligible ;  and,  therefore,  if 
he  had  not  understood  his  learned  Friend, 
it  was  not  his  learned  Friend*8  fault  He 
undemtood  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  to 
say,  that  there  were  two  species  of 
blockade  «^  the    one    against    a    hostile 


power,  and  the  other  of  a  power  against 
its  revolted  subjects.  When  he  heani  the 
noble  Lord  read  the  letters  respecting  the 
seizure  of  the  Vixen,  he  could  not  help 
calling  to  mind  the  expression  of  Talley- 
rand, that  language  had  been  invented 
to  conceal  thoughts.  He  admitted,  how- 
ever, that  the  noble  Lord  had  sufficiently 
answered  the  question  put  to  him  by  Mr. 
Bell,  but  not  in  a  manner  that  would  be 
sufficiently  intelligible  to  a  plain  sailor. 
The  noble  Lord  referred  Mr.  Bell  to  The 
Gazette,  to  learn  whether  the  coast  of 
Circassia  was  or  was  not  blockaded  ;  now, 
according  to  the  learned  civilian,  it  would 
be  unnecessary  to  place  a  notification  of 
the  blockade  m  The  Gazette  if  this  terri- 
tory belonged  to  Russia.  Thus,  if  Russia 
instituted  a  blockade  of  the  ports  of 
Norway,  to  render  it  effective  it  would  be 
necessary  that  a  notification  should 
appear  in  The  Gazette  |  but  if  that  power 
chose  to  blockade  the  port  of  Archangel, 
it  would  not  be  necessary  to  notify  the 
matter  in  The  Gazette,  because  it  would 
be  merely  a  subject  of  municipal  regula- 
tion. In  this  ease,  he  thought  that  Mr. 
Bell  was  perfectly  justified  in  sending  out 
his  vessel,  for  he  had  been  told  to  refer  to 
The  Gazette  to  see  whether  there  was  a 
blockade  or  not.  It  was  clear,  thereforwy 
firom  this  observation  of  the  noble  Lord, 
that  he  did  not  at  that  time  consider  the 
coast  of  Circassia  as  any  part  of  the 
Russian  territory.  Again,  in  1826,  not- 
withstanding the  subject  matter  of  quarrel 
between  Russia  and  the  Porte,  it  was 
agreed  that  no  sort  of  oommercial  advan- 
tage should  be  gained  on  this  coast  by 
either  party.  He  contended  that  Russia 
could  not  gain  possession  of  this  country 
by  the  treaty  of  Adrianople.  This  country 
could  not  be  touched  by  Russia  by  any 
municipal  regulations,  and,  therefore,  no 
seizure  of  a  British  vessel  could  be  justified 
on  the  part  of  Russia,  on  the  ground  that 
it  was  engaged  in  illicit  trading.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Civilian  had  satisfaetorily 
settled  that  part  of  the  question.  He 
believed  that  the  only  safe  mode  of 
settling  this  matter,  was  by  taking  such 
steps  as  to  let  Russia  know  that  England 
was  determined  to  enforce  the  protection 
of  British  subjects.  Let  the  Russian 
Qovernment  say  what  it  pleased,  and  make 
what  regulations  it  chose  regarding  its 
own  subjects  at  St.  Petersburgh  or  else- 
where, but  let  them  also  know  that  it  could 
not  deal  with  British  subjects  as  it  pleased, 
Y2 
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but  that  House  and  the  country  were 
determinedtoprotectthe.nl.  In  conclusion. 
as  the  noble  Lord  had  been  the  means  of 
sending  Mr.  Bell  to  the  coast  of  Circassia, 
he  was  bound  to  take  care  to  protect  the 
interests  of  Mr.  Bell  in  that  country,  and 
that  if  his  property  had  been  wrongfully 
seized  that  indemnity  should  be  given 
to  him. 

Lord  Dudley  Sttiari  observed,  that  this 
was  a  question  of  great  and  vital  impor- 
tance to  the  commercial  interests  of  this 
country.  It  was  not  merely  as  to  whether 
an  individual  had  been  robbed  of  his  pro- 
perty,  but  as  to  whether  we  should  be 
allowed  to  extend  our  commercial  relations 
to  other  countries,  or  whether  we  should 
be  restrained  from  doing  so  at  the  whim 
and  caprice  of  Russia.  That  power  had 
put  forward  a  justification  of  the  blockade, 
in  the  first  place,  on  the  ground  that 
Circassia  was  a  hostile  country,  and  after- 
wards on  the  plea  that  it  was  merely  for 
the  purpose  of  enforcing  municipal  regula- 
tionsy  and  had  resorted  from  the  one  plea  to 
the  other  at  her  will  and  pleasure.  But 
what  were  the  facts  of  the  case  ?  A 
British  subject  applied  at  the  Foreign- 
office  to  know  whether  he  could  send  his 
▼easel  to  a  foreign  port  for  the  purpose  of 
commerce,  and  he  was  told  by  the  noble 
Lord  to  look  into  The  Gazette  to  see 
whether  there  was  any  notification  of  a 
blockade.  Now  the  learned  Civilian  said 
that  the  blockade  was  effective  because  the 
vessel  was  captured  by  a  man  of  war ;  but 
what  were  the  facts  of  the  case?  The 
vessel  laid  in  the  port  where  it  was  seized 
for  thirty*8ix  hours  before  it  was  interfered 
with  at  all ;  it  would  therefore  appear  that 
this  wasonly  an  apparent  blockade,  and  not 
a  real  one*  A  good  deal  had  been  said  as 
to  this  vessel  having  been  laden  with  mu- 
nitions of  war,  but  he  was  authorised  to 
say  that  it  did  not  contain  any  thing  of 
the  kind,  but  was  laden  with  salt  and  some 
patterns  of  English  manufactures.  When 
the  Russian  officer  seized  the  vessel,  he 
asked  the  captain  whether  he  did  not 
know  that  there  was  a  blockade  on  the 
coast ;  this  was  also  stated  by  the  Russian 
admiral  when  the  vessel  was  taken  into 
Sebastopol.  The  Russian  authorities  after- 
wards went  from  the  assertion  of  the 
blockade,  and  stated  that  the  vessel  had 
been  seized  for  the  violation  of  municipal 
regulations  in  attempting  to  smuggle,  and 
for  a  violation  of  the  quarantine  regula- 
tiou9.    fle  would  refer  to  t^le  authority  of 


the  learned  Civilian  on  the  latter  point. 
He  would  ask — admitting  for  argument 
sake  that  it  was  not  necessary  to  notify  a 
municipal  regulation  before  enforcing  it — 
whether  it  was  not  necessary  to  notify  the 
establishment  of  quarantine  on  a  coast? 
Although  he  felt  much  obliged  to  the 
l)on.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath  for 
bringing  forward  the  subject,  he  felt  that 
it  would  have  a  bad  result,  as  the  noble 
Lord  would  not  lay  the  papers  before  the 
House,  and  thus  the  matter  would  drop ; 
and  he  could  not  help  observing,  that  the 
noble  Lord  had  never  laid  a  word  of  the 
correspondence  about  Russia  on  the  table 
of  the  House  since  he  had  been  at  the 
Foreign -office,  notwithstanding  the  ag- 
gressive conduct  of  that  power.  If  they 
admitted  the  plea  of  Russia,  in  the  case  of 
the  Vixen,  they  would  enable  that  power 
to  make  what  regulations  it  pleased  under 
the  pretence  of  a  quarantine.  He  con- 
tended that  Russia  had  no  right  whatever 
to  Circassia.  He  was  prepared  to  maintain 
this  on  several  grounds.  He  denied  that 
Turkey  ever  had  possession  of  that  country. 
Whenever  Turkey  had  possession  of  a 
country  it  sent  a  Pacha  there,  and  also 
enforced  the  payment  of  tribute;  but 
nothing  of  the  kind  had  ever  been  enforced 
by  Turkey  in  Circassia.  The  noble  Lord, 
the  Secretary  of  State,  apparently  wished 
the  House  to  infer  that  Russia  had  pos- 
session of  the  country.  But  the  fact  was. 
that  she  had  only  possession  of  two  or 
three  forts,  and  this  was  not  sufficient  to 
allow  them  to  exercise  the  rights  of  so- 
vereignty. He  would  read  an  authority, 
to  which  he  thought  the  noble  Lord  would 
attach  great  weight,  as  to  the  possession 
of  two  or  three  forts  giving  any  thing  like 
a  legal  occupation  to  a  country.  In  1806 
Prussia  had  put  forward  a  claim  to  the 
kingdom  of  Hanover,  on  the  ground  that 
that  country  had  been  ceded  to  her  by 
France.  On  that  occasion  Lord  Castle- 
reagh  observed, — 

"  As  to  the  arguments  used  by  Prussia,  after 
taking  possession  of  Hanover  as  a  permanent 
dominion,  they  appeared  to  htm  to  be  obviously 
untenable  upon  any  principle  of  justice. 
Prussia  stated  France  held  Hanover  by  right  of 
conquest,  and  under  that  right  assumed  to  dis« 
pose  of  it.  But,  without  any  reference  to  the 
forcible  and  outrageous  manner  in  which  France 
originally  took  possession  of  Hanover,  it  was 
clear  that,  at  the  time  they  undertook  to 
transfer  it  to  Prussia,  they  did  not  hold  it  at  all, 
for  they  were  not  in  possession  of  that  country, 
having  evacuated  the  whole  of  it^  with  the  ex« 
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ceptioD  of  a  single  point.  And  unless  the  re- 
tention of  that  point  (the  fortress  of  Haroeln) 
could  be  argued  to  imply  a  possession  of  the 
nvhole  country^  it  would  be  absurd  to  attempt 
the  maintaining  upon  any  principle  of  public 
justice^  Uiat  the  French  held  Hanover  as  a  con- 
quest at  the  time  of  the  transfer  so  justly  com- 
plained of.  Therefore,  the  main  ground  of 
justification  upon  which  Prussia  seemed  to  rely 
for  the  validity  of  this  transfer  must  fall  to  the 
ground.  Indeed,  the  declaration  of  Prussia 
herself,  in  January,  when  she  occupied  Hano- 
ver, professedly,  until  the  conclusion  of  peace, 
distinctly  supported  this  argument,  and  recog- 
nised the  principle  she  had  asserted.  And  upon 
no  pretence  whatever  could  the  unqualified 
way  in  which  she  afterwards  acted  towards  that 
ill-fated  country  be  warranted." 

On  the  same  principle  that  the  claim 
made  by  Prussia  was  held  to  be  void,  so 
the  claim  of  Russia  to  Circassia  must  fall 
to  the  ground.  Bui  they  had  also  the 
authority  of  the  Circassians  as  to  the 
claims  of  Russia.  Atuli  alteram  partem 
had  always  been  held  to  be  a  good  maxim, 
and  on  this  point  he  would  refer  to  the 
manifesto  sent  to  the  Government  of  this 
country,  as  well  as  to  other  countries, 
from  Circassia.    That  stated, 

"  *  It  is  therefore  with  the  profoundest  hu- 
miliation that  we  have  learnt  that  our  country 
is  marked  on  all  the  maps  printed  in  Europe, 
as  a  portion  of  Russia;  that  treaties,  of  which 
we  know  nothing,  should  have  been  signed  be- 
tween Russia  and  Turkey,  pretending  to  hand 
over  to  the  Russians  these  warriors  that  made 
Russia  tremble,  and  these  mountains  where 
her  footsteps  have  never  come;  that  Russia 
tells  in  the  west  that  the  Circassians  are  her 
slaves,  or  wild  bandits  and  savages,  whom  no 
kindness  can  soften,  and  no  laws  can  restrain. 
We  most  solemnly  protest  in  the  face  of 
Heaven  against  such  womanish  arts  and  false- 
hood. We  answer  words  with  words,  but  it  is 
truth  against  falsehood.  For  forty  yean  we 
have  protested  triumphantly  against  accusa- 
tions with  our  arms ;  this  ink,  as  the  blood 
we  have  spilt,  declares  our  independence ;  and 
these  are  the  seals  of  men  who  have  known  no 
superior  save  the  decision  of  their  country — 
men  who  understand  no  subtle  arguments — 
but  who  know  how  to  use  tlieir  weapons  when 
the  Russians  come  within  their  reach.  Who 
has  the  power  to  give  us  away  ?  Our  allegi- 
ance is  offered  to  the  Sultan,  but,  if  he  is  at 
peace  with  Russia  he  cannot  accept  it,  for 
Circassia  is  at  war.  Our  allegiance  is  a  free 
offering ;  he  cannot  sell  it,  because  he  has  not 
bought  it.  It  is  by  arms,  not  fay  words,  that  a 
country  can  be  conquered.  If  Russia  conquers 
us,  It  will  not  be  by  arms  but  by  cutting  off 
our  coromunications,  and  making  use  of  Tur« 
key  and  Persia  as  if  they  were  alreadv  hers — 
by  rendering  the  sea  impassable,  as  if  it  were 
her  own^-by  blockading  our  coast^by  des« 


troying  not  only  our  vessels  but  those  of 
other  states  which  approach  us — by  depriving 
us  of  a  market  for  our  produce — by  preventing 
us  from  obtaining  salt,  gunpowder,  and  other 
necessaries  of  war,  which  to  us  are  necessaries 
of  life— by  depriving  us  of  hope.  But  we  are 
independent ;  we  are  at  war ;  we  are  victors. 
The  representative  of  the  Emperor,  who  num- 
bers us  in  Europe  as  his  slaves,  who  marks 
this  country  as  his  own  on  the  map,  has  lately 
opened  communications  with  the  Circassians, 
not  to  offer  pardon  for  rebellion,  but  to  bar- 
gain for  the  retreat  of  20,000  men  enveloped 
by  our  people^  and  to  make  arrangements  for 
exchange  of  prisoners.'  " 

Let  not  the  House  suppose  that  this 
document  was  something  got  up  in  this 
country,  and  of  no  authenticity.  There 
was  not  the  slightest  doubt  of  its  authen- 
ticity, and  he  would  appeal  to  the  noble 
Lord  himself  whether  the  original  was  not 
in  this  country.  He  (Lord  D.  Stuart) 
was  well  acquainted  with  a  gentleman  of 
the  highest  character  who  was  prefient 
when  this  document  was  signed  by  nine- 
teen Circassian  chiefs.  Was  it  not  dis- 
graceful, he  would  ask,  that  at  this  time 
of  day,  after  the  lapse  of  two  months  from 
the  period  when  the  British  flag  had  been 
so  grossly  insulted,  the  liberty  of  a  British 
subject  had  been  so  flagrantly  violated, 
the  British  House  of  Commons  was  still 
deliberating  on  the  subject—  still  endea- 
vouring unsuccessfully  to  extract  from  the 
British  Minister  for  Foreign  Affairs  some 
information  as  to  what  he  had  done,  or 
what  he  intended  to  do  ?  How  different  had 
been  the  conduct  pursued  by  the  British 
Government  in  former  times  when  similar 
outrages  to  these  had  been  offered  to  British 
subjects.  He  would  illustrate  this  by  a  story 
quite  in  point,  which  had  been  told  to  the 
House  of  Commons  upon  a  similar  occa- 
sion, by  Mr.  Pulteney,  so  long  ago  as  the 
year  1738.  At  that  period  British  vessels 
had  been  interfered  with  by  a  foreign 
power,  and  great  dissatisfaction  was  very 
properly  expressed  by  Members  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  In  the  course  of  the 
debate  which  then  occurred  Mr.  Pulteney 
stated,  with  great  effect,  what  had  been 
done  in  a  similar  case  which  occurred 
during  the  Commonwealth,  and  stated  in 
these  terms : — 

"  Tliis  was  what  Oliver  Cromwell  did  in  a 
like  case  that  happened  during  his  govern- 
ment, and  in  a  case  where  a  more  powerful 
nation  was  concerned  than  ever  Spain  could 
pretend  to.  In  the  histories  of  his  time  we  are 
told,  that  an  English  merchant  ship  was  taken 
in  the  chops  of  the  Channeli  carried  into  8t, 
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Il|aloe*99  and  there  confiscated  upon  some 
groundless  pretence.  As  soon  as  the  master 
of  the  ship,  who,  we  are  told,  was  an  honest 
Quaker,  got  home,  he  presented  a  petition  to 
the  Protector  in  council,  setting  forth  his  case, 
and  praying  for  redress.  Upon  hearing  the 
petition  the  Protector  told  his  council  he 
would  take  that  affair  upon  himself,  and  or- 
dered the  man  to  attend  him  the  next  morning. 
He  examined  him  strictly  as  to  all  the  circum- 
stances of  his  case;  and  finding  by  his  answers 
that  he  was  a  plain,  honest  man,  and  that  he 
had  been  concerned  in  no  unlawfiil  trade^  he 
asked  him  if  he  could  go  to  Paris  with  a  letter? 
the  man  answered,  he  could.  '  Well,  then,' 
says  the  Protector,  '  prepare  for  your  journey, 
and  come  to  me  to-morrow  morning.'  Next 
morning  he  gave  him  a  letter  to  Cardinal  Mas- 
arine,  and  told  him  he  must  stay  but  three  days 
for  an  answer.  *  The  answer  I  mean.  Sir,'  says 
fao) '  is  the  full  value  of  what  you  might  have 
made  of  your  ship  and  cargo;  and  tell  the 
Cardinal  that  if  it  is  not  paid  you  in  three 
days  you  have  express  orders  fVom  me  to  re- 
turn home.  The  honest,  blunt  Quaker,  we 
may  suppose,  followed  his  instructions  to  a 
tittle;  but  the  Cardinal,  according  to  the  man- 
ner of  Ministers  when  they  are  any  way 
pfeased,  began  to  shuffle :  therefore  the  Quaker 
retttrned  as  he  was  bid.  As  soon  as  the  Pro- 
tector saw  him^  he  asked, '  Well,  friend,  have 
you  pot  your  money  ?'  and  upon  the  man  an- 
swering he  bad  not,  the  Protector  told  him, 
*  Then  leave  your  direction  with  my  secretary, 
and  you  shall  soon  hear  from  me.'  Upon  this 
ocoaaion  that  great  man  did  not  stay  to  nego- 
olate»  or  to  explain,  by  long  tedious  memorials, 
the  reasonableness  oil  his  demand.  No,  sir, 
though  there  was  a  French  Minister  residing 
here,  he  did  not  so  much  as  acquaint  him  with 
the  story,  but  immediately  sent  a  man-of-war 
or  two  to  the  Channel,  with  orders  to  seize 
every  French  ship  they  could  meet  with.  Ac- 
cordingly, they  returned  in  a  few  days  with 
iwo  or  three  French  prizes,  which  the  Pratector 
ordered  to  be  immediately  sold«  and  out  of 
the  produce  he  paid  tlie  Quaker  what  lie  de- 
manded for  the  ship  and  cargo :  then  he  sent 
for  the  French  Minister,  gave  him  an  account 
of  what  had  happened,  and  told  him  there  was 
a  balance,  which  if  he  pleased  should  be  paid 
in  to  bim,  to  the  end  that  he  might  deliver  it 
to  those  of  his  countrymen  who  were  the 
owners  of  tlie  French  ships  that  bad  been  so 
taken  and  sold." 

"  ThiS|  Sir,  was  Oliver  CromweU's  manner 
of  negotiating;  this* was  the  method  he  took 
for  obtaining  reparation;  and  what  was  the 
Gonsequenoe?  It  produced  no  war  between 
the  two  nations ;  no,  Sir,  it  made  the  French 
gofernmeut  terribly  afraid  of  giving  him  the 
least  offence ;  and  while  he  lived,  they  took 
special  care  that  no  injury  sKould  be  done  to 
any  sul^ects  of  Great  Britain/' 

He  did  not  wish  it  to  be  understood,  that  it 
wtu  exactly  thii  mod«  of  proceeding;  which 


he  should  advise  the  noble  Mrniaier  for 
Foreign  A  flairs  to  pursue  on  the  preaent 
occaaion ;  but  he  mnet  state  bit  opinion, 
that  the  want  of  vigour  and  alacritv  to 
defend  the  honour  of  the  country  which 
the  noble  Lord  had  displayed,  was  most 
culpable.  Re  would  mention  another 
instance  occurring  in  n>ore  recent  times, 
during  the  administration  of  Mr.  Pitt,  to 
show  that  the  conduct  of  no  former 
Minister  had  ever  been  so  vacillating,  so 
hesitating,  so  uncertain,  so  cowardly,  when 
I  an  insult  had  been  ofTercd  to  British  sub- 
jects. In  1790,  the  Spaniards  had  pre- 
sumed to  capture  two  British  vessels  which 
went  out  to  Nootka  Sound  for  the  purpose 
of  trading.  Let  the  House  attend  to  wki^t 
happened  on  that  occasion,  for  the  parallel 
between  that  case  and  the  present  was 
so  close,  that  put  Russia  for  Spain*  one 
vessel  instead  of  two,  and  Abascm  instead 
of  Nootka  Sound,  and  the  circumstances 
were  almost  identically  the  same  in  other 
respects.  No  sooner  was  the  British 
Government  informed  of  this  outrage,  than 
the  most  determined  steps  were  taken  by 
Ministers;  the  Biitish  minister  at  Madrid 
was  directed  to  demand  adequate  satis- 
faction and  the  restitution  of  the  vessels 
previous  lo  any  discussion ;  and  the  fol- 
lowing message  was  sent  to  both  Houses 
of  Parliament  :— 

'<  George  IL— >Uis  Majestv  has  received 
information,  that  two  vessels  belonging  to  his 
Majesty's  subjects,  and  navigated  under  tlie 
British  flag,  and  two  others,  of  which  the 
description  is  not  hitherto  sufficiently  ascer- 
tained, have  been  captured  at  Nootka  Sound, 
on  the  nortluwestern  coast  of  America,  by  an 
officer  commanding  two  Spanish  ships  of  war ; 
that  the  cargoes  of  the  uritish  vessels  have 
been  aeizeds  and  that  their  officers  and  crews 
have  been  sent  as  prisoners  to  a  Spanish  port. 
The  capture  of  one  of  these  vessels  had  before 

I  been  notified  by  the  ambassador  of  his  Catholic 
Majesty,  by  order  of  his  court,  who  at  the 
same  time  desired  that  measures  might  be 
taken  for  preventing  his  Mi^esty's  subjects 
from  frequenting  those  coasts,  which  were 
alleged  to  have  been  previousW  occupied  and 
frec^uented  by  the  suq|ects  of  Spain*  Com- 
plaiuts  were  also  made  of  the  fisheries  carried 
on  by  his  Majesty's  subjects  in  the  seas  adjoin- 
ing to  the  Spanish  continent,  as  being  contrary 
to  the  rights  of  the  crown  of  Spain.  In  oen- 
sequence  of  this  communication,  a  demand 
was  immediately  made,  by  his  Mi^estyV  order, 
for  adeauate  satisfaction^  and  for  the  restitu- 
tion of  tlie  vessel,  previous  to  any  other  dis- 
cussion. By  the  answei  from  the  oourt  of 
Spain,  it  appears  that  tlus  vessel  and  her  crew 

.  had  been  set  at  liberty  by  the  viceroy  tf 
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Ihlfiko  I  ^t  Uiis  is  rapr«sente4  to  Mve  been 
done  by  bin)  on  the  supposition,  that  nothing 
but  the  ignorance  of  the  rights  of  Spain 
encouraged  the  individuals  of  other  nations  to 
come  to  those  coasts,  for  tlie  purpose  of  making 
estfiblishmentt  or  carrying  on  Irtkde ;  and|  in 
ooafofmity  to  his  prawious  instruct  ions,  re* 
quiriog  bim  to  sbow  all  possible  regard  lo  the 
British  nation.  No  satisfaction  is  made,  or 
offered;  and  a  direct  claim  is  asserted  by  the 
court  of  Spain  to  the  exclusive  rights  of  sove- 
reignty, navigation,  and  commerce,  in  the  terri- 
tories,  coasts,  and  seas,  in  that  part  of  the  world. 
Ills  Majesty  has  now  directed  his  minister  at 
Madrid  to  make  a  fresb  representation  on  this 
subject,  and  to  claim  sudi  full  and  adtif4uate 
satisfaction  as  the  nature  of  the  case  ovidentiy 
requires.  And,  under  these  circumstances, 
his  Majesty,  having  also  received  information 
that  considerable  armaments  are  carrying  on 
in  the  ports  of  Spain,  has  judged  it  indis- 
pensably necessary  to  give  orders  for  nsakinff 
such  preparations  as  may  put  it  in  his  Majesty's 
povrer  to  aet  witb  vigour  and  eflTect  in  support 
of  the  honour  of  his  Crown  and  the  interests  of 
his  people.  And  his  Majesty  recommends  it 
to  his  faithful  Commons  (on  whose  zeal  and 
public  spirit  he  has  the  roost  perfect  reliance) 
to  enable  him  to  take  such  measures,  and  to 
make  such  augmentation  of  his  forces,  as  may 
be  aveotually  necessary  for  this  purpose/' 

Such  was  the    vip;oroua  line  of  conduct 

Eursued  by  Mr.  Pitt;  and  to  satisfy  those 
on.  Gentlemeo  who  might  be  disposed  to 
cavil  at  the  proceeding  because  it  emanated 
from  a  Tory,  be  (Lord  Dudley  Stuart) 
would  add  that  the  addreas  of  the  House 
in  answer  to  the  Kiug*«  messuge,  and 
declaring  the  determination  of  the  House 
**  to  afford  his  Majesty  the  mo&t  zealous 
and  efi'eclual  support  in  such  measures  as 
may  become  requisite  for  maintaining  the 
dignity  of  hia  Majestv'a  Crown»  and  the 
essential  interests  of  bis  ]Vlaiesty*8  domi- 
nions/ was  seconded  by  IVfr.  Grenville, 
and  warmly  supported  by  Mr,  Fox,  Mr. 
Burke,  and  Mr,  Grey;  and  when  Mr. 
Fox  moved  for  an  aocount  of  the  amount 
and  value  of  the  trade  to  Nootka  Sound, 
Mr*  Pitt  auggested  the  withdrawal  of  the 
motion,  declaring  that  the  real  question 
was,  not  the  value  of  the  trade  to  Nootka 
Sound,  but  an  intuit  offered  to  the  British 
flag;  and  Mr,  Fox,  concurring;  in  this 
view  of  the  question,  withdrew  his  motion. 
The  pretension  of  Russia  now  brought 
forward,  was  not  a  new  one.  It  was  not 
the  fint  time  that  that  power  had  outraged 
and  insulted  us,  by  stopping  our  vessels 
in  the  Black  Sea.     Not  more  than  two 


by  Russia  in  the  Black  Sea,  nndor  eir- 
cumstaoces  eqi^ally  objectionable  with 
those  in  the  present  case.  How  much 
longer,  he  would  ask,  did  the  noble  Loid 
propose  to  allow  Russia  thus  to  insult 
Great  Britain,  and  thus  to  iiyiira  British 
commerce  ?  In  his  opinion,  nothing 
effectual  would  be  done  towards  putting 
an  end  to  these  oulfagea  till  a  Pritisli 
fleet  was  posted  in  the  Black  Sea.  What 
was  the  use  of  increasing  our  naval  forca, 
what  the  use  of  our  navy  at  all,  if  not  to 
protect  our  commerce  ?  The  noble  Lor4 
not  only  utterly  neglected  the  grand  prin* 
ciple  in  this  as  in  every  other  matter, 
Drincipiis  Qb$ta,  but  now,  when  an  it\jury 
nad  been  done,  he  took  no  ste(is  for 
remedying  it,  For  his  part,  he  con9idere4 
that  unless  the  cura  oi  the  hart  wa  ba4 
here  received  was  rapid  and  radical,  the 
consequences  would  be  fatal  to  thia 
country.  In  the  year  1825,  Russia  ^t  up 
another  pretension  against  this  country, 
in  her  claim  to  a  part  of  the  coast 
of  America,  and  she  set  up  tlie  same  claioa 
against  the  United  States,  but  the  United 
States  laughed  at  her  pretensions,  and  we, 
by  negotiations,  also  -succeeded  in  assert- 
ing our  right.  This  was  accomplished 
through  the  exertions  of  Sir  StratfprdL 
Canning,  whose  absence  he  greatly 
lamented,  particularly  as  the  cause  waf 
indisposition.  We  defeated  |he  attempta 
of  Russia  then,  and  why  should  we  not  do 
the  same  now  ?  Why  should  the  0ag  of 
England  be  less  respected  now  than  at 
that  time  ?  We  are  not  less  able  to  aawfit 
our  rights  now  than  we  were  then* 
Accounts  had  been  received  in  town  that 
day  that  the  Vixen  bad  been  condemned* 
and  that  in  the  most  revolting  way  to  thia 
country.  The  British  flag  was  hoisted, 
then  hauled  down,  and  the  Russian  flag 
hoisted  in  its  stead  ;  and  the  captain  and 
crew  were  sent^  not  to  Lgndon,  but  to 
Constantinople,  in  fact,  everything  bad 
been  done  that  could  bumble  and  insult 
tlus  country.  lie  oomplained  of  the 
noble  Lord  for  the  course  he  bad 
pursued.  The  noble  I^ord  was  degra- 
ding England  by  holding  her  out  in  the 
character  of  a  bully — haughty  and  tyran- 
nical to  the  weak,  humble  and  abject  to 
the  strong.  How,  he  asked,  had  the 
county  acted  under  the  present  Govern- 
ment ?  He  thought,  not  in  the  most 
creditable  manner*    Let  them  look  to  the 


years  ago  had  a  vessel,  the  Charles  Spencer,   different  manner  npon  different  ocoasione 
pelongijii;  to  a  BriUab  subject,  been  seized  I  in  which   it  bad  afforded  proteetion  to 
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British  subjects.    In  Turkey,  which  was  a 
weak  power,  they  found  a  British  subject, 
who  certainly  was  not  quite  free  from 
guilt.     Mr.  Churchill,  the  person  referred 
to,  had,  in  Constantinople,  been  punished 
in  a  way  that  was  not  right.    Immediately 
a  complaint  was  made,  and  redress  insisted 
upon.    Why?    Because  Turkey  was    a 
weak  power.    On  that  account  the  Go- 
Temment  insisted  upon  redress;  and   it 
was  required  that  the  Reis  Effendi  should 
be  dismissed.     Would  the  English  Go- 
vernment demand  the  dismissal  of  Nessel- 
rode — would  they  demand  the  punishment 
of  the  commander  of  the  man-of-war  by 
whom  the  Vixen  had  been  seized  ?    No ; 
the  persons  concerned  in  that  outrage  were 
rewarded  with  decorations;  they  received 
marks  of  honour  because  they  had  insulted 
this    country.    This   country,    too,    had 
shewn   its  vigour  in  sending  a  fleet    to 
Carthagena;  but  with  Russia  they  were 
humble,  they  were  crouching,  they  were 
Vacillating,  and  there  was  a  consultation 
of  law-ofBcers  of  the  Crown ;  there  was 
doubt  and  there  was  hesitation  as  to  the 
course  to  be  pursued,  and>  in  the  mean- 
time, the  merchants  were  sacrificed,  and 
the  flag  was  insulted.  He  thought  it  would 
)iave  been  much  better  if  the  noble  Lord 
had  granted  the  motion.    The  noble  Lord 
could  not  say  that  negotiations  were  still 
pending.    They  all  knew  that  it  was  no 
such   thing.    They   knew,  too,  the  pre- 
tension of  Russia  to  stop  the  right   of 
entrance   to    the   Danube.     When    his 
noble  Friend   was  so  vigorous  with  an 
inferior  state,  why  not  make  Russia  desist 
from  pretensions  by  which  English  com- 
merce suffered  greatly  ?    The  pretensions 
of  Russia   in  this  respect   were,  in  his 
opinion,  another  instance  of  the  manner 
in    which    the    commercial    interests  of 
England  were  sacrificed,  and  this,    too, 
from  the  fear  of  offending  a  country  which 
was  falsely  supposed  to  be  strong,   but 
which,  in  his  opinion,  was  no  more  able 
to  oppose  England  than  the  small  state 
which  had  submitted    the    instant    her 
vessels  of  war  made  their  appearance  off* 
its  ports.     He  wanted  to  know  whether 
or  not    they   recognised    the  treaty   of 
Adrianople.    He  believed  that  the  Duke 
of  Wellington    did  not    recognise    that 
treaty.    In  conclusion,  the    noble    Lord 
said,  that  he  thought  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairsjought  not  to 
^fu^ -?*?**"S  the   papers*  sought    for 
althou^   he   was    ready   to   admit,    he 
Wight  do  80  if  he  thought  proper. 


Mr.  Cressetl  Pelham  did  not  think 
the  observations  of  the  last  speaker  either 
apposite  or  useful.  They  were  likely  to 
do  harm.  Mr.  Pulteney  had  succeeded 
by  his  speeches  in  turning  out  a  political 
opponent,  and  then  he  involved  the 
country  in  a  bloody  and  protracted 
war. 

Navt  Estimates.]  The  House  went 
into  Committee  of  supply. 

Mr.  C.  Wood  then  moved,  that  33,700 
seamen  and  marines  should  be  ordered 
for  the  service  of  the  ensuing  year. 

Mr.  Hume  sMf  he  should  like  to  have 
some  indication  of  the  necessity  that 
existed  for  so  large  a  force.  He  wished 
also  to  know,  why  it  had  been  thought 
necessary  to  send  six  ships  of  the  line  to 
Portugal. 

Mr.  C.  Wood  said,  that  with  regard  to 
the  ships  sent  to  Portugal,  they  were  sent 
there  in  the  fear  that  disturbances  might 
occur  affecting  the  property  and  perhaps 
the  lives  of  British  subjects,  and,  if 
necessary,  to  protect  the  embarkation  of 
the  Queen  of  that  country.  They  were 
especially  instructed  not  to  interfere 
politically,  and  he  believed  the  circum- 
stance had  had  a  great  effiect  in  preventing 
the  eff'usion  of  blood.  With  respect  to 
the  necessity  that  existed  for  so  large  a 
force,  he  would  only  observe  that  other 
maritime  powers  were  maintaining  a  large 
force,  and  he  agreed  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bath  that  the  best  way  of  preser- 
ving peace  was  to  be  prepared  for  war. 

Captain  Boldero  wished  to  know  under 
what  head  the  marines  who  were  serving 
in  Spain  were  included— whether  among 
those  in  service  on  land,  or  afloat.  When 
he  had  voted  the  number  of  marines  last 
year  he  little  thought  they  would  have  been 
engaged  as  they  had  been. 

Mr.  Wood  replied,  that  both  were  in- 
cluded under  the  same  head. 

Mr.  Maclean  said,  if  they  did  not  serve  in 
or  near  their  vessels,-— if  they  were  carried 
into  the  interior  of  the  country,  as  now  in 
Spain — if,  in  fact,  they  acted  not  as 
marines  but  as  infantry,  he  should  like  to 
know  if  the  widows  of  officers  who  might 
be  killed  would  be  entitled  to  pensions. 
With  regard  to  Portugal,  was  it  for  the 
purpose  of  protecting  British  lives  and 
property,  and  securing  the  embarkation 
of  the  Queen,  that  the  marines  were 
landed,  or  was  it  not  rather  with  the  in- 
tention of  supporting  apolitical  party? 
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Mr.  C  Wood  said,  be  had  before  stated 
what  the  real  object  was  of  sending  the 
six  Britisfe  ships  up  the  Tagns,  and  of 
landing  the  marines.  Whatever  the  hon. 
Member  might  have  read  to  the  contrary 
in  some  journals  the  object  was  as  he  stated 
ity  and  the  force  had  strict  orders  not  to 
interfere.  They  were  landed  only  to  pro« 
tect  the  embarkation  of  the  Queen^  if  it 
should  be  found  necessary. 

Mr.  Buller  said,  however  the  case 
might  be  with  respect  to  the  marines 
landed  in  Portugal,  those  marines  in 
other  places  killed  people  without  going 
to  war.  He  did  not  wish  to  see  their 
maritime  force  reduced  now,  but  that  force 
ought  not  to  be  a  mere  sinecure.  It 
would  seem  as  if  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Palmerston)  preferred  settling  the  di$er- 
ences  of  the  country  rather  by  lawyers  and 
ambassadors  than  by  a  navy.  He  recol- 
lected that  when  the  present  Ministers  sat 
upon  the  other  side  of  the  House  they 
were  very  stringent  upon  the  employment 
of  a  force  of  10,000  men  in  Portugal  to 
protect  the  Government  of  that  period. 
That  pretence  was  laughed  at  by  the  pre- 
sent Ministers.  In  the  present  case  there 
was  a  conspiracy,  the  Queen  herself  being 
the  chief  conspirator,  and  600  British 
marines  were  landed  to  protect  her.  The 
case  was  about  the  same  as  if  a  French 
squadron  came  up  the  Thames,  and  a 
force  of  French  marines  was  landed,  while 
the  King  was  proceeding  to  seize  upon  the 
opposition  Members  in  that  House.  He 
was  glad  to  see,  however,  that  the  noble 
Lord,  however  slow  and  inactive  he  might 
appear  as  regarded  great  and  powerful 
States,  had  at  last  begun  to  vindicate  the 
honour  of  the  country  vigorously  as  re- 
garded New  Grenada — and  that  already 
three  sacks  of  flour  had  been  seized  in  the 
port  of  Carthagena.  When  a  weak  State 
offended,  then  the  majesty  of  the  British 
empire  was  put  forth,  but  when  a  power- 
ful State  gave  cause  for  quarrel  the  noble 
Lord,  had  recourse  to  lawyers  and  negotia- 
tion. 

Viscount  Palmerston  said,  that  few  words 
were  necessary  in  answer  to  so  good- 
humoured  and  jocose  a  speech  as  that  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's.  He 
spoke  not  only  as  a  senator,    but  in  his 

Erofessional  character.  He  could  assure 
im  that  impartial  justice  was  exercised 
equally  towards  small  as  great  states. 
After  the  force  of  1828  was  landed  in 
Portugal   a   despotic   GoTernment   was 


established.  Was  that  an  attempt  mad® 
here  ?  The  marines  upon  the  late  occasion 
remained  upon  the  water's  edge,  and  when 
asked  to  go  forward,  the  Admiral  and  the 
British  Minister  refused.  They  said  no. 
We  will  not  interfere.  Settle  your  difier- 
ences  yourselves. 

Mr.  Hume  insisted  that  the  marines 
were  landed  to  protect  the  Queen  in  case 
she  could  not  succeed  in  overthrowing  a 
popular  Government,  with  the  assurance 
that  if  she  failed  she  should  be  protected. 
What  did  the  people  of  Lisbon  think  of 
their  conduct?  Why  it  was  ridiculed 
every  night  on  the  stage,  in  a  piece  in 
which  Admiral  Gage,  Lord  Howard  de 
Walden — and  the  British  marines,  were 
represented  running  away,  and  the  Portu- 
guese thrusting  them  out.  This  was  never 
the  case  before.  The  very  landing  of  the 
marines  was  an  interference.  They  had 
no  right  to  protect  any  traitor.  If  a  King 
or  Queen  became  traitors  to  the  people  let 
them  take  the  punishment  they  deserved. 
Mr.  ^ar^urfon  concurred  in  the  opinion 
of  his  hon.  Friend  that  the  landing  of  the 
marines  was  an  interference.  In  India 
they  had  an  agent  at  the  tributary  Courts 
to  guide  the  operations  of  the  Government, 
and  to  support  it  by  a  promise  of  military 
aid  if  necessary.  Was  not  this  interfer- 
ence ;  for,  in  fact,  the  fear  of  losing  his 
life  was  the  only  protection  the  people 
had  against  a  despot?  He  hoped  another 
case  like  the  late  one  in  Portugal  would 
not  occur  a^ain. 

Mr.  Borthwkk  said,  he  had  heard  with 
as  much  delight  the  sentiments  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  spoke  last  as  he  did  with 
surprise  the  answer  of  the  noble  Lord 
(Palmerston)  to  the  speech  of  the  Mem* 
b^r  for  Liskeard,  who  spoke  as  he  ever  did, 
with  good  sense.  For  his  part  it  mattered 
little  to  him,  if  the  honour  of  the  country 
and  justice  towards  their  allies  were  sup- 
portea,  whether  that  object  was  effected 
by  their  navy,  or  by  lawyers  and  ambas- 
sadors. If  the  marines  were  not  permitted 
to  act  in  Portugal,  why  were  they  allowed 
to  act  in  Spain  ?  In  both  cases  it  might 
perhaps  be  non-political  interference ;  but 
what  were  they  to  say  to  General^  Evans, 
who  spoke  of  himself  as  representing  the 
sentiments  of  the  people  of  Westminster  ? 
What  description  of  interference  was  this? 
What  interference  called  upon  the  people 
of  England  to  pay  500,000/.  to  support 
the  cause  of  the  Queen  ?  Was  it  not  the 
object  to  give  stability  to  the  cause  ofthe 
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^eA»cJi  Vbcy  re  vml»uLc<t.  aiui  kti  Uic  iwo  I 

muu^vittvui^  ^cic  iHiuk  ^tUi  Ok  Vtvuvh 

iW  ic|>atu  cu'cuKucil  iu  VtuUvc  wcic  coi- 

f(uU   Uiu  tinli^U  u\iul^u^  titat   iKcy  wciv. 

ihcir  coubpivacy  acuin^l  iKc  c«msv«UiV»\>n 

HtU  Utt:  Uou.  tnMiUcuu.u  v)|>poHiu  mcuv\  to 
cuuU-uvl,  \\vA\  iiuic  \>.u  u  UoUuv  vuui  U)  l)C 

icgauivU  (i  viulaUvtu  oC  the  law  UuU  if 
auQ  wura  io  Im  cxoAuau^l  loi  iuahoui  \\\^ 
Qilmr  waft  tu  h«  uIIonvciI  iu  Ck^»\|m. 

Vucuuul  Paiw(.r><ut4  ^aiil,  ti  w ah  uo  i)v\U 
of  (1)0  inkUuclipDi,  iu)i  wun  it  tVc  tuVv ulluw 
uiili  wlnuk  ilia  iMmlibU  iKvi  Wii&  m:uV  U) 
t.uboi)^  Mor  i)ii)  \\\i  Ultuva  ii  waH  any  \\w\\ 
ui  ihu  iniiUuciioiu  to  \\\\\  Stench  Uvulf  iu 
iui-opuriilti  io  ovuUuut  ihu  cuuHiiuUivut  iu 
l^uiiu^al;  MUii  tliu  luiki  muv^l'  iliui  iltc 
Ciu^u  wM)i  u»  he  had  blalcil,  wan  alhiuliiil 
by  ihc  luci)  tlmi  iluaiLh  ihu  luuiun  wi  lu 
i.-ciU)iuly  ktiDii^  uuiUi^n  lo  cxLicibii  u  ilu 
i'iilcd  iuHucmii:  on  ihi:<  (iniMiion,  it  txin- 
(:i«i-i|  |io»ui:hiullu(Un:w,anil  ihu  ivvi)|)aUicti 
wcic  ulluvvuil    iu  vijlllu  iliuil    uwu  liUlvi' 

Vuiu  Mgiuvii  tO|  uft  wuit  Ni vurul  uihoi 
vuIl*. 

Ahmy  Emtim.u»;ii.I  Viiicuuni  Ihwkik 
urpulij  imH  (Ictaiu  ihu  iiimnuliiL  lur  any 
iiuii!,  but  u«  Ii  wiu  ui'utHaaiy  Iu  i.iku*  u 
vuiu  fui'  ila*  iiumlai  ol'  II) (h  ill  il^u  uimy 
^'(^r  ibc  ciiiuin^  y^  *ii't  litl'oiu  |hu  iluliny 
Act  could  i^c  \)\\^d<^f  he  iiUHlid  mo  upoo 
tilioo  would  be  inudi;  io  il«  So  luui  h  ilik 
L'uiisioM  hud  tiikcii  |;la(v  on  Moudayj*  und 
i*'iidayit|  thui  hv  iud  not  luil  uu  o|>|/oitii- 
liiiy  i^f  bi'iugiog  ihu  Aniiy  h«Uumk* 
foiWiU'd  at  tm  ii*i\\m  iMUod,  uod  uidisj 
llu*  siAJc  wunugrci'd  Io  thai  i^i^hi,  it  would 
b«  iMirdiy  i>o»j»dvli;  Ig  get  I  be  A^iuiiuy  A(.t 
^)aiM>d  buioxo  tb«  i.*^4*i€i  bobdtjys.  jfi* 
liig^uld,  thcxeforc,  luovu  u  vvio  tvi  bi,>itl 
Micu  IW  iIm;  yc^M"  ib^7. 

Mr.  //tf7/i4'iuiui,(but  it  wa«bi«iotiJiJlioiJ 
i<>  UiMvc  a  rtduciiou  <^'  ihu  liujobci,  which 
Wtiii  cooi^idc-iuUy  gri;ii<Ai  liiao  ti  wu»  fihiii) 
ye<M«  agQ/  but  Im;  wok^ld  t^ikc  ti;ic  d}«cM»- 


nv»t   uj\  ^n    lo    o|';^^M    lh«    oh'Iou   ol    v'm* 
.\\  U  \     I  \>.\I.  t"»M^    h»     II'.  xj,    ^H     a  1'  \\ •  M    ». 

WA>,  \>H*iOVU  c\p'.UU\UM\         r4v\   1    '■'»  •      * 

OuHkuhi  lU  to  A>aii  iVu  iv'.^^U»s  01  »t     i^  '. 
Ilou^o    h.ui    *'at    SH\K\'    \\m:    V>'" '■•it'i-   •    i 

U:^UU  NNvVO  at   lh»'    nu»t  ^  vl"  nlh«  I   M.  iM 

HU|>pl>     ihi>»    the    tivniihiM^nt    Iuimm 
vonVi  not  \v  tM\Mi^ht  tM\. 

N  oic  aL;u\v\  lo.     \U'\i^\j  ii:vuu\\.«l. 


lit) r Si;  tM    ItMioy 

•VrJ^'M.i.jf^.    .Vmu4    JH,  \v^.i3. 


IKUiUti   iil   (.tUIMi)NS. 

\i(uui^iyt  'MfiH'h  1 8,  iH.i?. 

•<  .  nil  1  (|(i   lull  oilii.  linn  ii|*  I'l'  "  I »"  •  \lii  I  'nil)      ft" 
IImmIiuIii)    Uinlpi'      \n  \  m    A|  n  j     ^  ni'li  i|    fi-i   "^^^    •' 

I'  ii  1  .'n-.M  ,ii,,n  fii<  I  111  i»  J  Mii't  n  MM  Ui  I'Tf "  0"  n- 1    ! 

n(   Duly  '.ii  |  in    lii  m  U'  '  U\    Mt    It'  ■  '      f»'"    11   "    • 

I' J  .  li'l  ll»|  '   ll  I'f  fJiilj   nil  i-iH'        111   •-'h   (■<'  '  •  I  .      I'     , 

I  r|  I .  (ii-in  ^liij'l'  J  •Mii\  iJil  I  'Ii.  |ii»  Am.  ii.|nn  nt     t  |'     ■ 
l'i«    \i'l       Hj  t'-M'tilti  i'''i"ff.    rt"»i»  tli.    M-  Ii    "I   V' 
r«  M-MMit  Ih-liiitil.  ii  «|ti  t  t|i»    5««  I'liit  pt  .  Mil  .' 5!    ji     ' 


l; 


Alt*  11 1  (Mil  iiT«  III'' I  ""I  I')  I '  "'I' t      llv  Ml  II'  ^"      • 

ti'MM    ^|ii|li(ir|     tlll'l     II  lIllH  tlllii,     fill      |J|l      H(j'    i|       f    '       " 

l'»i<'«      ll»   M»    Fi   /   «it«'iiw.  ji  111  «n|.i.«    1 1 1'         ! 
U'|»tl|  ••(  1)U|)  nil  (  i.Mmii  U'  •••]       tU    Ml    lii   •!      I    I'    •■ 

I   If'       l|ll]   n||u  I     ||(l||      Ml    'I'   '    I'     .    If    '"»    Hi  M-  'l.i|n    (.   ■         I       ' 

Mlliir  !•!  I'l      fill  Ifii    \]<  U\\  M  '•(  t'|,tit  ji  I  i|         t! 

Itr-'M')!   Ml '"  MM'  iticl  i>||m  r  II  •M   M>   '!"•  tt    ■  (*"li'    <       '    ) 
|i|i«"  I.  (•li'Untl  l)t<'  AlfiJili  )ii  "I  I  ImihIi  I  III 


IMMIfci  is   Mi*    HI  n  DiS. 

i)iunih^,  Muu:h  Ui).  INI/. 

M'Hi'fti'  j   ii(ii4    r-i  m|i   u tll- 
l'l iiiMii    |.f*  «|i|<<i      Ii ,    •!  C"  ll    liMinlt.  f  ii|    frill'    I  .-I  < 
^l  ini      III.  HI    jj  II  I  ■      i|.  till  I  ||ii     ^^  'li'iKii  'i|  Ml'  t    I    I    I 

Uf  I'Mif    ',/ 1' » fj 'If  i.     |/mim    fi.    M"    (f'li      I    I 
||ri>i<.M«%f,    from    •'iii-iiM  |4' •    -,    flit   |)i>     "^l'  Ii''  i>     I 

I  li"r<  li  i.ili  Jly  l|ii*   J.  i>|    nf   ll.t^.. ■••II,  (fnin  it      ]■       '    i, 

\><i\  i'Hi'.  (*n  V('t«  l/y  li.'/]"l 

hUfti:$tHf»  (lUKl  Milt)  t'M'i  Mi  ^ 
noN  J  Tht  Buhop  of  /vif/«;|-  |jui(iil''l 
two  |Aiaiouf.  Qwc  fioiiJ  «hc  tJciiiy  oi  ih.. 
diotc^c  of  Jhoiooiw,  ilie  giijcr  Jioui  ili.< 
clcJiiy  of  ihcj  dioccsc  of  ^lo^hti,  i».;ju'  I 
lijg  iiuhoiud  eynii'jii  of  Fducuiiou  in  in 
Und.  H^  atiould  l<^kc  lli^  pf^pOfiumiy  it. 
vulval  to  a  alaU'x^iiJit  lUiUlv  ou  m  hmn 


i    I 


i       t 


••    iiu   sneea,  o^  ]|«  honJl^i^cr 

.     rfinfiiorrinr    Ua   pi»<tu  auic    ^ 
1U    im    VM.    wamfTMv;.     U  ll.e 

..    I.    tuiKri  u    u ;    biu  be  reilAialj 


<«l 


Jmji&tMttJH. 


{M*BC»20}  ff(itnu*w*Ci».>EjpA*«a(i» 


cmwd  ibey  R-«MbMkcii.  awl  Wh  liM  kw» 

pcrtin  I*  dKwW  theii  ((tuir«l. 

Hi.  Bmmi  bcg|«l  lo  wk.  vWbNti  ulj 
anBBfEMBMs  were  M»de  «Hh  th«  Fceuvb 
ca«n  In  ca-«p«nle  acaiuBt  the  Ubi;rli«»  of 
PgrtafMl?  He  nbcd  lo  kaow  otwiLei 
|)m  Mpocts  cucolalMl  in  F»bv«  «cre  csr- 
recl,  Which  rtated  that  lhcf«  was  au  uod^'r- 
Uandiag  factweea  Um  French  Cora nveot 
utd  lb«  Briloh  luiDistef.  that  ihey  ««r« 
Tcadj  lo  aid  ibe  Queen  and  her  pail;r  >" 
ikcir  cODspirecj  againU  the  CMtslituiiott 
■bich  the  Qiwea  hatl  sworn  to  d«reiMt. 
Dk]  the  boD.  GcDlkmen  oppoaito  i»e«D  (o 
oODtend,  that  there  «a*  a  dutiDCtion  to  be 
drawn  between  lovGreigQi  and  subjecia  a> 
regKided  a  violation  of  the  Uw — ib«l  tf 
oae  were  lo  be  ciecuied  Tor  lieMiwi,  ihe 
other  wai  to  be  allowed  lo  eicapo. 

Viicount  PalmerstoH  aaid,  it  wai  no  port 
of  ihe  instnictioni,  nor  waa  it  the  intention 
with  which  the  Engliah  Beet  was  sent  to 
Lisbon,  nor  did  he  believe  it  was  any  part 
or  the  instnictioni  to  the  French  fleet,  to 
co-operate  to  overturn  the  constitution  in 
Portugal ;  and  the  best  proof  that  ihc 
cnse  was  at  he  had  slnteo,  wm  afforded 
by  the  fad,  that  though  the  force*  were 
certainly  strong  enough  to  exercise  a  da- 
cided  iofluencc  on  this  question,  il  exer- 
cised no  such  influence,  and  the  two  parties 
were  allowed  to  settle  their  own  differ- 
ences. 

Vote  agpreed  to,  a*  were  several  otliar 
voles. 

owkh 


m»*a  to  o^HjuM  tbu  ihMhm*  (tS  lh» 
iK>W«  Lord,  but  \3v  uiii:>t  b«  wih>we«t  tik 
My, that  tbt;  iioneiaiueui  wmt;  luA  iuiUitWit 
ia  bfie^ii^  the  estiiy4l<»  fo(w»id  m  ibis 
«»y,  wttboMt  e»|>lMiatHMk.  (Wj  h^  WmI 
tiiiM  «>oii|:i  1m  Ibe  pMriMwa  ri'  liey  bad 
thoatgbi  Bt  Iwawtl  tWwwhM  vi  it.aa  ikw 
Ho«M  bad  tail  tUt9  Ibe  bee<HiMH^  af 
Fehiwary, 

Viscount  Ihwtik  aaid,  tbe  rtghl  hun. 
Gentleman  ottjfbl  tu  i«iHcwbei  thv  Mi^ 
nialers  win  at  ihe  nxivy  f>(  ulhvt  Ment- 
beta,  and  wben  mutiwM  wei»  wade  mi 
supuly  day*  the  Uuvwrtuneul 
conn  not  be  brou|;hl  ttn. 

Vote  agreed  lo. — House  resumed. 

HOUSE  OF  Louns, 

HiHinukl     BUk.     RMlslnlUawi-TWMiMXAl 


HOUSE    OF  COMMONM, 
Snhirday,  Mmtk  U,  1837. 

HiiTiJi.]  Billi.  nwUihlT<llli>ie;-Tnu>-l^'<>C-^>'l- 
UUani  iUHnUI.  Hy  Mr.  Walui^h,  ftun  Kilauiiwi 
igiiiiiMhalnirwluotiuiigf  h>»U»llralHHl)i  Mirinii 
t.  M«rv,  VuKfliiil,  tw  HwM 


<n  >'lni 


lullrul 


-Jly  M 


mRwrieo 


liry,  Iw  N*|Hnl  b(  Hut; 
MM,  from  Khlplnj  «iul  D«U>uui,  fm  Xinwulinailof  I*!**- 
In  AM-'-iy  CaiRiiin  Phoibu.,  fnan  tha  Hnllnl  Pio- 
AiM««(a«M«d,t«MMt  llHitMniarpniUlMHiiliiial 
AtUBdHvoBilwtNineliyTwilw.-JIt  Ui.UuTilR«nWi 
tram  SUKVpufl  uul  IMiurllu).  (w  Iha  lUiwd  ul  <'u(ii. 
hH—aT  Mr.  B.J.  tntoLMi.  tma  vmKm  ■>•»«,  M 
UiVMl  of  Duly  ■■  Cttlam  Wuil.^tty  Mi>  Obumi  fuiu 
MHiMuloihM  llun.  MtHiKu.  (loin  UMmmtuOfi,  tu* 

OXAS*  HkVli,!.  •b4iD|h>  Hw.  Ml>HH>,fruiH  >MI»I 


II  on  SB    Ul^    LORDS, 

irraa.1     BUk     : 


~I»T  Lnnb  Nrurr 
BSDvaua.  Ann  »ii«iiii  (Itoa,  (v  dw  Aji'illw—  nf 
ChmttfMm.  Itf  di«  Kwi  «r  iumim,  »w  HuimmH, 
YutUikt,  te  Vi4(  by  BdVit. 

EdVCITIOK     (I  aKtAV  ■>).—£«  VLSN*- 

TioH,]     Tbc  Biabop  of  iiMl4r  praaeulsd 

tw«  {wLlioM,  4<M  froM  (Jm  el«f«y  «f  lU 

diocsM  of  Droinore,  ib«  tnhm  tutm  tbe 

ciw^  of  iLe  dioe«f«  of  Cioyii«f ,  attauMt 

Um  aaliwaai  eyeUiB  of  lidu«»iMU  it  lot- 

Uod-      He  should  UJm  tWt  «ppiMll*Mt]r  10 

evwit  niid«  wt  •  IWHMir 

iioUe  w»d  karttad  f>w4 

Hw  Jv  bi»  i)Uc«.    'iW 


w%' 


-^;  t»    J^.KfHn 


•<tAir-jn-n    suut^  r**  tiii  hat**  ^xm  teantrt 


■«   hvw    4^i<^  :•«« 


»*.   fr?c 


•>'*i^ 


f\   *^>  ioiu    :^ 


T^,>    •%..*'     Tn<   y^jvHv   ^• 


suutsTv    lAL    tiK!»   Uii  oa    ti»«    Cable*    i 

ib^ia  «u.  Bancw  «i»v'«nid  be  iiiiiced  i 
am.  «%.  Ttuc  Ti^^|K»&i;»rai  vjis  veecivei 
Witt   mracrrsa    lissaustaclKai    iKrooziioi: 

«!'«  *iKf  anciem  ^iir^ceaesi,  wLkrli  LaJ 
r,i*ii»f  It  ft  s^tfrr&oe  rcrm.  Ji>ng^  before 
V  4fcU's  hfcamc  &  pan  ca  En^laiid,  ^cr.Ii 
hi    4mit^i*.      Ti^*r   Sft«-   »o    i«asoo   why 

Trt;''^  t.>i   2i»a;  c  winai  inSiri  an  imjnry  oa 
:nrfu^^v«^  anc   :tifii  A  «c»aid  be  Ji  great 
iivr'Ari«riii£>A»    XT-    the   inbabitanls.       Go 
{iv^  acv^fuinss  xh(  TcmnnaeiKiauoa  of  tbe 
v.<unm»snAnsfi^  creMii^^  auicJi  «Jis5ftU</ac- 
ivu..     There  «it^  ho««*vcr,  ancmber  pAra* 
^^^.*a    n    ths:    Sl^ior;^  m^bic^    ia    some 
wv-^as^jrr   TfcAnriK»c   u»om  ti*  the  prc^Kisi- 
1.  »r*.     Tht  Ts»«pMii^  »'UJ.  wbic:ii  tbe  sees 
^•5^*x  i^fu-'^t^f  ^p»««Tf  of  a  |«c«4ur  sat  are. 
"^.i-Mi   n^^-ast  oiiuf*«  r.Tai  liOics;  aad  the 
<\%Qi4i\s§^%iiiic:^  <mi^   xiuii  «aie  advanure 
«  h«ot  %c<«iilc  ans(  f^mi  tlie  saioa  of  the 
tiw-'^^^f^  vtts.  iha;   &  «K«nli  afonl  fimds 
u\'  au  aiscin<>hu«tiD&  of  the  pwrar  ficar- 
ft^vs^     |iui   }a:  Ttuii:  TcocBuse  Uie  derey 
wrmk.  iMTKt  nvacso^  as  oie  wkua  gainst 
IN  n>w«t^U»(ir;  ta:  tiiec«iiis«iqueaoe«aSy 

^^kM^;  {«r.  :tir  Arcasncok.     Bet  oov  it  ap> 
iv^^^Pf.  iKn:  ;ht  C.oiPm«saqf>«$  witeadcd  to 


^Ov^'^-Hk    "fv  %.-  iK,  ,-v-v>t*  o    »N'  •.^♦vs    n»i:4:  %  «i^<<K>f>:  wur-Mu  AVnboBt taiguing 

•Mir^itnc .  ^-i:hMi;  att  ^MU&ijT»>vtilJCHi  with 
jK>sf  %'hr  ^rr'^  vmnie^uiTfh'  wtMCSled, 
*Tv  %  i;WMu  ar  a^rc^u  lTK-vkNic<P  of  the 

ity«9    tfTb<>^  $)v«ui£   he  tygtcfrinri  to 
A'Ka:  f^i'TV^fs^'^  iKar  xhe  a^awMMtof 

MMf,  tdlde- 

vS-w.  f«^  a:  a  'Cv'^mnv^r.  fwi>^  le  ewkwr  tbe 

-k,  iiv   rysMiUnr  Tvurrt  «  tkse  tilids,  10 

•1%  ^v  K%*vv.  jHm  tKr\  wM»ii^sa  He 

»K-  xVn>»v*«^VMv>«$  «ia^  tW  ■■jatfut 
>H*^\^-  w%:)vMt;  anivmi^cefftpiWattriMi 
t  -    ^x    v^-    tni>i«ii$    and  luaKif;  ad, 


<rv    *v'^«5x 


«s        •  V^»<     %* 


V 

V 


4. 


1^      «»  H«  '        k 
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had.  By  them  he  was  informed,  that  the 
Commissioners  had  certainly  come  to  this 
determination.  He  then  wrote  to  the 
secretary  of  the  commission,  and  inquired 
whether  the  decision  of  the  Commissioners 
was  final ;  and  by  him  he  was  informed 
that  it  was  final.  It  did,  Iiowever,  appear 
to  him  to  be  a  matter  that  demanded  re- 
consideration. On  these  grounds  he 
be^ed  to  express  his  concurrence  in  the 
prayer  of  the  petition — namely,  that  their 
Lordships  would  adopt  such  a  measure  as 
would  prevent  the  application  of  the  sur- 
plus tithes  to  any  other  purposes  than 
those  oridnallv  contemplated  by  the 
Ecclesiastical  dommissioners. 

The  Archbishop  oWanterhury  observed, 
that  it  would  have  been  better  if  his  right 
rev.  Friend  had  communicated  with  the 
Commissioners  before  he  brought  this 
subject  under  the  notice  of  Parliament. 
He  thought  that  the  Commissioners  did 
not  deserve  the  blame  attempted  to  be  cast 
upon  them^  for  they  had  taken  all  possible 
pains  to  render  their  inquiries  useful,  to 
extend  them  as  much  as  possible,  and  to 
verify  their  results. 

The  Bishop  of  Bangor  said,  in  reply  to 
the  roost  rev.  Prelate  who  spoke  last,  that 
he  had  not  applied  to  the  Commissioners, 
for  he  felt  unwilling  to  intrude  upon  them 
further  than  he  had  already  done. 

Petition  laid  on  the  table. 


HOUSE  OF   COMMONS, 

Monday^  March  20,  1837. 

Miiiimis.3  Petitionf  presented.  ByMr.  M.J.  O'Comfsu. 
and  leveral  ottier  Hon.  Mbmbkrs,  fWnn  various  places,  for 
Municipal  Corporations  (Ireland)  Bill.-'By  Mr.  Hauil- 
TON,  fVom  Dablin,  against  the  said  BilL 

The  Factories  Act.]  Lord  John 
KusseilsMf  that  before  moving  the  Order 
of  the  Day,  he  was  desirous  to  say  a  few 
words  on  the  subject  of  a  motion  of  which 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Ashley)  had  given 
notice  for  thisevening,  relative  to  theopera- 
tion  of  the  Factories  Act.  From  the  terms  of 
the  noble  Lord's  notice,  he  presumed  that 
he  alluded  to  certain  regulations  which  had 
been  established  by  Mr.  Homer,  one  of 
the  factory  inspectors.  About  the  end  of 
January  last,  a  complaint  with  reference 
to  the  operation  of  those  regulations  had 
reached  him,  and  it  then  appeared  to  him 
to  be  a  matter  of  much  doubt  whether 
these  regulations  were  in  conformity  with 
the  Act.    "^he  matter  had  been  accord- 


ingly referred  to  the  law  ofiBcers  of  the 
Crown,  who  agreed  in  opinion  that  the 
regulation  which  related  to  the  judging  of 
the  age  of  children  from  their  strength 
and  appearance  only,  without  referring  to 
any  other  evidence  which  might  be  given 
of  their  actual  age,  was  not  in  conformity 
with  the  spirit  of  the  Act.  On  receiving 
this  opinion,  he  had  immediately  issued 
instructions  to  Mr.  Horner,  requiring  him 
to  conform  to  the  opinion  so  expressed 
by  the  law  officers  of  the  Crown,  and  to 
act  strictly  in  execution  of  the  Act.  He 
would  only  add,  that  when  the  Bill  of  last 
year  was  given  up,  he  had  issued  direc- 
tions^ after  consulting  with  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  that  the  present  Act  might  be  put 
strictly  into  execution ;  and  if  any  error 
had  occurred  upon  the  part  of  any  factory 
inspector,  he  could  assure  the  House  that 
it  did  not  arise  from  any  desire  to  shrink 
from  the  execution  of  the  Act,  or  know* 
ingly  and  willingly  to  put  a  wrong  inter- 
pretation on  its  provisions.  The  r^ula- 
tion  complained  of  had,  he  rather  believed, 
arisen  from  the  desire  to  avoid  the  fraud 
and  imposition  which  were  so  easily  put  in 
practice.  Under  these  circumstances,  he 
hoped  the  noble  Lord  would  not  press  the 
motion  of  which  he  had  given  notice. 

Lord  Ashley  hoped  the  noble  Lord 
would  understand  that  it  was  not  his  in- 
tention, nor  that  of  those  with  whom  he 
had  the  honour  to  act,  to  make  any  per- 
sonal charge  against  Mr.  Horner,  or  the 
other  Factory  Commissioners.  They  had 
thought  it  their  duty,  however,  to  ques- 
tion that  gentleman's  acts.  After  the 
explanation  which  the  noble  Jxrd  had 
giyen^  he  would  not  press  his  motion* 

Mr.  Hindley  expressed  a  hope  that  the 
Attorney-General  would  state  to  the  House 
upon  what  grounds  he  had  arrived  at  the 
conclusion  that  the  regulation  adopted  by 
Mr.  Horner,  for  ascertaining  the  age  of 
children,  was  illegal. 

The  Attomey^Oeneral  said,  the  House 
must  perceive  that  he  could  not  be  pre- 
pared to  state  his  opinion  upon  an  impor- 
tant question,  the  details  of  which  were 
not  a  little  complicated,  in  the  off-hand 
manner  which  his  hon.  Friend  required. 
He  could,  however,  state,  in  conBrmation 
of  what  had  fallen  from  his  noble  Friend 
near  him,  that  upon  the  matter  having 
been  referred  to  him  for  consideration,  he 
had  taken  the  utmost  pains  to  inform  him- 
self upon  the  subjecti  and  had  stated  tq 
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the  noble  Lord  the  grounds  upon  which 
he  proceeded. 
Subject  dropped. 

ARonBrsiiop  Sharpe  —  Explaka- 
TION.]  The  Attorney- General  on  the 
Order  of  the  Day  being  moved,  begged  to 
eall  the  attention  of  the  House  to  a  passage 
In  the  speech  delivered  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Qentletnan,  the  Member  for 
Scarborough,  when  the  Irish  Corpora- 
tions Bill  was  last  before  the  House. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  had 
then  alluded  to  a  speech  delivered  by  htm 
three  years*  since,  in  which  it  was 
imagined  that  he  had  expressed  himself 
in  approbation  of  the  assassination  of 
Archbishop  Sharpe.  Now  he  would  say 
with  reference  to  that  assassination,  that 
he  had  always  looked  upon  it  as  a  most 
atrocious  ana  cowardly  murder.  He  had 
spoken  of  it,  in  the  speech  referred  to, 
merely  as  an  illustration  of  the  state  of 
public  feeling  in  Scotland  during  the  reien 
of  Charles  2d.  He  had  ever  reprobated  the 
act  of  assassinating  that  helpless  old  man 
and  must  disclaim  having  ever  expressed 
any  approval  of  that  Act. 

Master  of  the  RotLs  (Irelaitd).] 
On  the  Order  of  the  Day  being  again 
moved,  for  the  House  to  go  into  a  Com- 
mittee on  the  Corporations  f  Ireland)  Bill. 
Mr.  CtConnM  saia,  that  he  had  a  motion 
to  bring  forward  respecting  a  subject 
which  arose  out  of  circumstances  con« 
nected  witli  this  Bill,  in  which  was  in- 
volved the  character  of  one  of  the  highest 
judicial  functionaries  in  Ireland.  He 
alluded  torthe  present  Master  of  the  Rolls, 
and  late  Attorney-General.  His  motion 
had  reference  to  the  statements  tn  a 
speech  which  was  published  in  the  news- 
papers, from  the  manuscript  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Belfast.  The 
speech  to  which  ho  alluded  was  delivered 
on  the  occasion  of  the  last  debate  upon 
the  Municipal  Corporations  (Ireland)  Bill. 
His  intention  was  to  submit  to  the  House 
a  motion  for  a  return  of  the  proceedings 
against  a  man  named  M'Carron,  who  was 
three  times  tried  at  Monaghan  on  an  al- 
leged charge  of  murder.  He  would  also 
move  for  a  return  of  the  indictments  pre- 
fi*rred  against  him,  the  names  of  the 
judges  who  presided  at  each  trial,  the 
number  of  jurors  set  aside  by  the  Crown 
OB  each  occasion,  and  the  names  of  the 


learned  gentleman  who  at  each  period 
filled  the  office  of  Attomev-General  in 
Ireland.  He  would  not  stop  to  inquire 
how  much  of  the  speech  to  which  he  re- 
ferred was  spoken  in  that  House,  but  it 
was  therein  stated,  that  the  rule  intro- 
duced by  the  late  Attorney-General 
(O'Loghlin)  had  been  productive  of  the 
very  worst  consequences  ;  and  the  case  of 
M^Carron  was  instanced  to  show  the  im- 
propriety of  adopting  the  regulation  of  dis- 
pensing with  the  right  of  the  Crown  to  set 
aside  jurors.  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Belfast  had  stated  that  the  baneful 
eflTects  of  this  rule  were  visible  In  the  case 
of  M'Carron,  as  welt  as  in  that  of  a  man 
named  Carter,  which  had  been  referred  to 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bandon.  To  the  latter  case  he 
would  call  the  attention  of  the  House  im- 
mediately after  EaHer.  With  reference  to 
M'Carron's  case,  the  hOn.  Member  for  Bel- 
fast saidj  that  he  spoke  from  authentic  de- 
tails, which  he  held  in  his  hand.  Now,  he 
could  fearlessly  state,  that  the  thfeo'triafe 
in  which  M*Carron  wm  eotwemed,  had 
taken  place  before  Mr.  O^Loghlin  was  ap- 

Kuoted  to  the  office  of  Attorney-General 
r  Ireland.  The  last  of  the  three  trials 
had  taken  place  five  months  before  Mr. 
O'Loghlin  was  appoi  nted,and  eleven  months 
before  the  regulation  complained  of  with 
reference  to  jurors  had  been  made.  The 
first  trial  took  place  during  the  Spring 
Assizes  of  1834,  the  second  during  the 
summer  of  the  same  year,  and  the  third 
and  last  in  the  spring  of  1836.  Upon  all 
these  occasions  Mr.  Blackburne  was  At- 
torney-General, and  during  the  last  trial 
Lord  Haddington  was  Viceroy  in  Ireland. 
He  wished  for  returns  of  the  particulars  of 
all  these  trials,  in  all  of  which  (without 
any  exception)  the  Roman  Catholic  jurors 
had  been  set  aside.  So  much  for  the  truth 
of  the  charg'e  which  had  been  preferred  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Belfast.  He  (Mr.  O'Conncll)  was 
authorised  to  deny  most  positively  that 
there  was  any  truth  in  the  allegation  that 
Mr.  0*Loghlin  had  made  any  regulation 
by  which  murderers  were  allowed  to  escape. 
He  had  made  a  rule  that  no  one  should  be 
set  aside  as  a  juror,  unless  good  cause  were 
shown  for  domg  so  ;  the  consequence  of 
which  was,  that  now  no  man  was  set  aside 
on  account  of  his  politics  or  religion.  He 
(Mr.  O'Connell)  was  furnished  with  dates 
to  prove  that  the  last  of  the  three  trials 
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had  taken  (dace  ftva  months  hefora  Mr. 
O'Loghlifi's  a))pointmefit  to  office,  and 
that  they  had  all  iuken  place  when 
Mn  Blackborne  was  Attorney-Geiierat, 
and,  moreover,  that  in  eaeh  of  them  the 
Roman  Catholic  jurors  had  been  set 
aside* 

Mr.  Emerum  Tennent  said,  it  was  not 
to  be  supposed,  in  alludtag  to  circum- 
stances whk^h  had  occurred  in  another 
county,  with  which  he  was  unconnected, 
and  of  which  he  had  no  personal  recogni- 
zance, that  he  had  spoken  otherwise  than 
on  informatbn  derived  from  others,  but  on 
the  accuracy  of  which  he  had  every  reason  to 
rely;  and  he  regretted  that  the  short  notice 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Kilkenny  had  given  him  on  Saturday  last,  of 
his  intention  to  bring  this  matter  before 
the  House  this  day,  rendered  it  impossible 
for  him  to  communicate  with  those  parties 
from  whom  he  had  received  his  previous 
information.  The  House  would  remember 
that  lie  had  alluded  to  this  case  on  a 
former  occasion,  not  merelv  for  the  pur- 
pose of  exhibiting  the  prejudicial  effinsts  of 
the  order  against  setting  asidejurors,  but 
OS  tending  to  show  the  abuse  of  the  powers 
vested  in  the  Irish  Executive,  by  their  in- 
discriminate exercise  of  thoie  prerogatives 
of  the  Crown,  which  should  always  be 
applied  sparingly  and  with  prudence.  He 
had  likewise  introduced  the  case  of  M*Car- 
ron,  because  it  was  one  which  had  ex- 
cited the  utmost  alarm  throughout  the 
north  of  Ireland,  not  merely  from  the 
savage  deliberation  of  the  murderer,  but 
aa  exhibiting  the  almost  impossibility 
which  existed  in  Ireland,  from  the  confe* 
derated  feelings  of  ibe  Roman  Catholics, 
of  apprehending  or  bringing  to  justice 
those  criminals  who  had  committed  out- 
rages on  Protestants,  The  circumstances 
were  briefly  these  : — A  Protestant  whose 
name  he  had  forgotten,  ventured  to  take  a 
farm  out  of  which  a  Roman  Catholic  te* 
nant  bad  recently  been  ejected  for  non* 
payment  of  rent.  Shortly  after  he  was 
assaulted  and  most  barbarously  beaten  by 
this  M*Carron  and  two  other  confederates. 
Being  ofa  pearefui  disposition  and  hoping, 
as  he  stated,  that  a  display  of  kindness 
and  forgiveness  on  his  part  might  in- 
duce a  correspondent  feeling  on  that  of  his 
o^iglibours,  he  forbore  to  prosecute,  and 
pardoned  his  assailants.  The  farm  which 
he  had  taken  was  at  some  distance  from 
another  which  he  continued  to  occupy, 
aaii  on  which  he  reskled,  coming  daily  a 


distance  of  a  mile  or  two  to  cultivate  the 
new  tenement,  on  which  occasions  his 
wife  attended  to  keep  him  company  and 
dress  his  meat  at  a  neighbouring  cottage 
fire.  On  the  day  of  the  murder,  which 
took  place  in  the  middle  of  a  summer-day, 
in  July  or  August,  the  poor  fellow  was 
quietly  mowing  in  his  meadow,  and  his 
wife  seated  beside  him,  when  a  little  child 
was  sent  to  her  to  say  she  was  wanted  In  a 
cottage  hard  by.  She  went,  and  whilst  in 
the  House  she  heard  cries  proceeding 
from  the  direction  of  the  meadow.  She 
jumped  up,  and  from  the  door  or  near  it 
she  saw  three  men  murdering  her  husband. 
She  flew  back  to  the  House,  and  implored 
the  inmates  to  return  with  her  to  his 
rescue,  which  they  refused,  and  advised  her 
to  hide  herself  as  she  would  be  murdered 
likewise.  Instead  of  this  she  again  rushed 
out  towards  the  field,  when  she  saw  the 
three  murderers  coming  towards  her  down 
a  narrow  lane.  With  singular  determina- 
tion and  presence  of  mind  she  performed 
one  of  those  acts  of  whieh  women  In  such 
awful  circumstances  seem  occasionally 
capable.  She  tbiew  herself  behind  the 
ditch,  and  applying  her  eyes  to  an  open- 
ing In  the  fence,  she  lay  breathless,  and, 
as  the  three  assassins  passed  close  beside 
her,  still  chafed  and  excited  with  their 
recent  slaughter,  she  marked  deliberately 
the  countenance  and  features  of  each  with 
so  much  precision,  that  she  was  able  at 
the  trials  to  lay  the  wand  on  the  head  of 
each  man  as  he  stood  at  the  bar.  This 
scene  took  place  within  a  short  distance 
of  a  turf  bog^  in  which  some  hundreds  of 
persons  were  at  the  moment  at  work, 
within  sight  and  within  hearing  of  the 
cries  of  the  murdered  man — the  three 
murderers  had  actually  passed  through 
this  crowd  of  persons  on  their  way  to  the 
meadow,  and  some  of  them  were  actually 
produced  at  the  trial  on  behalf  of  the 
prisoners,  to  swear  that  they  were  not  the 
criminals  although,  as  the  judge  stated  in 
his  charge,  they  admitted  that  not  one 
human  being  movetl  to  the  rescue  of  the 
victim.  If  he  remembered  aright,  they 
even  refused  to  assist  the  unfortunate 
wife  in  raising  and  removing  the  still 
breathing  body  of  her  husband.  He  did 
not  die  till  sunset,  and  had  stilt  sufficient 
strength  left  to  state  that  the  men  who 
murdered  him  were  the  same  three  whom 
he  had  before  forgiven  for  assaulting  him. 
The  circumstances,  as  he  had  here  staled 
them,  were  all  proved  upon  the  three  trials 
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which  took  place.  On  the  first  of  these, 
he  believed  that  jurors  had  been  set  aside 
by  the  Crown,  and  the  consequence  was, 
that  eleven  of  the  jury  were  for  a  convic- 
tion, and  one  only  obstinately  refused  to 
join  in  the  verdict.  A  second  and  a  third 
trial  took  place,  with  a  similar  result, 
and  the  charges  which  he  had  brought 
against  the  Government  were — Brst,  that 
they  had  not  removed  the  case,  as  it  was 
in  tneir  power  to  do,  into  a  different  court, 
where  they  would  have  been  certain  of 
a  verdict,  either  of  guilt  or  acquittal ;  and 
secondly,  that  having  induced  the  pri- 
soners to  plead  guilty  to  the  minor  offence 
of  manslaughter,  having  already  thrice 
e^ablished  an  alibi  at  a  fair,  they  then 
discharged  them  as  innocent  persons, 
and  permitted  them  to  emigrate  to 
America*  Thus,  in  a  country  exasperated 
by  party  feeling,  and  amidst  a  community 
so  brutified,  that  some  hundreds  of  per* 
sons  looked  calmly  on  at  a  savage  mur- 
der— a  community,  above  all  others, 
requiring  some  example  to  be  made  within 
it— 4hree  men,  whom  the  popular  opinion 
set  down  unhesitatingly  as  homicides,  and 
whom  crowds  of  witnesses  knew  to  be 
murderers,  whom  three  successive  juries 
had  refused  to  pronounce  innocent,  were, 
by  the  act  of  the  Irish  Government,  virtu- 
ally pronounced  to  be  guiltless,  and  per- 
mitted to  retire  as  settlers  to  the  colonies. 
What  must  be  the  result  in  practice  from 
the  establishment  of  such  a  principle  as 
this,  but  that  if  one  man  could  be  smuggled 
on  a  jury  who  would  pertinaciously 
differ  from  his  colleagues,  justice  must  be 
derided,  and  crime  set  at  liberty  unpunish- 
ed. As  to  the  dates  of  the  three  trials, 
as  stated  by  thehon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Kilkenny,  he  was  not  prepared,  from 
the  reasons  he  had  before  stated,  either  to 
contradict  or  to  argue  on  their  correctness 
till  the  return  should  be  made  for  which 
the  hon.  Member  had  moved.  But  since 
he  had  last  mentioned  this  subject  in  the 
House,  two  circumstances  had  come  to  his 
knowledge  connected  with  the  case,  which 
he  was  anxious  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  should  embody  in  his  motion. 
One  was  the  fact,  that  the  solicitor  for  the 
prisoners  on  the  three  trials  was  a  gen- 
tleman of  high  respectability,  he  believed, 
in  his  profession  (Mr.  O'Reilly),  who  was 
employed  in  a  confidential  situation  by  the 
Government  as  solicitor  to  the  Corpora- 
tion inquiry ;  and  the  other,  which  be 
9onfe8se4  he  cQuld  scarcely  cre4it  ww# 


that  M'Carron  and  his  conspirators  wwe 
not  only  liberated  by  the  Lord-Lienlenant 
as  he  had  stated,  but  had  actually  received 
a  sum  of  money  out  of  the  public  treasury 
to  pay  their  passage,  and  establish  them- 
selves in  America.  He  trusted  the  hon. 
Member  would  not,  therefore,  object  to 
add,  to  the  return  for  which  he  had  moved, 
the  names  of  the  counsel  and  solicitors 
who  had  acted  for  the  prisoners  on  their 
several  trials,  and  the  sum  or  sums  of 
money  which  each  had  received  on  the 
occasion  of  his  departure  for  America. 
As  to  Mr.  O'Loghlin,  whom  it  seemed  to 
be  the  chief  object  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Kilkenny  to  defend,  be  had 
no  disposition  whatsoever  to  attack  him. 
It  was  the  system  and  not  the  individual 
which  he  found  fault  with.  Whether  be 
or  Mr.  Perrin  were  the  Attorney-General 
on  the  occasion  of  these  trials,  when  jurors 
were  not  set  aside,  the  case  was  equally 
sustained,  which  he  wished  to  make 
against  the  impolicy  of  the  rule,  and  the 
improper  and  injudicious  clemency  of  the 
Government. 

Mr.  (yConnell  said,  what  when  the 
hon.  Member  had  brought  forward  charges 
he  should  have  been  prepared  to  sustain 
them.  It  was  evident  he  was  unable  to  do 
so,  and  he  had  not  now  even  attempted 
to  say  he  could. 

Mr.  Tennent  said,  he  was  prepared  with 
all  the  details,  but  that  at  present  he  could 
not  supply  the  dates. 

Lord  Morpeth  expressed  a  wish,  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  Mr. 
O'Connell,  would  withdraw  his  motion, 
for  the  purpose  of  allowing  the  House  to 
go  into  Committee  on  the  Bill.  He  could 
again  bring  it  forward  towards  the  end  of 
the  evening,  or  on  some  future  occasion. 
He  would  take  the  opportunity  of  saying, 
thatV>ther  accusations  against  bis  right  hon. 
friend,  Mr,  0*Logh1in,  which  had  found 
their  way  from  the  Committee  on  fictitious 
votes  to  the  Ulster  Times  newspaper,  were 
also  most  unfounded. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Com** 
mittee  on  the 

MukicipalCo!ipoiiatiok(Irblai9d) 
Bill.]  The  clauses  from  the  commence- 
ment to  the  96th  Clause  were  agreed  t6 
with  only  verbal  alterations  causing  no 
debate  but  some  conversation. 

On  Clause  96, 

Mr*  Sharman  Crauiford  saidj^  he  rofto 
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far  tha  pu^toae  of  roorin^  an  amendmeDt 
for  the  porpose  of  usimilating  the  claaie 
to  the  practice  establJBhed  in  Eogland  in 
towni  of  a  similar  clau  lo  those  named  id 
the  clauie,  and  in  so  doiog  he  was  only 
Teitoring  the  clause  of  the  Bill  of  1635. 
He  regtetted  that  his  Majesty's  Miaislen 
bad  in  the  present  Bill  altered  that  claaie 
so  Bs  to  give  to  the  Lard-Lieuteaant  the 
power  ofselecting  from  or  totally  reject  lag 
die  choice  of  the  town -councils.  He 
■hould  propose  that  the  nomination  of 
sheriffs  should  be  rested  absolutely  in  the 
town-councils.  Did  his  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters doubt  (he  propriety  of  intrusting  the 
Irish  people  with  the  coutrol  and  election 
of  their  own  officers?  Or  was  it  done  for 
the  purpose  of  conciliating  the  party  op- 
posite! If  it  were  done  for  the  latter 
porpose,  he  would  respectfully  represent 
to  his    Majesty's    Ministers  that  in  the 

Erogress  of  the  respective  measures  that 
ad  been  introduced  on  this  subject  many 
alterations  had  already  been  made  for  that 
purpose,  and  with  no  efTect.  The  present 
Bill  contained  as  many  as  twentytowns  less 
than  the  one  first  introduced.  He  should 
not  have  so  great  an  objection  to  the 

Ejwet  this  clause  would  give  the  Lord- 
ieutenant  if  it  were  always  to  be  exercised 
by  a  Oovernment  like  the  present,  but  he 
objected  to  putting  that  power  in  the  hands 
of  a  Oovernmeat  hostile  to  the  Irish  peo- 
ple. The  bon.  Member  concluded  by 
moving  an  amendment,  to  the  effect  that 
the  councils  of  all  corporate  towns  in  Ire- 
land should  have  the  absolute  power  of 
electing  their  own  sheriffs. 

Lord  John  Ruuelt  said,  he  gave  full 
credit  lo  the  motives  that  had  induced  the 
hon.  Member  to  propose  his  amendment; 
but  he  could  not  think  it  was  advisable  to 
follow  every  particular  enactment  of  the 
English  Municipal  Bill.  If  the  hon. 
Gentleman  were  of  a  different  opinion  he 
could  have  objected  to  the  modes  of  elect- 
ing aldermen  which  was  different  in  the 
two  bills.  He  (Lord  J.  Russell)  did 
not  think  that  dissimilarity  any  fair  ground 
of  objection,  and  if  he  had  again  to  bring 
forward  the  English  Bill  he  would  intro- 
dace  a  similar  clause.  On  the  whole  he 
thought  it  necessary  that  the  Crown  should 
have  some  power,  at  least  a  negative  one, 
in  the  appointment  of  oflicers  so  closely 
connected  with  the  administration  of 
justice. 

Mr.  Shaio  did  not  think  that  the  noble 
.  (.ord  had  given  any  reason  for  the  altera- 
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Lord  had  made  so  great  an  alteration  id 
the  Bill  without  being  able  to  assign  ft 
better  reason  for  doing  bo.  He  thought 
that  either  one  or  other  of  the  propositions 
should  be  adopted — either  to  vest  the 
power  in  the  Lord -Lieu  ten  ant  or  in  the 
to  WD -council  8 ;  although,  if  the  present 
amendment  were  pressed  to  a  division, 
which  he  doubted  not  it  would  be,  ha 
■hould  not  vote  for  it. 

Lord  John  Rutsell  had  said,  that  he 
thought  the  present  clause  better  than  the 
one  in  the  English  Bill.  Although  he 
would  by  no  means  say  that  the  lown- 
couac its  would  not  elect  the  persons  best 
litted  for  the  ofBce  of  sheriff,  he  never- 
theless thought  they  would  be  more  likely 
to  do  so  if  they  knew  thattheir  choice  would 
be  submitted  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant. 

Mr.  FretKh  said,  that  if  the  clause  stood 
alone,  he  would  support  the  proposition 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dundalk.  He, 
however,  thought  the  statement  of  the 
noble  Lord  satisfactory,  and  he  hoped  the 
bon.  Member  would  consent  to  withdraw 
his  amendment. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchtqver  said, 
that  the  great  object  of  (be  clause  was,  to 
secure  to  the  country  the  efficient  admi- 
nistration of  justice  by  officers  who  should 
not  be  the  subjects  of  popular  election, 
but  appointed  by  the  Crown.  If  the  plan 
which  had  been  adopted  in  England  and 
Scotland  were  a  good  one,  it  would  still 
be  a  question  whether  or  not  it  would  be 
advisable  to  extend  it  to  Ireland — there 
was  certainly  no  part  of  the  empire  in 
which  the  exercise  of  any  of  the  functions 
of  the  law  was  more  important.  He 
thought  that  responsibility  should  be  at- 
tached to  the  recommendation  and  ap- 
pointment of  sheriffs,  and  that  the  clause 
secured  that  principle.  There  was  one 
consideration  that  might  have  some  weight 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite, 
which  was,  that  this  principle  was  by  no 
means  a  novel  one.  In  many  towns  the 
recorder  was  popularly  elected,  subject 
only  to  the  approbation  of  the  Lord-Lieu- 
lenant,  and  as  only  one  individual  waa 
sent  up  that  control  was  inoperative. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  original 
clause : — Aves    65 :    Noes  S :    Majority 


Adain,  Adi 
Aglionby,] 
Aogenlein,  John 
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SftlUw,  R.  M. 
Bcntinck,  Lord  W. 
BluDt,  Sir  C. 
firocklehurst,  J. 
BrothertoD,  J. 
CnHttghftD,  D. 
CampMI,  Sir  J. 
Cbalmen»  P. 


PtrketyJohn 
Pease^  J. 
Pechell,  Capt. 
Philips,  Mark 
Price,  Sir  R. 
Rice,  rt.  lion.  T.  S. 
Richards,  J. 
Roche,  W. 


Clive,  Edward  Bolton  Rolfe,  Sir  R. 

Colborne,  N.  W.  R.  Russell,  Lord  J. 

Cole,  A.  H.  Russell,  Lord 

X)almeny,  Lord  Scarlett,  hon.  R. 

Evans,  G.  Seymour,  Lord 

Fitzroy,  Lord  C,  Smith,  R.  V. 

Folkes,  Sir  W.  Smith,  B. 

Forster»  Charles  S.  Stuart,  V. 

Frendi,  F.  Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 

Gordon,  R.  Thorneley,  T. 

Grattan,  J.  Townley,  R.  G. 

Crey,  Sir  G.  Troubridgc,  Sir  E.  T, 

Hay,  Sir  And.  Leilh  Turner,  W. 

Mobhouse,rt.hon.SirJ.  Vemey,  Sir  IL,  Bart. 

Hutt,  Wm.  Warburton,  H. 

Jephson,  C.  D.  O.  Wilson,  H. 

Lennox,  Lord  George  Woulfe,  Sergeant 
Le?eson,  Lord  Wrightson,  W.  B. 

Macnamara,  Mi^or         Wyse,  T. 
Milton^  Viscount  Young,  G.  F. 

Morpeth,  Lord  tellers. 

O'Connell,  M.  J.  0*Ferrall,  R.  M. 

O'Connelly  Morga^        Stanley,  £.  J. 

List  of  the  Noes. 

Blake,  M.  J.  Ruthven,  K 

Bridffoian,  H.  tellers. 

Hinaley,  C.  Crawford,  S. 

0*Brien,  C.  Butler,  hon.  P. 

The  remainder  of  the  clause  was  agreed 
to,  and  the  House  resumed. 
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HOUSE   OF   LORDS, 
Tueiday,  March  21,  1837. 

MiMonB.1  Bllb.  Rftd  s  third  thne :  ^Transfer  of  Aidi. 
— Reid  a  MooBd  time  :-*itoyal  lU&C 

PetiiMMM  pcMRited.  By  the  llarqueiMa  of  Bots.  Dowh- 
BaiKB,  the  Earli  of  SHArrssBURT.  Falmouth,  Hard- 
wicKM,  Lovdi  WsARitcu^M.  Rb»S8dalk,  the  Ardi- 
Uihap«f  CAfTMttuiiT.  the  Blihepe  of  Losooir.  BAitooR, 
ExtTRiu  and  Ripon,  flrom  CardiflT,  Newport,  Monmouth, 
end  Tftrioul  other  pleoeij  egaintt  the  Aholitlon  of  Chureh- 
meet-^By  Loid  Daors.  Vlecount  MaLBOURirB,  rimI  the 
MevqueM  of  LAnrntdwum,  ftom  ▼•rioue  pleoee,  Ibr  the 
AbollUon  of  Church-rates.— By  Lord  BrouohaMi  Arom 
Wheatlcy.  OsfcedBhlre,  in  which  the  PetlUonen  express 
theit  ladlgnatioii  at  tla  meRot  Mioitod  to  by  penons  op- 
poeed  to  the  AhoUtion  of  ChurchriRtce,  to  procure  signe* 
tares.— By  the  lUiqueBs  of  DowfrsRrRX,  firom  Cumber. 
Down,  stRling  pertlettk»  m  to  the  ruinous,  dilapidated, 
tad  daivaRNM  stale  of  the  Church,  tad  pfaying  thRt  it  may 
be  rebuilt— By  the  Bishop  of  CRioHKeriR,  ftom  Chi> 
Chester,  against  granting  any  fUrther  power  to  the  Poor- 
law  CommiRtoiers. 

Church-rates.]  The  Bishop  of 
Llandaff,  in  presenting;  petitions  in  favour 
of  Church*rates«  begged  to  repeat  what  he 
had  stated  qd  a  former  occasioo,  namely : 
that  ^hen    petitions   came  before  their 


Lordships  for  the  redress  of  griennceSy  th« 
lower  those  petitioners  were  in  societ  j,  the 
humbler  and  the  more  helpless  they  were, 
the  greater  claim  had  they  on  their  Lord-' 
ships'  attention.  The  petitions  which  he  had 
to  present  were  signed  exclusively  by  rate- 
payers.   This  he  regretted  for  the  reason 
he  had  just  stated;  he  wished  that  the 
poor  inhabitants  had  been  allowed  to  join 
with   the    rate-payers   in    signing    these 
petitions.      There  was^  however,  a  greot 
distinction  to  be  drawn  between  the  peti- 
tions of  rate-payers  who  prayed  for  (he 
continuance  of   Gharch-ratcs,    and    the 
petitions  of  persons  hot  rate-payers,  who 
prayed  for  the  abolition  of  Church-rates. 
It  was  a  remarkable  circumstance,  that 
petitions  against  the  abolition  of  Church- 
rates  were  pouring  in  daily  from  the  rural 
parishes.     In  that  district  with  which  he 
was  more  intimately  connected,  he  knew 
one  county  from  every  rural  parish  of  which 
a  petition  had  been  sent  in  favour  of  the 
continuance  of  Churoh-rates,  and  in  every 
other  county  of  the  same  district,  the  rural 
parishes,  with  few  exceptionsi  had  drawn 
up  similar  petitions.  He  begged  to  remark, 
in  answer  to  some  observations  that  had 
been  made  in  that  House  on  a  former 
evening,  that  great  weight  ought  to  be 
attached  to  these  petitions  from  the  rural 
psrishes,  not  so  much  from  the  fact  that 
they  contained  any  great  number  of  sig- 
natures, but  that  the  whole  number  of  the 
rate-payers  of  the  parish  had  joined  in  the 
petition.  Where  there  were  only  nineteen 
or  twenty  rate-payers  In  a  parish,  it  fol- 
lowed that  the  proportion  of  the  rate  which 
each  individual  rate-payer  would  have  tx> 
pay,  would  be  much  greater  than  where 
the  rate-payers  were  much  more  numerous. 
The   fewer  was  the  number  of  the  rate- 
payers, the  greater  was  their  interest  to 
abolish  the  rate ;  so  that  when  all  the  rate- 
payers of  a  parisi)  petitioned  the  Legislatufe 
not  to  agree  to  any  measure  which  would 
relieve  them  from  the  payment  of  the  rate* 
he  thought  that  a  much  greater  degree  of 
weight  ought  to  be  attached  to  the  prayer 
of  such  petitions.     A  great  deal  had  been 
said  upon  the  subject  of  the  presentation 
of  a  petition  hy  a  noble  and  learned  Lord 
(Lord  Brougham),  signed  by  19,000  of  the 
inhabitants  of  Birmingham,  and  praying 
for  the  abolition  of  Church-rales.     Now, 
the  more  this  grievance,  as  the  petitioners 
called  it,  was  diffused,  the  less  would  each 
individual  have  to  pay,  and  consequeutiy 
he  was  not  disposed   to  attribute  great 
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iinportaiico  to  the  circumstonte  of  an^ 
greiii  numbttr  of  peraons  ftignlng  6ach  a 
petition.  If,  therefore,  the  petition  which 
had  been  presented  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord,  had  been  signed  by  90,000 
peraonft  instead  of  19,000,  he  should  not 
nave  been  inclined  to  attach  more  weight  to 
it,  inasmuch  as,  from  the  extensive  diffusion 
of  the  rate,  each  individual  was  much  less 
interested  in  its  abolition.  He  did  not 
eoneider  that  the  number  of  signatures 
added  ranch  to  the  importance  of  such 
petitions. 

Lord  Brwykatn  aaid^  that  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  seemed  to  have  entirely  mistaken 
what  he  stated  the  other  night,  m  reference 
to  uneducated  persons  being  less  fit  to 
give  opinions  tipoo  abstract  questions  o( 
state  policy  than  educated  peraons.  He 
(Lord  Brougham)  had  never  said  one  word 
on  the  subjects  but  in  answer  to  an 
obaervatton  from  the  right  rev.  Prelate, 
that  uneducated  persons  were  not  the 
fitteit  persons  to  give  opinions  upon  such 
questions,  he  had  said  that  the  very  last 
petition  which  he  had  looked  at,  presented 
on  the  right  rev.  Prelate*ki  side  of  the 
questioni  did  not  appear  to  have  been 
signed  by  very  educated  persons,  inasmuch 
as  they  had  not  been  able  to  write  their 
own  names,  but  signed  their  names  as 
marksmen.  What  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
contended  for,  therefore,  was,  that  the 
BigAatures  of  90,000  persons  were  less 
viduat>le  than  the  signatures  of  19,000. 
If  a  certain  given  sum  were  to  be  paid, 
and  if  It  were  to  be  spread  over  90,000,  of 
course  each  individual  would  feel  it  less 
than  if  it  were  confined  to  19,000 ;  but  if 
the  sum  to  be  paid  increased  in  proportion 
to  the  numbers  by  whom  It  was  to  be  paid, 
then  the  amount  of  rates  to  be  paid  by 
each  individual  was  the  same  in  a  large 
as  in  a  small  place. 

The  Bishop  of  Llandaff  said,  that  the 
Church  did  not  increase  in  that  ratio. 
The  Church  did  not  grow,  and  he  would 
contend  that  a  distinction  should  be  made 
between  the  petitioners  on  his  side  and 
those  on  the  other.  Tlie  opinions  of  those 
who  paid  rates  were  more  valuable  than 
those  of  non-payers,  but  it  was  only  fair 
to  establish  the  clistinction,  that  the  rate- 
payers who  petitioned  for  the  abolition 
of  the  rates  were  biassed  hy  a  pecuniary 
interest,  and,  therefore,  this  interest,  pro 
tanfo,  detracted  from  the  weight  of  iheir 
opinion y  whilst  the  rate- payers  who  peti- 
tioned for  the  caiitiniiance  of  *he  rste, 


gave  weight  to  their  opinion  by  the  faeti 
that,  notwithstanding  the  weight  of  the 
burthen,  they  were  willing  to  beiar  it. 

Lord  Brougham  said,  that,  pro  tantOf 
this  of  course  had  weight,  but  not  more 
than  it  was  worth. 

Petitions  laid  on  the  Table. 

HOUSE  OP  COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  March  21, 1637. 

IffNUTSB.]    BUli;    Hmd  A  flrtt  time !~ Wills ;  Bt&kniplt 
ErtAiMt  Bankniptey  and  Sbirlir*  OcNirtt  (8«iUiiiA). 

Westerw  RaiIway.— Paddikotok 
Estate.]  Sir  T.  FremaMle  presented  a 
petition  against  the  Great  Western  Rail- 
way Bill.  Nothing  could  be  more  dan- 
gerous than  where  two  railways  crossed 
each  other,  at  fetal  consequences  might 
ensue  from  two  trains,  proceeding  with 
great  rapidity,  coming  in  contact.  It  was 
against  this  that  the  petition  particularly 
prayed. 

Mr.  Hall  begged  to  tisk  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber opposite,  whether  the  sums  of  2d,000/. 
and  7,000/.,  which  were  to  be  paid  to  the 
Bishop  of  London,  were  intended  aa 
compensation  for  the  land  to  be  occupied 
by  tne  railway,  and  which  he  understood 
to  be  public  property  ? 

Mr.  Tooke  was  in  a  situation  to  state, 
that  the  bishop  was  only  ajointoccopier  in 
the  land,  and  had  onlv  a  one^third  interest. 
He  could  assure  the  House,  that  the  bishop 
had  not  received  one  shilling  as  fine  or 
compensation — all  the  benefit  he  had  de- 
rivea  was  in  common  with  the  others,  and 
merely  as  an  increased  rent. 

Mr.  Tkimai  Duncombe  could  not  con- 
sider, that  he  was  dischar^ng  his  doty  if 
he  did  not  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  a  circumstance  which  had  taken  place 
in  the  Committee  on  this  Bill.  In  the 
observations  he  was  about  to  make  he 
begged  the  House  distinctly  to  under- 
stand, that  he  had  no  connexion,  either 
directly  or  indirectly,  with  the  Company. 
On  the  contrary,  he  thought,  that  the  ex- 
tension of  the  hne  of  this  railway  would  be 
productive  of  great  public  good,  and  he 
hoped  It  would  be  attended  with  a  pro- 
portionate advantage  to  the  Company. 
The  facts  of  what  occurred  before  the 
Committee  were,  that  four  miles  being 
proposed  to  be  added  to  the  Great 
Western  Railway,  coming  up  to  Pad- 
dington,  it  would  have  to  go  tnrough  the 
Paddingion  estate  belonging  to  the  see  of 
Z2 


W9         Western  Ratlway-^ 

London.  To  complete  these  four  miles  of 
railway  several  little  cottages,  besides 
those  which  had  already  been  pulled  down, 
would  have  to  be  removed,  and  on  those 
cottages  which  held  leases  under  the 
Bishop  of  London  coming  before  the 
Committee  for  compensation,  Mr.  Har- 
rison, on  behalf  of  the  Bishop,  resisted 
their  claim.  He  thought  the  petitioners 
ought  to  be  heard.     A   discussion    took 


{COMMONS}         Paddington  Eitaie.         MO 

House  and  the  public.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber concluded  by  moving,  that  the  Bill  be 
re-committed,  with  an  instruction  to  the 
Committee  to  inquire  into  the  grounds  on 
which  the  Bishop  of  London  had  agreed 
to  dispose  of  the  land  to  the  Great  Western 

Railway. 

Mr.  Wason  seconded  the  motion. 

Mr.  Howes  imagined  there  never  was 
such  a  reason  given  for  opposing  a  private 


place  in  the  Committee  upon  the  subject,  j  Bill  as  that  which  had  been  assigned  by 


and  it  was  ultimately  decided,  that  the 
petitioners  should  be  heard,  and  that  Mr. 
Austin  should  defend  their  claims  to  com- 
pensation. Upon  this  the  promoters  of 
the  Bill  and  the  Bishop  ot  London  in- 
stantly turned  round,  ana  said  there  was 
no  necessity  for  the  case  of  the  petitioners 
being  advocated^  as  the  Bishop  of  London 
had  a  sufficient  sum  of  money  to  give 
them  adequate  compensation.  Upon  this 
Mr.  Austin  withdrew  his  opposition.  The 
engineer  was  then  called,  and  asked  what 

amount  it  would  require  to  complete  the 

line  of  four  miles?     He  answered,  about 

260,000/.,  and  that   175,000/.    of  that 

would  have  to  be  appropriated  for  the 

purchase  of  land.     lie  was  then  asked, 

what  proportion  of  that  amount  the  Bishop 

of  London  would  receive  in  order  to  enable 

him  to  give  adequate  compensation  to  the 

cottagers  T    The  learned  counsel  for  the 

Bishop  of  London  refused  to  answer  that 

question,  declaring  that  it  was  one  that 

ought  not  to  be  put,  for  the  agreement 

related  to  private  propertv.    Now,  the 

question  was,  whether  Church  property  was 

to  be  considered  private  or  public  property. 

Before  the  Committee  he  maintained,  that 

the  land  in  question  was  public  property, 

and  that  therefore  it  did  not  come  within 

the  rule  which  had  been  stated  by  the 

counsel.  An  hon.  Gentleman  then  jump- 
ed up  and  Slid,  '*  I  dispute  your  premises. 

Church  property  is  not  public  property, 

and  therefore  you  have  no  right  to  put  the 

Siestion  to  the  Bishop.*'  He  then  divided 
e  Committee;  they  were  six  to  two 
against  him,  and  the  question  was  not  put. 
He  now,  therefore,  contended,  that  the 
investigation  before  the  Committee  was 
crippled  in  a  manner  it  ought  not  to  have 
been.  There  was  a  sum  of  money  to  be 
paid  to  the  Bishop  for  the  land,  to  the 
great  prejudice  of  the  public;  and  he 
thought  the  conduct  that  had  been  pur- 
■««d  on  the  part  of  a  great  public  func-  j  give  three"  m< 
^onary  like  the  Bishop  of  London  would  ,  should  they  at 


the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury,  and,  to 
come  to  a  decision  on  this  question,  the 
House  would   have    to  decide    whether 


Church  property  was  public  property  or 
not.  The  Bill  was  to  be  re-committed,  in 
order  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury 
might  put  one  single  question.     He  (Mr. 
Hawes)  begged  to  put  in  his  disclaimer  as 
to  any  interest,  directly  or  indirectly,  in 
this  or  any  other  railway,  but  he  thought 
he  should  be  able  to  show  from  the  enacU 
ing  clauses  of  the  Bill  itself  that  there  was 
not  the  slightest  foundation  for  opposing 
its  further  progress.    It  was  provided  that 
the  30,000/.  should  be  appropriated  in 
sums  of  23,000/.  and  7,000/.  to  the  Bishop 
and  trustees,  and  it  was  made  lawful  for 
the  Bishop  and   trustees  to  receive  the 
same  only  for  discharging  the  mortgages 
or  other  liabilities  affecting  the  land.    He 
was  as  decided  an  advocate  for  the  cot- 
tagers as  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury, 
but  it  was  admitted  on  all  hands  that  they 
had  no  legal  claim  to  compensation,  and 
therefore,  he  thought  it  better  for  them  to 
raise  up  some  equitable  question,  in  order 
to  procure  for  ihem  some  remuneration. 
The  question   of  compensation,  however, 
had  nothing  to  do  with  the  case;  and  he 
trusted  the  House  would  not  stop  the  fur- 
ther prog^ss  of  a  measure   which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  brought  forward  the 
motion  for  the  re-commitment  of  the  Bill, 
admitted    to  be  of  great  public  impor- 
tance. 

Mr.  Harvey  said,  that  his  attention  had 
been  called  to  this  subject,  and  the  question 
was,  would  this  House  interfere  to  protect 
poor  people  who  had  not  the  means  of 
protecting  themselves? — It  appeared  by 
the  deed  which  referred  to  the  property  in 
question,  that  the  Bishop  of  London  de- 
mised certain  lands  to  the  parties  alluded 
to  for  a  period  of  seven  years,  and  it 
further  appeared  that  the  lessors  were  to 
months'  notice  to  the  lessees 
any  time  require  the  land 


very   bad    appearance  with  the   for  building  purposes.    Now,  laying  aside 
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the  question  whether  Church  property 
was  public  property,  the  question  which 
the  House  had  to  consider  was,  is  a  rail- 
road a  house?  The  parties  in  question 
had  consented  to  the  three  months'  notice 
to  leave  their  premises,  if  the  land  were 
required  for  building  purposes.  This  was 
a  voluntary  contract,  and  they  must  be 
bound  by  it ;  but  the  land  was  now  re- 
quired for  a  railway,  a  circumstance  which 
could  not  have  been  anticipated  by  any 
party,  when  the  contract  had  been  en- 
tered into.  This  being  the  case,  the 
parties  in  question  felt  that  they  had  a 
bene6cial  interest  which  ought  to  be  pro- 
tected, and  that  they  ought  not  to  be 
swept  away  without  compensation.  It  was 
said  that  the  sum  of  7,000/.  had  been  de- 
posited with  the  Bishop  of  London  where- 
with to  pay  all  just  demands;  but  the 
petitioners  were  simple  men,  who  enter- 
tained the  vulgar  notion  that  the  Church 
grasped  its  possessions  with  peculiar  tena- 
city, and  that  it  might  be  no  easy  thing 
to  get  it  out  of  the  hands  of  a  Bishop  into 
their  own  pockets.  They  had  heard  of 
the  word  tithe,  and  they  dreaded  its  ap- 
plication to  themselves.  It  was  idle  to 
argue  against  these  homely  notions,  and 
they  ought  to  be  respected.  Indeed  it 
was  due  to  the  rev.  Father,  to  ease  him  of 
the  burthen  and  trouble  of  the  distribution, 
for  it  must  be  most  painful  to  have  his 
mind  diverted  from  higher  concerns. 

Sir  Samuel  WhaUey  said,  the  parties 
were  some  of  his  constituents,  and  he 
hoped  their  rights  would  be  protected, 
and  that  the  House  would  express  some 
decided  opinion  upon  the  subject. 

Mr.  Pease  said,  he  had  heard  nothing  to 
induce  him  to  vote  for  the  re-commitment 
of  this  Bill.  It  was  well  known  that  the 
value  of  a  railroad  would  be  considerably 
lessened  if  it  were  to  be  crossed  by 
several  other  lines. 

Motion  negatived. 

Battles  in  Spain.]  Mr.  Maclean 
rose  to  ask  those  questions  relative  to  Spain 
of  which  he  had  given  notice  on  the  pre- 
vious evening,  but  not  seeing  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  in 
his  place,  who,  he  was  afraid,  was  absent 
firom  indisposition,  he  wouJd  take  the 
liberty  of  putting  them  to  his  hon. 
Friend,  the  Secretaiy  to  the  Admiralty. 
He  wished  to  know  ii  there  was  any  truth 
in  the    eccouats    which  had  recently 


reached  this  country  of  a  very  sabgoinary 
engagement  having  taken  place  on  the: 
northern  coast  of  Spain,  between  the 
troops  commanded  by  General  Evans  and 
those  of  Don  Carlos.  Those  accounts 
proceeded  to  state  that,  after  an  engage- 
ment of  considerable  duration,  General 
Evans,  and  the  troops  under  his  com- 
mand, had  retreated  into  the  fortress  of 
St.  Sebastian,  amidst  considerable  dis- 
order, and  with  a  considerable  loss  of  life. 
The  accounts  went  further,  and  stated — ^a 
point  in  which  he,  and  in  which  he  was 
sure,  too,  his  hon.  Friend  felt  deeply  in- 
terested— that  the  retreat  was  covered  by 
his  Majesty's  marines,  and  that  Lord  John 
Hay,  and  some  captains  of  his  Majesty's 
navy,  had  been  present  during  the  whole 
of  the  engagement.  He  (Mr.  Maclean) 
was,  therefore,  anxious  to  know  whether 
these  accounts  which  had  gained  much 
credit  both  at  home  and  abroad,  were 
true  or  not.  If  true,  he  should  like 
further  to  know  if  his  Majesty's  artillery 
and  marine  forces  had  suffered  any,  and 
what  loss.  If  any  accounts  had  reached 
his  Majesty's  Government,  he  hoped  his 
hon.  Friend  would  not  object  to  state  what 
they  were. 

Mr.  C.  TFoocf  said,  he  was  not  aware  the 
hoc.  Gentleman  had  given  notice  of  these 
questions ;  however,  he  (Mr.  Wood)  could 
state  that  no  accounts  of  any  description 
had  reached  the  Admiralty  and  he  had  no 
means  whatever  of  judging  whether  the 
accounts  alluded  to  by  his  hon.  Friend 
were  true  or  not. 

Mr.  Orove  Price  begged  to  know 
whether  any  body  of  British  marines  were 
employed  in  the  field  upon  that  occasion; 
whether  they  had  fought  under  the  British 
flag,  and  under  the  supreme  command  of 
General  Evans  ? 

Mr.  Wood  said,  he  had  only  the  same 
answer  to  give  to  the  hon.  Member^ 
question  as  he  had  already  given,  what- 
ever might  be  the  accounts  of  the  news- 
papers. 

Mr.  Maclean  observed,  that  perhaps 
his  hon.  Friend  might  have  supposed  he 
had  asked  him  if  any  account  bad  been 
received  from  General  Evans,  and  he 
would  now  ask  whether  any  had  been 
received  by  telegraph  from  Paris. 

Mr.  Wood  said,  he  was  not  aware  that 
either  the  Admiralty  or  the  Government 
had  any  telegraphic  communication  with 
PariSt    As  far  as  he  knew,  the  last  infer* 
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m^tiom  which  ihe  Got ernmeni  bud  bad  waa 
from  aprivate-officer^  who  left  Bayonne  on 
the8tlb 

Subjtct  dropped* 

Manufacture  or  Foreign  Corn.] 
Mr^RMnson  rote  to  move  the  Resolution 
of  which  be  had  given  notice^— namely, 
**  that  the  laws  which  prohibit  the  manu* 
facture  of  foreign  grain,  flour,  and  meal» 
in  bond,  for  exportation,  are  injurious  to 
the  interesta  of  British  commerce  and  na* 
irigation,  and  unjust  in  restraining  the 
free  employment  of  capital  and  labour  in 
the  (Jnilcd  Kingdom,  whilst  they  afford 
direct  encouragement  and  undue  advan 
tags  to  the  foreigner  in  a  valuable  branch  of 
trade,  not  only  with  other  states,  but  with 
our  own  colonies,  and  that  it  is  expedient 
to  alter  and  amend  the  same/'  He  would 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Secre* 
tary  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  upon  what 
grounds  he  could  oppose  this  resolution, 
for  he  (Mr.  Robinson)  was  prepared  to  show 
that  die  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  oppos- 
ing  it,  would  be  actbg  directly  at  variance 
with  the  opinions  he  bad  ever  professed. 
He  believed  that  the  opposition  of  the 
Government  to  bis  resolution  arose  from 
Ihe  same  pressure  which  had  prevented 
them  from  acceding  to  any  alteration  in 
Ihe  present  Corn-laws — the  pressure  of 
Ihe  agricultural  interests;  but  he  con* 
tended,  that  whilst  the  ikrmersand  landed 
prepietors  of  the  country  would  suffer 
nothing  by  the  adoption  of  his  resolution, 
the  trade  and  commerce,  and  shipping 
interestar  would  derive  most  important  ad- 
vantages from  it.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that 
ihe  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  oppose 
his  motion  upon  distinct,  tangible,  and 
apecific  eiounds,  and  not  put  him  off  as 
ne  bad  done  last  Session,  by  mere  evasion. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  bad  asked  him 
the  other  day  why  ha  did  not  bring  in  a 
Bill  on  the  auUeot.  Now,  it  was  evident 
that  he,  a  Member  unoonnected  with  either 
of  the  three  parties,  might  as  well  abaa- 
don  the  subject  altogether,  aa  hope  to  pass 
a  Bill  through  that  House.  By  the  law,  as 
it  at  preaent  stood,  they  might  have  ware* 
houses  full  of  bonded  corn  and  flour, 
gradually  deteriorating  in  condition,  whUst 
there  was  an  enormous  demand  for  it  in 
a  manitfactuied  elate  in  the  Brazils,  the 
West  Indies,  British  North  America,  and 
^her  of  our  ooloniee.  By  the  present 
law,  tlity  were  not  to  jaanufaclure  these 
articles  in  bond,  and  by  that  restriction  it 


might  be  supposed  that  tbay  w^e  obliged 
to  buy  from  their  agricultural  friends. .  Not 
at  all ;  they  did  not  buy  a  single  pound  of 
flour  from  them.  Tbil,  then,  was  the 
complaint,  and  if  the  Government  did  not 
remove  it,  he  conceived  tbey  would  be 
guilty  of  a  great  dereliction  of  dutyt  If  a 
merchant  here  bad  occaaion  to  send  a 
cargo  of  flour  to  Brazil,  the  Weal 
Indies,  or  any  of  our  western  colonies,  he 
would  be  obliged  first  to  send  a  vessel  300 
or  400  miles  eastward  to  Hamburg,  Co* 
penhagen,  or  Dantaic,  to  have  it  maou<* 
factured  by  foreigners,  and  pay  agents  in 
one  of  those  places  for  doing  what  he 
himself  might  do  at  home  if  Ihe  present 
law  did  not  exist*  He  was  thus  not  only 
compelled  to  go  some  hundreds  of  miles 
out  of  his  way,  but  put  to  considerable 
expense.  He  had  himself  at  this  moment 
several  vessels  endeavouring  to  make  thek 
way  against  an  easterly  wind  into  the 
Baltic,  and  which,  had  they  set  sail  for 
America,  when  they  left  London  for  that 
sea,  might  now  perhaps  be  on  their  way 
back.  Let  the  Government  nsoreover 
look  to  the  quantity  of  labour,  of  buai* 
ness,  to  coopers  for  instance,  and  otbersi 
which,  by  the  policy  of  the  present  law, 
was  thrown  into  the  hands  of  foreigners* 
It  was  by  no  means  a  trifling  matter  in 
point  of  amount.  Owing  to  the  failure  of 
the  crops  in  America  last  year,  the  addi^ 
tional  trade  in  flour  and  meal  to  this  ooina* 
try,  were  It  not  for  the  existing  law,  would 
have  amounted  to  at  least  l,iOOO,OOai.^ 
besides  the  inorease  it  would  have  given 
to  various  other  branches  of  businesa. 
The  case  was  so  gross  and  so  clear,  that 
he  could  not  think  it  necessary  further  to 
argue  it.  The  proposition  he  made  was 
most  reasonable,  and  was  not  in  his  judg- 
ment oalottlated  to  injure  the  agrieuU 
turists  ;  if  so,  however,  it  was  comnetont 
for  the  House  to  provide  means  M>r  Ihe 
protection  of  that  class  of  the  ooosmunity. 
The  hon.  Member  concluded  by  moving 
the  reaolutkin  as  stated  at  the  commeBce- 
ment  of  his  speeek. 

Mr.  Hume  seconded  the  lesolutioo  with 
great  satisfaction,  isscauas  he  felt  that  the 
reatrictions  of  the  present  lawa  were  ii^U" 
rious  to  all  classes  of  people*  He  could 
not  conceive  why  the  Government  did  not 
itself  come  forward  with  a  meaaure  of  Ihe 
oharacter  and  princifde  embodied  ia  Ihe 
resolution  of  his  boo.  Friend,  the  Member 
for  Worcester. 

Mr,  PwkH  ThomsQn  said|  that  on  ooq^ 
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»i(t^ration«  he  was  sure  the  Hou«e  would 
feel  ihat  the  resolution  proposed  by  the 
hoUf  M^tnNr  Tor  Worcester  could  not  be 
pa«ifd  with  qny  advautnge,  but,  on  the 
contrary,  would  be  productive  of  disad- 
vantage to  the  country.  His  hon*  Friendi 
tbo  Member  for  Worcester,  bad  certainly 
iQuiM  the  House  on  many  points,  thougli 
ho  was  the  party  who  had  most  right  to 
compiQip>  because  be  was  ready  to  do  all 
th^it  his  bon.  Friend  wished,  but  be  could 
not  get  anybody  to  support  his  views.  He 
was  very  glad,  however,  to  find  that  his 
hon.  Friend  stood  forwfird  as  the  advocate 
of  the  doc'trines  of  fre^  trade,  especially 
lifter  the  abuse  which  bad  been  lavished 
upon  him,  And  »ft«r  the  ebarge  th^t  ho 
had  truckled  to  the  agricultural  interests, 
Witb  r^gardi  however,  to  the  resolution 
propoaed,  be  must  »<iy,  in  the  first  place, 
that  it  would  be  perfectly  useless  for  the 
object  which  tha  hou.  Member  himself 
kaid  in  view.  The  resolution  stated  *'  that 
the  laws  which  prohibit  the  manufacture 
of  foreign  grain,  flour,  and  meal  in  bond, 
«re  injurious  to  the  interests  of  British 
commerce  and  navigation.*'  Now,  there 
wore  no  laws  which  so  operated,  save  find 
except  the  Corn-laws ;  and  the  object  of 
the  hon.  Member  would  be  answered,  not 
by  the  repeal  of  old  laws,  but  by  the  in- 
titxiuction  of  a  new  law.  The  proposi- 
tion was  calculated  to  go  beyond  the 
object  which  the  faen»  Gentleman  had  in 
view,  and  yet  pot  to  effect  that  object. 
It  would  have  the  effect  of  repealing  the 
Corii«-laws,  yet  that  would  not  necessarily 
allow  the  exportation  of  all  foreign  grain* 
The  motion  was  a  mieebtevous  one,  pnd 
tbera  were  many  persons  favourable  to  the 
object  which  the  boo.  Gentleman  had  in 
view,  vet  who  would  not  consent  to  a  re« 
peaJ  or  the  Corn^laws.  The  bon.  Gentle* 
man,  as  an  excuse  for  not  bringing  in  a 
Bill  upon  the  subject,  said  he,  as  an  indi* 
vidqai  Ueoiber,  could  not  hope  to  do  so 
with  success,  and  that  no  Bill  could  hope 
to  pase  through  the  House  wbieh  was  not 
DKKnoted  by  Gpvernment«  The  hon, 
uenUeman  wae  bound,  however,  to  show 
bow  the  point  be  had  in  view  was  to  be 
reached.  He  was  not  bound  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  for  the  purpose  of  giving  effect  to 
the  hon.  Members  resolution -^ an  effect 
which  was  unattainable.  Two  plans  bad 
been  proposed  last  year  for  the  purpose  of 
effecting  the  object  of  the  resolution,  but 
t)>Q9e  pTiina  depended  upon  equivalenta 
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would  be  utterly  impossible  to  ett^nipt  to 
carry  out  without  opening  the  door  t6 
serious  frauds  and  inconveniences.  When 
the  subject  was  mooted  last  year,  he  pro- 
posed tnat  a  Bill  founded  pn  the  principle 
of  the  Sugari-refining  Duties  Act,  should 
be  brought  forward,  and  he  pledged  him- 
self to  give  itr— he  would  most  willingly 
gjve  it — his  supportt  That  proposition^ 
however,  bad  been  refused,  and  yet  the 
House  had  heard  of  the  complaint9  made 
with  respect  to  restrictions  against  the 
employment  of  capital  after  the  means 
were  rejected,  by  which  alone  capital 
could  be  eif)ployea  in  the  manner  proposed 
by  the  resolution.  The  proposition  which 
he  had  made  last  Session  was  a  fair  one, 
and  it  was  to  be  apprehended  that  those 
who  were  dissatisfieq  with  thatt  wanted  tQ 
obtain  more  than  thev  would  have  it  ai 
first  appear.  If  great  results  were  to  b^ 
expected  from  allowing  foreign  Cprn  Iq. 
bond  to  be  ground  for  exportation,  the 
way  to  get  at  them  was,  not  to  adopt  the 
resolution  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  but  tQ 
adopt  a  measure  founded  on  the  Bill  to 
which  he  bad  before  alluded.  Tlie  House 
he  was  sure  would  not  support  a  rf solu- 
tion which  would  not  have  the  effect  of 
producing  the  result  intend^di  and  yet 
might  go  far  beyond,  more  especially  wheii 
Government  was  ready  to  yield  all  whicb# 
with  propriety,  oould  oe  granted  iQ  effegt 
the  purpose. 

Mr,  Bwaham  Baring  though t>  that  the 
agrioultural  ought  to  make  every  concei- 
sion  it  could  to  the  eommercial  inter^  of 
the  country,  provided  it  did  not  go  to  tb^ 
extent  of  a  repeal  of  the  Corn*Iaw9f  la 
his  opinion,  however,  the  adoption  of  the 
principle  which  governed  the  Sugar  Refine 
ing  Act,  would  pe  more  diSicult  in  prac- 
tice than  the  plan  of  averages  and  calc4i- 
lations  to  which  tbe  right  hon,  Gentlemaii 
opposite  objected.  The  prooess  in  sugar 
renning  was  more  nice,  and  tlierefore  more 
open  to  fraud.  Averages  and  calculations 
were  not  so  diffioult,  as  was  found  by  a  lau 
trial  in  France,  and  to  |how  that  they 
woul4  be  generally  alike,  it  was  only  ne- 
cessary to  state  that  the  French  average 
of  seventy-eight  per  cent*  for  flouj*,  ana 
twenty-two  per  cent,  for  refuse,  was  aboHt 
the  same  calculation  which  would  be 
made  in  our  corn  market.  The  resolution 
before  the  House,  if  agreed  to,  would  do 
no  more  tlian  sanction  the  principle,  and 
if   the  thing  could  be  effected  without 
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considerably  add  to  the  trade  of  the  coun- 
try. A  saving  would  be  made  to  our 
colonial  consumers  at  the  same  time  that 
the  commerce  of  the  country  would  be 
iDcreased.  He  hoped  the  opposition  to 
this  resolution  was  not  for  the  purpose  of 
increasing  the  hostility  against  the  Com- 
laws,  and  making  them  appear  in  a  more 
odious  light  by  holding  them  up  as  an 
obstacle  to  the  commercial  interests  of  the 
country. 

Mr.  Warburton  said,  that  he  thought 
all  technical  difficulties  on  this  question 
would  be  surmounted  by  the  amendment 
which  he  should  now  propose,  and  that 
amendment  was,  that  *^  the  House 
resolve  itself  into  a  Committee  of  the 
whole  House,  for  the  purpose  of  taking 
into  consideration  the  laws  relating  to  the 
importation  of  foreign  grain,  with  a  view 
to  the  manufacture  of  the  same  in  bond 
for  exportation .'' 

Mr.  G.  F,  Young  seconded  the  amend- 
ment with  great  pleasure,  because  he 
thought  it  a  happy  expedient  for  uniting 
the  House  in  support  of  the  principle  advo- 
cated by  the  hon.  Member  for  Worcester, 
to  which  he  had  not  heard  any  valid  ob- 
jection started  by  the  right  hon.  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade. 
'  Mr.  Robinson  did  not  wish  the  discus- 
sion to  proceed  upon  his  motion,  being 
ready  to  take  the  sense  of  the  House  upon 
the  amendment  at  once. 

Mr.  Clay  was  understood  to  say,  that 
the  right  hon.  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  had  not  denied  the  fact,  that 
considerable  disadvantages  arose  out  of 
the  practice  of  not  allowing  foreign  corn 
to  be  ground  when  in  bond.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  gone  further,  and 
acknowledged  that  an  alteration  might 
take  place  with  great  advantage  to  the 
country,  but  he  coupled  that  admission 
with  a  declaration  tnat  the  parties  most 
interested  did  not  wish  for  the  change. 

Mr.  P.  Thomson  begged  to  explain. 
"What  he  had  said  was,  that  he  had  made 
a  proposition  to  the  parties,  which  they 
declared  would  be  of  no  advantage  to 
ihem. 

Mr.  Clay  had  understood  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  say,  that  nobody  had  asked 
him  to  interfere  for  the  purpose  of  grant- 
ing permission  to  grind  corn  in  bond ;  but 
in  his  (Mr.  Clay's)  opinion,  that  was  not 
a  Boffieient  reason  for  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown  detennining  not  to  act  in  a  manner 
Which  would  be  bene6cial  to  the  general 


trade  of  the  country.  He  might  havte 
been  accounted  an  enemy  of  his  Mqesly^ 
Ministers  for  bringing  forward  his  motion 
the  other  night  for  the  modification  of  the 
Corn-laws.  He  was  not  their  enemy, 
but  if  he  had  been  their  bitterest  enemy, 
nothing  would  have  given  him  greater  de- 
light than  their  opposition  to  his  motion, 
because  it  evinced  such  a  detennination 
on  their  part  not  to  permit  the  slightest 
encroachment  upon  even  the  margin  of  a 
great  monopoly  that  had  too  long  existed. 
That  an  alteration  in  the  present  system 
would  be  productive  of  immense  advan- 
tage to  the  commerce  of  this  country  was 
evident  from  the  fact  that  we  sent  oat 
thousands  of  ships  yearly  aciDss  the  At- 
lantic to  bring  back  the  produce  of  the 
new  world,  and  those  ships  went  out 
empty,  when  in  fact  they  might  as  well  be 
allowed  to  take  out  manufactured  flour, 
and  flour  could  be  manufactured  at  so 
cheap  a  rate  in  this  country,  that  we  should 
then  be  able  to  compete  with, and  even 
undersell  the  Americans.  He  should  sup- 
port the  amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bridport. 

Viscount  Sandwi  had  always  voted  for 
the  maintenance  of  protection  to  the  landed 
interests  of  this  country,  but  he  could  not 
offer  any  opposition  to  the  motion  before 
the  House.  Even  if  there  was  a  slight 
difference  between  the  averages  of  flour 
and  corn,  he  should  be  ashamed,  as  an 
agriculturist,  to  oppose  a  motion  of  this 
kind,  seeing  that  it  might  be  productive  of 
great  benefit  to  the  general  commerce  of 
the  country. 

Mr.  Mark  Philips  thought  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bridport  had  now  put  the 
question  into  such  a  tangible  shape  that 
the  House  could  not  but  embrace  the  op- 
portunity it  afforded  for  enabling  them  to 
come  to  some  final  arrangement  of  this 
important  subject. 

Sir  Edward  Codrington  merely  wished 
to  remind  the  right  hon.  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  that  last  year  he  pre- 
sented a  petition  to  the  House  from  a  Mr. 
Surrey,  who  expressed  himself  ready  to 
put  all  his  mills  under  bond,  if  be  could  be 
allowed  to  grind  his  own  com  into€our 
and  to  export  the  whole.  So,  then,  there 
was  one  individual  ready  to  meet  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  on  that  ground. 

Sir  C.  B,  Vere  thought,  the  plan  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  Member  for  Worcester 
might  be  beneficial  if  it  were  applied  to . 

corn  now  in  bond,  bat  not  if  U  WM  m^ 
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tended  to  be  prospective,  because  it  would 
become  an  inducement  to  make  large  im- 
portations of  foreign  com.   As  to  the  feel* 
ing   of  the  agriculturists  in  reference  to 
the    commercial  interests  of  the  country, 
he  conld  say  with  regard  to  the  county  of 
Suffolk  that  no  feeling  iu  the  least  degree 
inimical  to  the  prosperity  of  tradci^manu- 
facture,  and  commerce  m  general  existed 
in  that  county. 

Mr.  Howes  was  of  opiuion,  that  any 
measure  on  this  subject  ought  to  originate 
with  tbe  Board  of  Trade  itself. 

Mr.  P.  Thomson  said,  whoever  heard 
the  observations  he  had  addressed  to  the 
House  before,  must  know  that  it  was  im* 
possible  for  him  to  resist  the  amendment 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Brid- 
port,  because  he  had  expressed  himself  not 
only  favourable  to  the  introduction  of  a 
measure  for  the  purpose  of  allowing  com 
in  bond  to  be  ground  and  exported,  but 
that  it  was  his  anxious  desire  to  assist  in 
the  introduction  of  a  measure  having  that 
object  in  view,  provided  it  could  be  effected 
in  a  manner  that  would  be  safe  to  the 
public  revenues,  and  at  the  same  time  oc- 
casion no  danger  to  that  protection  which 
was  afforded  to  the  landed  interest  by  the 
corn-laws.    He  had  no  objection  to  allow 
the  House  to  go  into  Committee,  for  then 
every  hon.  Gentleman  would  have  an  op- 
portunity of  bringing  forward  his  plan, 
and  he  himself  would  also  be  able  to  sub- 
mit his  views  in  a  more  regular  and  de* 
twled  form  to  their  consideration.     He 
had  no  plan,  however,  which  he  could 
bring  forward,  but  that  which  he  had  al- 
ready stated  to  the  House. 

Sir  Edward  KnaichbuU  complained  of 
the  unfair  and  difficult  position  in  which 
the  representatives  of  the  agricultural  in- 
terest were  placed  in  reference  to  the  pre- 
sent question.     He  very  much  doubted 
whether  any  precautions  could  be  adopted 
that  in  practice  would  be  found  efficient 
to  prevent  fraud.    If  fraud  were  not  pre- 
vented, the  result  would  be  highly  preju- 
dicial to  the  landed  interests.    He  feared 
that  one  of  the  objects  in  going  into  com- 
mittee upon  the  subject  was  to  level  ano- 
ther attack  against  the  interests  of  the 
agricttltarists.    Feeling,  however,  that  he 
was  not  then  in  a  position  to  resist  the 
motion,  he  would  consent  to  go  into  com- 
mittee, protesting,    at  the    same   time, 
against  any  attack  being  made  against  the 
iaterdt  to  which  he  was  attached,  and 

fhiob  b9  did  not  think  Terjr  iairl;  tr^tedt 


Mr.  Robinson^  in  withdrawing  his  mo* 
tion,  suggested  that  the  House  should 
now  go  into  committee  fro  formd ;  a  fu- 
ture day  might  then  be  fixed  for  discussing 
the  proposition.  With  reference  to  the 
observations  which  had  been  thrown  out 
by  hon.  Members  immediately  connected 
with  the  agricultural  interest,  he  pledged 
himself  in  committee  to  show  that  the 
measure  could  be  carried  into  effect  with- 
out the  slightest  injury  either  to  the  reve- 
nue or  the  landed  interest  If  not,  he 
should  at  once  abandon  it. 

Lord  /.  Russell  was  willing  to  admit 
that  the  proposition  made  by  the  hon. 
yentleman  had  met  with  very  eeneral 
support,  but  it  was  in  a  very  thin  House, 
while  from  the  aspect  which  the  question 
now  assumed  they  were  undoubtedly 
placed  in  a  very  awkward  situation.  It 
was  admitted  oy  the  hon.  Gentleman 
himself,  who  introduced  the  subject,  and 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bridport,  whose 
amendment  he  had  expressed  his  readi- 
ness to  adopt,  that  they  were  not  now 
prepared  to  submit  any  substantive  propo- 
sition or  to  enter  into  the  discussion  in 
committee.  The  hon.  Member  proposed 
to  go  into  committee  to  consider  the  laws 
regulating  the  importation  of  foreign  corn 
with  a  view  to  allow  the  manufacture  of 
the  same  in  bond  for  exportation,  having 
no  proposition  to  submit  to  the  committee. 
In  his  view  of  the  matter,  it  would  be 
much  more  wise,  and  certainly  a  much 
more  regular  and  usual  mode  of  proceeding, 
to  postpone  the  committee  until  they  were 
ready  to  make  a  definite  propositwn  to 
that  effect.  Instead,  therefore,  of  going 
at  once  into  committee,  and  postponing 
Uie  proposition,  he  should  move  that  the 
debate  be  adjourned  till  that  day  three 
weeks. 

The  House  divided  on  the  question  that 
the  debate  be  adjourned: — Ayes  39;  Noes 
28:  Majority  11. 


Lutof 

Adam,  Admiral 
Alsager,  Captain 
Arbuthnot,  hon.  H. 
Balfour,  T. 
Baring,  Francis, 
Brodie,  William  B. 
Campbell,  Sir  J. 
Cbandos,  Mara,  of 
Copeland,  W.  T. 
Dalmeny,  Lord 
Dick,  Q. 
DUlwyn,  L.  W, 

l£Uey,i5irJ« 


the  Ayes. 

Estcoart,  Thos. 
Gordon,  hon.  W 
Harconrt,  6.  S* 
Hinde,  J*  H. 
Hogg,  J    W 
Howaid,  P.  IL 
Howick,  Lord 
Knatchbull,  Sir  E. 
Lawson,  Andrew 
Leonard,  Thomas  Bi 
Lennox,  Lord  G. 
Macleod,  1L 
Muixayi  Jt  At 


Poihill.  Praderick 
liichAr^di  J. 
Bickfoid,  W. 
Rolfe,  Sir  It. 
Rushbrooke,  Col. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
SUnl«y,  Edward 


HioiMOfi,  C.  P. 
Trevor,  hon.  G. 
Vere»  Sir  C.  B. 
Vivian^  J.  B. 
Weyland,  Major 

TELLERS. 

Pease,  J. 
Troubridge,  SirT. 


Liil  of  ike  NoM. 
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public  document,  »nd  it  ought  to  ramain 
among  their  other  rocorda  in  their  own 
library. 

Sir  Af.  Rolfe  aatd,  the  hon.  Member 
now  abided  hia  ground  ;  his  motion  waa 
«  for  copies  of  all  the  surveys  ;"  he  now 
wanted  the  original  only, 

Mr.  Hume  would  then  leave  out  the 
worda  "copies  of,"  and  move  that  the 
original  surveys  themselves  should  be 
brought  into  the  library. 

The  Attanuey* General  could  not  believe 
the  hon.  Member  serious.  His  motion 
was  quite  unexampled.  There  waa  no 
precedent  for  it  whatever.  If  it  werd 
produced  at  all,  why  should  the  library  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  au;^  mora  than 
that  of  the  House  of  Lords»  be  fixed  on  as 
its  place  of  ouatod y  ?  He  had  great  re-i 
apect  for  the  privileges  of  the  House  of 
Commons^  but  he  greatly  doubted  whether 
they  had  the  power  of  ordering  these 
surveys  of  ecoleaiastical  property  to  be 
produced. 

The  nVpeoArer :  Doea  the  boo.  Member 
mean  to  divide  ? 

Mr.  Hume  said,  undoubtedly  there 
waa  some  difficulty  in  the  way  of  proceed-* 
ing.  He  thought,  however,  the  beat  piao 
would  be  to  appoint  a  Committee  to 
aaoertain  how  the  Arobbishop  obtained 
possession,  and  what  right  he  had  to  tlie 
custody  of  these  ParUaeneotary  documents. 
The  fact  was,  this  waa  not  his  motions 
it  belonged  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbury  and,  under  all  the  ctrcuQiatanc^i 
perhaps,  it  would  be  better  to  postpone  its 
further  consideration  till  the  seeotid 
Tuesday  after  the  recess. 

Motion  withdrawn 


Barclay,  David 
Baring,  T. 
BIttks,  M.  J. 
Brolherton,  J. 
Ohala>erS|  P. 
Cltapmaoi  A. 
Clay,  W. 

CodriDgton,  Sir  E. 
Elphlnstone^  H. 
Pazakerlev,  J.  N. 
Forsteri  Charles  S. 
Quest,  J.  J. 
Hawes,  D. 
Uumei  J. 
Jephi>on,.C.  D, O. 
Leader,  J,  T. 

Debate  adjourned, 


Pattison,  J. 
Fechelt,  Capt. 
Philips,  Mark 
Read,  Sir  John  Rae 
Huihvso,  £. 
Smith  B, 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Thompson,  Colonel 
Talk,  C.  A. 
Viviaiii  J.  II. 
Whalley,  SirS. 
Young,  O.  F. 

TELLERS. 

Robinson,  G.  R. 
Warburlon,  U. 


Survey  of  Church  Lands.]  Mr. 
Hume  then  moved  for  the  production  of 
**  copies  of  all  the  Parliamentary  surveys 
of  eherch  lands  preserved  in  the  library 
of  roanoscripts  at  Lambeth,  and  which 
were  made  under  an  ordinance  of  Parlia- 
ment in  1646." 

The  Attorney^OenMral  said,  he  should 
be  very  well  pleased  if  the  surveys  in 
quaalton  cotild  be  produced.  They  were 
iiMKle  in  the  time  of  the  Commonwealth, 
and  embracedi  no  doubt,  a  vast  quantity 
of  most  important  and  interesting  informa- 
tion with  respect  to  ecclesiastical  property 
in  the  country;  but, consisting  as  they  did 
of  no  l^aa  tluui  forty  folio  volumes,  be  did 
not  see  bow  they  could  be  transcribed  and 
printed  without  incurring  an  amount  of 
expense  wbioh  would  really  be  most  enor» 
mous.  How  were  they  to  order  an  officer 
to  go  into  the  Archbishop's  library  and 
transcribe  them?  And  if  tiiey  could,  who 
was  tQ  pay  for  the  transcription  ?  If  they 
were  to  be  printed,  it  should  be  under  the 
charge  of  tlie  Record  Commission,  and 
those  only  should  have  copies  who  weit 
willing  to  purchase  them. 

Mr.  Hume  contended,  the  sonreys  he  had 
moved|yi^werea  Parliamentary  document, 
and  it  for  the  archbishop  to  satisfy  the 
House ^  w  be  got  possession  of  it.  That 
House    M  not  boimd  to  staod  vp  aa  the 

protector  or  atoioft  goods,     Um  waa  a 


Mev^of-War  WaacKBD.]  Mr.  Hume 
moved  for  **  a  return  of  the  number  of 
men-iof-war  that  had  been  run  oo  sbora 
or  lost  at  aea  aince  I6S0,  with  the  names 
of  their  commanders  or  captatna,  the  dates 
when  thoee  commanding«officers  OBtered 
the  naval  aervice,  Uie  number  of  years 
tfaev  served  aa  midshipmefi,  Ueuteaanta, 
ami  commaDdera^  their  age  at  the  iiaao  0f 
promotion  as  lieutenant,  commander,  and 
oaptatn ;  also,  the  expense  incurred  in 
repairing  the  vessels  run  on  shoce^  nnd  the 
value  of  those  lost  at  sea/' 

Admiral  Adame  thought  the  Mfeum 
alfogetber  unoecesaary,  and  extiaesalT 
objeetionable.  In  all  cases  of  accident  tn 
any  of  hia  Maieety'sshipa  eare  wastdteUt 

«ecocdiof  to  tlm  AitielM  of  War^  t!utl  n 
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strict  ioteatigation  took  place,  when  those 
who  were  guilty  of  negligence  or  careless* 
BOSS  were  duly  punished.  The  officers 
were,  always  put  on  their  trial  before 
regular  courts-martiali  and  a  proper  adjudi- 
cation bad  upon  the  inerits  of  each  case. 
Was  \if  therefore,  reasonable  that  those 
officersi  after  appearing  before  the  regular 
tribunal,  should  be  dragged  before  that 
House  in  order  to  undergo  a  fresh  investi- 
gation? 
Mr*  Aotim  Chapman  opposed  the  motion. 
It  would  establish  a  very  dangerous 
precedent,  and  cast  a  slur  on  the  character 
of  many  gallant  officers  who  had  met  with 
misfortune  without  any  blame  attaching 
to  thein  in  the  slightest  degree. 

Sir  7*  Tfimhridge  appealed  to  the  House 
and  to  the  nation  whether  it  would  not  be 
most  uoiust,  after  officers  bad  been  tried 
by  regular  courts*martial  according  to  the 
Articles  of  War,  to  require  them  to 
encounter  before  an  inadequate  tribunal, 
as  he  maintained  that  House  was,  a 
second  trial  on  the  same  charges  ? 

Mr«  H^ume  could  see  no  injustice  what- 
ever in  his  motion.  He  did  not  see  how 
it  could  be  refused  unless  Government 
wished  to  screen  abuses.  If  the  House 
rejected  it,  the  country  would  say  that 
they  were  anxious  to  protect  every  species 
of  mismanagement. 

Captain  P^hell  did  not  think  any- 
thing invidious  was  intended  by  this  motion 
to  (ha  navy*  or  be  should  be  the  last  in 
that  House  to  support  it. 

Sir  T.  Tro^bridge  denied  that  there 
was  any  intention  or  disposition  on  the 
part  of  the  Admiralty  to  screen  any 
individual  whatever.  But  the  course 
proposed  by  thehon.  Member  for  Middle* 
sex  was  at  once  improper,  incorrect^  and 
iiiyust»  and  therefore  be  should  oppose  it 
by  every  means  in  his  power. 

Mr.  Hwn§  said,  that  if  the  information 
for  which  ba  aakad  were  gianted  him,  he 
«Nild  show  the  loss  of  life  and  property 
occasion^  to  the  country  to  be  immense. 
UnlaM  be  weia  allowed  the  means  of 
making  out  a  case>  it  would  be  impossible 
for  him  to  bring  the  sul^eot  forward  in  sucb 
a  manner  aa  to  ba  worthy  the  attention  of 
tba  Houee. 

Lord  J.  RuMiM  observedt  that  the 
infomwtioii  waa  asked  for  in  what  be  must 
ooniider  a  partial  form*  It  wai  impossible 
to  determine  whether  blaoM  could  be 
altached  If  the  coeftmander  of  a  ship  oo 
M;oQii«t  gf  ite  loni    unleea  the  Uouee 


were  in  possession  of  the  fullest  infbrmatiee 
respectinft  all  the  circumstances ;  and 
that  could  onl^  be  procured  by  going  iiHo 
the  inqutry  agam,  wfth  the  same  minotenesa 
as  was  done  by  courts-martial.  He 
rather  supposed  that  the  hon.  Member 
wished  to  draw  the  inference  that  the 
officers  concerned  in  such  accidents  were 
connected  with  th  nobility,  and  bad  been 
rapidly  promoted.  If  it  were  attempted 
to  decide  on  the  culpability  of  any  party 
without  a  lengthenea  observation,  censure 
might  be  passed  on  officers  who  luid  acted 
thoughout  with  the  utmost  skill  and  ability. 
On  liiese  grounds  he  should  oppose  the 
motion. 

Sir  R.  InglU  objected  to  the  return, 
because  the  information  it  would  furnish 
would  be  much  too  limited  to  enable  them 
to  arrive  at  any  conclusion  with  certainty* 
Besides,  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex 
should  recollect  that  his  Majesty  appointed 
the  commanders  of  his  own  ships,  and  that 
the  House  of  Commons  could  have  no 
pretensions  to  interfere  with  the  manage- 
ment of  the  navy.  Neither  should  it  be 
forgotten,  that  the  law  which  passed 
sentence  on  an  officer  who  had  been  found 
wanting  in  bis  duty,  did  not  authorise  the 
publication  of  the  sentence  and  its  circula.. 
tion  over  the  whole  empire.  The  return 
moved  for  by  the  bon.  Member  would 
virtually  be  a  list  of  new  oonvictionsi  or  a 
new  bill  of  indictment  against  the  parties 
whom  it  concerned,  without  giving  them 
the  opportunity  of  defending  themselves. 

The  House  divided  :— Ayes  13 ;  Noee 
45 ;  Majority  32. 

List  of  the  Aybs. 


Elphinstone,  II. 
Rwart,  W, 
Bindley,  C. 
Leader,  J.  T. 
Lenuard,  T.  B. 
Pattison,  James 
Pechall,  Captain  R. 
Philips,  M. 
Rulhven,  £. 


Smith,  B. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Warburlon,  H. 
Williaras,  W. 


Tai.LEas« 


Hume,  J. 
Wason,  R. 


LiH  qfihe  Nose. 

Balfsnf,  T.  Copetauid,  W.  T. 

Baring,  F.  T.  Cwtelsi  U.  a 

Bateson»  Sir  R.  Di«k|  Quintin 

Berkeley,  hon.  F.  Estcourt,  T. 

Blake,  M,  J.  Fazakerley,  J.  N. 

Brodie,  W.  B.  Forster,  C.  S. 

Buller,  Sir  J.  B.  Yanle  Harcourtj  G.  S. 

Campbell,  Sir  J.  Hlnde,  J.  H. 

Chaodes,  Marq»  Uobhouse,  Sir  J.  C^ 

OhapouuL  Aaron  Howaid,  Philip  Hanqr 

CheiwynJi  Gapt.  Howieki  Vlssoont 
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Ingham,  R. 

Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 
Knatchbull,  Sir  £. 
La  wson,  Andrew 
LeDDOX,  Lord  G. 
Macleod,  R. 
Murray,  rt.  hon.  J. 
088ulston,Lord 
Palmer,  George 
Parker,  John 
Richards,  John 
Richards,  R. 
Rickford,  William 


RobinsoD,  G.  R. 
Rolfe,  Sir  R.  M. 
Rushbrooke,  Col. 
Russell,  Lord  John 
Shaw,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Stanley,  £. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Troubridge,  Sir  T. 
Vere,  Sir  C.  B. 
Vyvyan,  Sir  C.  R. 

TELLERS. 

Adam,  Sir  C. 
Dalmeny,  Lord 


Imprisonment  for  Debt.]  The 
Attorney -General  moved  that  the  Impri- 
Bonment  for  Debt  Bill  be  re  committed. 

The  House  in  Committee. 

On  Clause  1  being  proposed, 

Mr.  Richards  said,  that  no  Bill  ever  sub- 
mitted to  that  House,  was  more  carelessly 
and  inconsiderately  framed  than  the  pre- 
sent. It  professed  to  be  a  Bill  for  the 
abolition  of  imprisonment  for  debt,  except 
in  cases  of  fraud ;  and  yet  there  was  not 
one  of  its  provisions  which  made  it  fraudu- 
lent to  contract  a  debt  in  any  case,  or 
which  imposed  any  punishment  for  doing 
80.  It  was,  in  his  opinion,  a  crude  and  ill- 
digested  measure,  and  would  be  infinitely 
more  mischievous  in  its  effects  than  the 
law  as  it  now  stood.  It  appeared  to  him 
to  offer  direct  encouragement  to  debtors 
to  give  undue  preference  to  creditors; 
and  greater  facility  would  be  given  than 
at  present  for  committing  fraud  in  this 
respect.  If  imprisonment  for  debt  were  an 
unjust  and  unnecessary  evil,  why  did  not 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  content 
himself  with  proposing  to  retain  the  goods 
of  the  debtor,  without  reserving  the  power 
of  imprisonment  to  the  Crown  ?  This  was, 
in  fact,  contradictory  to  the  principles  on 
which  the  measure  was  founded.  He 
strongly  objected  to  the  Bill,  on  the  ground 
that  it  would  give  extended  power  for  the 
recovery  of  debts  only  to  individuals  suing 
in  the  superior  courts.  As  regarded  the 
great  mass  of  creditors,  it  would  curtail 
rather  than  extend  the  remedy  against 
debtors.  To  persons  who  claimed  an 
amount  not  extending  to  1 00^.,  the  remedy 
would  be  much  more  troublesome,  expen- 
•ive»  and  dilatory,  than  at  present.  In 
fact,  the  Bill  would  shut  up  almost  every 
local  court  for  the  recovery  of  debts  in  the 
ooontry. 

Mr.  O.  K  Young  said,  that  the  enact- 
ments of  the  Bill  by  no  means  bore  out 
that  whieh  assumed  to  be  its  principle, 
lUMlthaiiiwasTiewed  by  the  Uading  in- 


terests and  the  country  at  large  with 
universal  distrust.  There  was  among  all 
classes  a  growing  dislike  to  the  practice  of 
imprisonment,  and  he  thought  it  would  be 
better  to  trust  to  that  than  to  take  away 
the  power  to  which  public  opinion  was 
sufficiently  opposed  as  to  prevent  the  im- 
proper use  of  it.  If  material  alterations 
were  not  introduced  in  the  measure  in  its 
progress  through  the  Committee,  he  hoped 
the  opportunity  of  objecting  to  the  Bill 
and  dividing  against  it  on  the  third  read* 
ing  would  be  afforded. 

The  Attorney- General  said,  that  in  due 
time  he  hoped  to  be  able  to  convince  the 
hon.  Gentleman  and  the  present  opposers 
of  the  measure  that  it  was  calculated  to 
benefit  creditors.  He  thought  the  practice 
of  discussing  the  principle  of  a  Bill  in 
Committee  an  inconvenient  one.  The 
third  reading  would  afford  an  opportunity 
for  that  full  discussion,  without  which  he 
should  much  lament  that  the  measure 
should  pass. 

Mr.  Mark  Philips  said,  he  was  not  op- 
posed to  proceeding  with  the  Bill  on 
factious  grounds ;  he  only  wished  for  some 
delay  that  would  afford  him  the  oppor- 
tunity of  communicating  with  his  consti- 
tuents,  whose  interests  were  deeply  in- 
volved. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

On  Clause  12  being  read, 

Mr.  Wason  moved  the  omission  of  the 
words  recognizing  the  exception  of  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  of  Commons  from  the 
full  operation  of  the  clause. 

The  Attorney-General  thought  it  inex« 
pedient  to  re-agitate  a  question  which  had 
been  already  decided  on  in  a  previous 
Committee. 

Colonel  Thompson  said,  he  had  heard  it 
alleged  as  a  reason  for  the  introduction  of 
those  words  into  the  clause  which  ex- 
empted Members  of  Parliament  from  arrest 
in  cases  where,  according  to  this  Bill, 
other  persons  would  be  liable  to  it,  was 
because  the  Bill  would  not  pass  another 
place  without  them.  Now  he  thought 
that  this  House,  if  such  were  the  case, 
would,  by  consenting  to  this  clause  without 
the  pioposed  amendment,  be  doing  a  veiy 
unhandsome  office  for  that  other  place. 

Mr.  Finch  was  sure  that  for  one  Mem- 
ber of  the  other  House,  who  desiied  the 
exemption  in  the  clause,  before  the  Com- 
mittee, there  were  twenty  Members  of  that 
House  who  were  anxious  to  enjoy  it«    H^ 
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Mr.  Mark  Philips  was  of  opinion,  that 
a  question  affecting  the  character  of  that 
Hoase  onght  not  to  be  settled  in  so  thin 
a  House,  and  advised  a  postponement  of 
the  amendment. 

The  Attornet/'General  had  introduced 
the  words  into  the  clause  exempting  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  from  its  foil  operation, 
not  with  reference  to  any  opinion  that 
might  be  entertained  of  the  measure  itself 
hy  that  or  any  other  House,  but  because 
he  believed  the  introduction  of  such  words 
to  be  just  and  proper.  The  clause  gave 
a  remedy  against  the  person  of  a  debtor 
after  neglecting  to  comply  with  the  certain 
requisite  forms  and  orders  of  court,  &c. 
But  he  had  considered  that  a  Member  of 
Parliament  ought  to  be  protected  from  all 
arrest^  in  order  that  he  might  attend  to  the 
proper  discbarge  of  his  duties  as  a  Mem- 
ber. If  he  were  not  so,  false  debts  might 
be  sworn  to  against  him,  and  he  might 
be  -kept  away  from  the  House  by  a  ma- 
licious creditor  when  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  for  the  interests  of  his  constitu-, 
ents  that  he  should  be  there.  In  such 
a  case  he  might  lose  the  pleasure  of 
listening  to  the  eloquence  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Knaresboroogh.  -By  the  pre- 
sent Bill  the  creditors  of  a  Member  of  Par- 
liament would  be  placed  in  a  much  better 
situation  than  they  were  in  before, 
inasmuch  as  while,  by  the  present  system, 
all  the  property  and  even  the  servants  of 
Members  of  Parliament  were  privileged, 
they  would  by  the  present  measure  have  a 
remedy  against  all  their  property,  whether 
landed,  personal,  or  funded  ;  in  short,  of 
every  description  whatsoever.  They  would 
gain  a  great  deal  and  lose  nothing.  Under 
such  circumstances  why  should  hon. 
Members  wish  to  alter  the  division  which 
had  already  taken  place  upon  the  matter 
in  a  House  much  fuller  than  the  present  ? 

Mr.  Richards  said ,  he  should  be  sorry  to 
contribute  towards  doing  anything  which 
might  prevent  hon.  Members  listening  to 
the  Attorney-Generars  learned  exposition 
of  the  laws  in  that  House.  He  was  only 
answering  the  sarcasm  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman.  He  would,  however, 
maintain  his  objection  to  the  whole  Bill, 
as  altogether  impracticable  and  imperti- 
nent, and  he  hoped  the  hon.  Member  for 
Ipswich  would  persist  in  dividing  the 
House,  in  which  case  he  would  certainly 
give  him  his  vote« 

Mr.  Qeorge  F.  Yofdig  might  be  induced 
to  support  the  principle  advocated  by  hon. 


Gentlemen  opposite  if  it  were  presented  in 
the  shape  of  a  substantive  measure ;  but 
he  objected  to  this  attempt  to  carry  it  by 
a  side  wind.  The  privilege  belonged 
rather  to  their  constituents  than  to  hon. 
Members  themselves  ;  and  he>  therefore, 
should  support  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney-General. 

Mr.  Aglionhy  did  not  think  that  the 
proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich 
would  interfere  with  the  proper  discharge 
of  their  Parliamentary  duties  by  hon. 
Members;  the  more  especially  as,  by  a 
fair  statement  to  the  Commissioners, 
gentlemen  would  be  released  from  personal 
restraint.  He  therefore  should  support 
the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  Hume  observed,  that  no  portion  of 
the  privileges  of  Members  of  Parliament 
was  so  much  objected  to  out  of  doors  as 
that  which  the  Attorney-General  wished 
to  perpetuate.  He  therefore  hoped  that 
if  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  failed  now, 
he  would  renew  his  exertions  on  a  very  6t 
opportunity. 

The  Soliciiar^General  had  not  expected 
that  this  matter  would  have  been  again 
discussed  that  evening  and  the  whole  case 
re-opened.  It  was  not  fair  to  .absent 
Members,  nor  was  it  even  fair  to  those 
present.  He  could  not  say  that  his  mind 
was  made  up  on  the  subject;  but  he 
certainly  should,  at  present,  support  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend,  the  Attorney- 
General. 

Mu  Scarlett  stated f  that  in  his  judg- 
ment this  was  a  question  of  the  privileges 
of  the  people,  who  had  a  right  to  elect 
even  a  fraudulent  representative  if  they 
pleased,  and  also  to  give  him  the  protection 
which  under  the  present  law  he  enjoyed. 
On  the  abstract  question  he  had  not  made 
up  his  mind. 

Sir  J.  HobhcHse  agreed  with  the  Solici- 
tor-General. He  had  not  made  up  his  mind 
fully  on  the  subject,  and  thought  that  an 
improper  moment  to  decide  on  it.  If  the 
privilege,  which  the  Attorney-General 
proposed  not  to  alter  were  invidious,  it 
was  in  proportion  to  its  invidiousness  that 
the  House  should  discuss  it  fairly. 

The  Attorney-General  remarked  that 
he  was  not  personally  interested  in  the 
matter,  because,  representing  the  city  of 
Edinburgh,  he  did  not  want  a  qualifica- 
tion, and  he  was  on  principle  opposed  to 
the  exaction  of  qualifications  from  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament.  But  if  the  pro|K>8al  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  l^wioh,  to  strike 
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oat  tiw  wordi  whbh  be  <die  Attoftray.* 
Gkntral)  hftd  iioMrted,  were  cpoiplM 
with,  Umo  qualifications  foe  Members  of 
Parliament  mutt  be  abolished*  The  fictt» 
tioua  quaUlicatione  which  had  been  the 
means  of  ipse  ring  seats  in  that  House  to 
some  of  its  best  Members  for  numbers  of 
years,  would  not  stand  tlie  trst  of  an  ex* 
amination  by  a  Commissioner.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  had  always  advocated 
theoontinuanoe  of  qualifications,  and  there* 
fors  ought,  he  thought,  to  support  him 

Mr.  Harvey  thought,  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attomsy-Oeneral  had  made  an  ap- 
peal ?ery  likelv  to  defeat  its  own  object. 
He  called  on  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to 
support  the  clause,  otherwise  it  would  lead 
to  the  abolition  of  all  qualification.  In 
plain  terms,  he  said,  you  Gonsenrative 
Gentlemen  are  known  to  be  beggars 
-•^men  of  straw,  sitting  by  virtue  of 
paper  qualifications,  and  if  you  suiibr 
this  protection  to  be  abrogated,  you 
will  expose  yourselves  to  an  examine* 
tion  which  will  at  once  detect  your  pro* 
pertv  and  your  fhiud.  Could  any  sug- 
gestion be  more  monstrous  and  insulting  I 
Then  it  was  said  the  Bill,  witlMroi  this 
olamte,  would  be  lost  in  another  place. 
For  his  part  he  wonM  be  deterred  by  no 
such  apprehension.  Let  the  disgrace  at** 
tach  to  the  proper  parties,  and  we  ouffht 
not  to  protect  ourselves  by  imputtng 
intentional  misconduct  to  others.  If  the 
Bill  should  return  to  this  House  with  the 
obnoxious  clause  restored,  we  must  meet 
the  exigency  when  It  arises.  It  might  so 
happen,  that  it  would  be  better  to  accept 
the  Bill  so  prejudiced,  hut  at  all  events, 
let  it  go  forth  to  the  world  by  whom  the 
dirty  deed  was  done.— 'What  was  the  evil 
apprehended  ?  That  a  Member  of  Parli- 
ament might  have  to  confess  himself  a 
bagger,  and  moreover,  that  he  had  com- 
mitted perjury.  And  was  that  the  man  to 
protect!  He  (Mr.  Harvey)  was  against 
a  compulsory  qualification,  but  so  long  as 
the  law  required  it,  so  long  ought  it  to  be 
palpable  and  tangible. 

Mr.  George  F.  Young  moved,  that  the 
Chairman  do  then  report  progress  and  ask 
leave  to  sit  again. 

The  Committee  divided  on  Mr.  Young's 
motion  ;  Ayes  27  ;   Noes  39  :    Mojority 

List  of  the  Aybs. 


Gattphell,  Sir  J.  Marry,  J.  A. 
Cavendish,  hon.  C.        Priee,  Sir  Robert 

Curteis,  H.  B«  Soarlstt,  hon.  R. 

Fazakerley,  J.  N.  Stanley.  £.  J. 

Pitzroy  Lord  C.  Tancred,  H.  W. 
Fleetwood,  Peter  11.       Troubridge,  Sir  T. 

Gordon,  Robert  Vemey,  Sir  If.,  Bsrt. 

Hobhouse,  Sir  J.  C.       Warburton,  fl. 

Howard,  P.  H.  Wrigfatson,  W. 

Ingham,^  R»  Young,  O.  P. 

Johnstone,  Sir  J.  TCLLsas, 
Knight,  Henry  Gaily      Rolfe,  Sir  R.  M. 

Marjoribanks,  S.  Parker,  John 

Li$i  of  the  Noes* 

Aglionby,  H.  A.  Lawion,  Andrew 

Alsager,  Captain  Leader,  J.  T. 

Bowes,  John  Lennox,  Lord  G. 

BrotbertOD,  J.  Martin,  J. 

Buller.  Sir  J.  North,  F. 

Clay,  William  O^Connell,  M.  J. 

Copeland,  W.  T.  Pease,  J. 

Elphinstone,  H.  Philips,  Mark 

Estoourt,  Thos.  Rickford,  W. 

Ewart,  W.  Ruthven,  £i 

Finchi  George  Scourfield,  W*  H. 

Forster,  C.  S.  Sheppard«  T. 

Greene,  Thomas  Sibthorp,  Col. 

Guest,  J.  Sinclair,  Sir  George 

Harv^,  D.  W.  Thompson  Aid. 

Hastie,  A.  Thompson,  Col. 

HaweSi  B.  Townley,  R.  G. 

Hinds,  J.  H.  Wtlliama»  W. 

Hiodley,  C.  tsllsrs. 

Hughes^  Hughes  Wason,B. 

Hume,  J.  Richards,  John 

Some  verbal  amendments  were  made. 
The  House  resumed. 
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HOUSE   OF   LORDS, 
Wednesday^  March  22, 1837. 

MnfOTxa.]  BWi.  lUctivsd  the  Hoyal  AamAi-^Ttm^ 
oTAidi. 

PMltlMis  pNMntcd.  By  Cm  BMhop  Of  HSMffDRD,  ttam 
th#  Den  and  Chapter  of  St.  Piitr,  Wertmiwiw,  i«iloil « 
Piopoiiiion  coDUioM  in  the  Fourth  Report  g£  the  Keete- 
tlasticel  Comminioners.  tot  the  ReduettoQ  of  the  Twriye 
PNlwidarlei  M  Four. 

Adjourned  to  April  6th. 


>»»*»*< 


Afigervfteio^  John 
Baring,  Franoia  T. 


Bridgman,  H. 
Brodie,W.B. 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  March  22, 1837. 

II111OTM.3  Btlli.  Reiki  •  weond  time»— Mutiiiy  ttd  Ut- 
rine  Mutiny,— Read  a  fint  timt:-«  Burghs  of  JIanay 
(Scotland). 

Petitiom  preeentod.  By  leveral  Hon.  Mimmu,  ffon 
varkHift  plaoa«»  afatast  the  Abolition  of  Churelhntaa.-*-  By 
Mr.  Hdm*  ami  other  Hon,  MsMBina,  firom  TariouapiaoBt* 
fbr  the  Abolition  of  Chureh-mte8.->By  Mr.  BiiorH*RToi« 
and  other  Hon.  Maiwaita,  ftom  varlout  plaeei,  ftir 
AiMBdment  of  PoorJav  Aet.— By  Mn  Lbni#4Mo»  Oan 
Maldon,  in  mtpport  of  the  Poor-law  Act.~By  Mr.  Baium 
and  other  Hon.  MsmiKiia.  from  various  plaees,  for  the 
Repeal  of  Duty  on  Foreign  Wort  and  Oliire  Oil^^By  Mr. 
BAtNsa  and  Mr.  Baomainttir.  ftom  Glai^gm  and  Derby, 
for  Repeal  of  Duty  on  Cotton  Wool— By  the  ArroairiT- 
OimiftAiv  fhm  £dinbor|)i,  Ibr  Repeal  of  Duty  on  Fin 


Mt    Omiuhr  AgmU  ai  CracM.    (MAftcnO)   E.-India  MafMm  Offieen.  V0« 

eomtaig  at  it  did  fhMn  «  Minister  of  tlit 
Crown,  oontented  to  withdraw  hit  molioo» 
and  accordingly  did  so.  That  was  now  nearly 
a  year  ago,  and  he  (Lord  Stuart)  wished 
to  ask  the  noble  Lord  whether  any  Consular 
agent  had  yet  been  appointed  t  and  if  so, 
when  he  was  to  proceed  to  his  destination. 

Viscount  PalmtftHm  said,  that  the  noble 
Lord  had  stated  with  perfect  correctness 
the  answer  which  had  been  given  upon  the 
occasion  referred  to.  He  stated  at  onee 
that  it  was  his  intention  to  send  a  consular 
agent  to  Cracow,  and  such  at  the  time 
had  undoubtedly  been  his  intention,  but 
havine  since  found  that  there  would  be 
considerable  difficulty  attending  it,  greater 
indeed,  than  he  had  then  anticipated,  he  had 
altered  his  intention  and  had  not  sent  a 
Consular  Agent  to  Cracow,  and  it  was  not, 
at  present,  his  intention  to  do  so. 

Lord  Dudley  Siuari  ssid,  that  in  con- 
sequence of  tnis  most  extraordinary  con* 
tradiction  on  the  part  of  the  noble  Lord, 
and  of  which  he  had  now,  in  the  hearing 
of  the  House,  made  admission,  he  would 
give  notice  that  he  should  take  as  early  an 
ooportunity  as  he  could  avail  himself  of 
after  the  recess  of  bringing  the  subject  of 
Cracow  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House. 

Viscount  PalmerMlon  was  quite  aware  of 
his  contradiction.  He  had  stated  his 
intention  of  sending  a  Consular  agent  to 
Cracow,  but  he  had  been  subsequently 
induced  to  alter  that  intention.  When  the 
noble  Lord  should  bring  the  question  before 
the  House,  he  was  sure  he  should  be  able 
to  state  reasons  sufficient  to  show  that  he 
had  exercised  a  sound  discretion  in  having 
changed  his  original  intention. 

Subject  dropped. 

East  India  Maritime  Officers.] 
Mr.  Robinson^  in  moving  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  East  India  Maritime  Officers' 
Bill,  said  that  all  members  both  of  the 
last  and  present  Board  of  Control,  had 
agreed  in  the  Report,  which  stated  that 
by  the  rule  of  the  Directors  of  the  East- 
India  Company,  certain  officers  had  been 
excluded  (torn  the  list  who  were  entitled 
to  compensation.  When  the  negotiation 
had  taKen  place  between  his  Majesty's 
Government  and  the  East  India  Company 
for  the  purpose  of  putting  an  end  to  the 
privileges  of  that  body  for  the  benefit  of 
the  public  at  large,  an  express  agreement 
had  been  entered  into  by  the  Company 
with  the  Government  on  behalf  of  those 
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nom  intUm  ptoM,  for  Repoa  of  Duty  on  Soap^By 
Mr.  IIVMB,  from  Ifountain,  t>ot  Adoption  of  the  Ballot— 
By  Mr.  CtA v.  fkmn  Anity  and  Andenrtfln,  fbr  Itepenl  et 
Ccn^an^^^tf  BIr.  Hohmam*  from  Qlmiaw  md  B«fQ» 
ley,  for  Reduction  of  Duty  on  Tobaooo.— By  Captain 
PiciiBi.i.»  for  the  Uoenwd  Victuanen  (Brighton),  for  Ue> 
vWoB  of  Uw  Lam  relati^  to  Innkeepcn.— By  Mr.  HuMa, 
tnm  HMBioanmith,  oomplauiliw  of  Frovtolona  in  Modem 
Acta  of  Pailiamant  which  give  certain  Inhabitants  of 
Pariihci  a  PluraUty  of  Votei. 

WxsTEitir  Railway.— Paddington 
Estate.]  Mr.  C  Russell^  in  moving  the 
third  reading  of  the  Great  Western  Rail* 
way  Bill,  begged  to  state,  in  order  to  cor> 
reet  any  erroneous  impression,  that  the 
Paddington  estate  was  vested  in  trustees 
for  the  benefit  of  the  representatives  of 
the  lessees  and  of  the  see  of  London, 
one-third  part  only  of  the  clear  annual 
rant  going  to  tlie  see.  There  was  a  mort«- 
gage  on  the  estate  of  about  23,000/.,  and 
the  whole  of  the  money  to  be  received  from 
the  Great  Western  Railroad  Company 
would  be  applied  to  the  paying  off  this 
mortgage,  and  to  making  compensation 
to  certain  tenants  whose  premises  would 
be  taken  IVoro  them.  Not  one  shilling  of 
this  money  would  find  its  way  into  the 
hands  either  of  the  lessees  or  the  bishop, 
who  would  derive  no  other  benefit  than  an 
improved  annual  rent  after  the  expiration 
of  a  certain  term  of  years.  He  should 
liave  made  this  statement  yesterday  if  he 
had  not  supposed  that  the  circumstances 
had  been  sufficiently  explained  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Lambeth. 

Bill  read  a  third  time. 

Consular  Agent  AT  Cracow.]  Lord 
Dudleff  Simari  seeing  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  in  his  place, 
said  he  would  avail  himself  of  the  oppor- 
tnnity  of  putting  a  question  to  him.— -It 
might  be  in  the  recollection  of  the  noble 
Lord,  as  he  was  sore  it  was  in  the  recol- 
lection of  many  hon.  Members  of  that 
House,  that  on  the  20th  of  April  last  a 
motion  had  been  made  by  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Lancaster,  for  an  humble 
Address  to  his  Majesty  p^^aying  that  he 
would  be  pleased  to  send  a  consular 
agent  to  Cracow.  The  noble  Lord,  as 
a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  assured  the  hon. 
Gentleman  on  that  occasion  that  it  was 
the  intention  of  his  Majesty's  Government 
to  send  a  consular  agent  to  reside  at 
Cracow,  and  on  the  ground  that  such  was 
the  case  had  entreated  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  withdraw  his  motion.  The  hon. 
Member  in  consequence  ofthatassurance. 
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officers,  which  wassubsequentlv  ganctioned 
by  ParliameDt,  to  the  effect  that  ia  put- 
ting an  end  to  the  trading  priyiieges  ot  the 
East  India  Company  care  should  be  taken 
that  the  claims  of  these  officers  should 
not  be  prejudiced  on  that  account.  Now, 
he  would  remind  the  House  that  there  was 
no  doubt  whatever  as  to  the  nature  of  the 
clause  of  the  Act  of  Parliament  on  this 
subject.  In  the  Sd  and  4th  of  William 
the  4th,  c.  4,  sec.  7,  it  was  expressly 
provided  that  the  claims  of  these  officers 
should  be  considered  without  regard  to 
their  time  of  service,  or  the  time  they  had 
quitted  service;  but  merely  upon  the 
point  of  their  interest  having  or  not 
having,  been  affected  by  the  discontinu- 
ance of  the  East  India  Company's  trade. 
He  defied  any  man  to  contradict  him  in 
saying  that  that  was  the  obvious  meaning 
of  the  Act;  and  surely  neither  the  East 
India  Company  nor  the  Board  of  Control 
had  any  right  to  put  a  limit  on  an  Act  of 
Parliament  which  was  not  contained  in 
the  enactment  itself.  He  charged  the 
East  India  Company  Directors  with  a  te- 
nacious adherence  to  a  rule  by  which 
those  officers  had  been  excluded  from  the 
list,  contrary  to  the  meaning  of  the  Act  of 
Parliament,  and  also  of  an  unwillingness 
on  their  part  to  consider  the  claims  of 
those  gentlemen .  That  was  a  grave  charge, 
and  although  not  amounting  to  one  of 
absolute  injustice,  yet  to  those  officers 
the  effect  was  precisely  the  same  whether 
they  had  been  intentionally  treated  with 
injustice,  or  treated  so  by  an  obstinate 
and  tenacious  adherence  to  an  improper 
construction  of  the  Act  of  Parliament. 
On  the  16th  of  December,  1834,  the 
Court  of  Proprietors  of  the  East  India 
Company  had  unanimously  agreed  that 
those  omcers  were  justly  entitled  to  com- 
pensation. The  Court  of  Directors,  how- 
ever, prescribed  a  rule  of  time,  which  he 
maintained  they  had  no  right  to  do  under 
the  Act  of  Parliament,  and  the  admission 
of  which,  it  had  been  pointed  out  to  them, 
would  exclude  several  meritorious  officers 
who  were  entitled  to  compensation.  He 
had,  notwithstanding,  understood  that  the 
Court  of  directors  and  the  Board  of  Control 
were  willing  to  consider  the  cases  of  any 
officers  who  had  been  excluded  under  this 
rule  of  time  upon  their  special  merits;  but 
upon  being  cauled  on  to  do  so,  they  re- 
fused, and  had  up  to  this  moment  de- 
prived those  officers  of  any  opportunity 
of  establishing  their  claimSi  even  upon 


special  grounds.  Now,  until  his  opinion 
was  changed  by  a  vote  of  that  House,  he 
would  not  believe  that  a  British  Parlia- 
ment would  sanction  so  unjust  a  proceed- 
ing. He  would  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Control,  upon  what  ground  was 
it,  after  the  Report  which  had  been  made 
and  unanimously  agreed  to  that  those 
officers  were  to  be  excluded  by  this  rule 
of  time  from  ever  having  their  claims  con- 
sidered upon  their  merits  ?  When  Lord 
Glenelg  was  under  examination  before  the 
Committee,  he  (Mr.  Robinson)  had  asked 
him  if  he  believed  it  to  be  in  the  power 
of  the  Court  of  Directors  of  the  East  India 
Company,  with  the  consent  of  the  Board 
of  Control,  to  consider  upon  equitable 
grounds  the  claims  of  the  officers  who 
had  been  excluded,  and  his  Lordship  an- 
swered that  such  was  his  opinion.  Upon 
his  Lordship  being  asked  if  he  intended 
to  exclude  the  consideration  of  all  special 
cases,  he  said,  ''  I  do  not  say  I  intend 
to  exclude  all  special  cases.  It  is  my 
opinion  that  special  cases  ought  to  be 
considered."  He  was  also  asked,  **  if 
any  officers  who  have  been  excluded  from 
compensation,  by  the  rule  of  time  could 
make  out  clearly  that  their  interests  had 
been  affected  by  the  discontinuance  of  tfie 
Compan/s  trade,  it  would  still  be  your 
Lordship's  opinion  that  it  was  in  the 
power  of  the  Company  to  compensate 
them?"  to  which  his  Lordship  replied, 
^'  You  have  expressed  precisely  my  opi- 
nion." Now  he  ('Mr.  Robinson)  had 
shown  that  the  Court  of  Directors  had 
expressed  a  desire  that  these  officefor 
should  be  compensated,  and  that  a^om- 
mittee  of  the  House  of  Commons,-  in  con- 
sequence of  a  petition  from  tht>se  officers, 
complaining  that  they  hadbeen  excluded, 
had  decided  that  they  were  justly  entitled 
to  compensation,  and  he  had  thought 
that  upon  a  further  application  to  the 
East  India  Company  and  Board  of  Con* 
trol,  they  would  have,  under  these  cir* 
cumstances,  been  disposed  to  consider  the 
claims  of  those  officers  upon  their  merits ; 
but,  strange  to  say,  although  these 
officers  had  again  applied,  with  the  Re* 
port  of  the  Committee  in  their  hands, 
they  received  from  the  Company  the  same 
answer  as  before — namely,  that  they  did 
not  come  within  the  rule  of  time,*and  that, 
therefore,  their  case  could  not  be  consi- 
dered. What  right  had  the  East  India 
Company  to  put  a  limit  to  the  Act  of  Par- 
liament which  it  did  not  contain—^ibrhe 
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again  asserted  that  there  was  no  limit  of 
time  in  the  Act  ?  The  Act  gave  to  all 
those  parties  an  equitable  claim  if  they 
could  make  out  their  case,  and  more  than 
that,  they  or  he  did  not  demand.  No  power 
on  earth  could  or  ought  to  exclude  any  of 
those  officers  from  compensation,  who, 
taking  upon  themselves  the  onusprobandi, 
could  establish  their  right  to  that  com- 
pensation. But  when  this  Act  had  pass- 
ed, the  Board  of  Directors  and  Board 
of  Control  prescribed  a  rule  by  which,  for- 
sooth, the  Act  of  Parliament  was  to  be 
evaded,  and  by  which,  no  matter  how 
strong  the  merits  of  the  claims  put  forward, 
they  were  excluded  from  even  being  con- 
sidered.  If  he  were  to  go  into  an  exami* 
nation  of  the  manner  in  which  the  East- 
India  Company  had  dealt  with  these  me- 
ritorious officers,  he  could  show  that  they, 
had  been  most  miserably  and  unfairly 
treated.  He  could  show  that  compensa- 
tion had  been  given  to  others  whose  claims 
were  much  inferior  to  those  whose  case  he 
now  urged  upon  the  attention  of  the 
House.  A  certain  rule  of  time  had  been 
adopted  with  reference  to  the  claims  for 
compensation.  This  rule  of  time  was 
fixed  in  August,  1828,  and  in  its  oper- 
ation was  most  unjust  and  oppressive. 
The  House  would  best  understand  this 
if  he  stated  a  case  that  had  occurred. 
A  maritime  officer,  in  the  service  of  the 
East-India  Company,  quitted  his  ship  in 
July,  1828;  not  voluntarily,  but  owing  to 
the  ship  to  which  he  belonged  being  paid 
off  and  disposed  of  by  the  act  and  direc- 
tions of  the  Board  of  Directors.  This 
officer  frequently  applied  for  new  employ- 
ment; he  was  refused  it,  and  it  was  held 
that  he  did  not  come  within  the  rule  of 
time,  and  therefore  was  not  entitled  to 
compensation.  The  other  was  the  case 
of  an  officer  who  had  made  a  fortune  in 
the  service  of  the  East-India  Company, 
and  who  quitted  that  service  with  the 
intention  of  returning  no  more  to  it  in  the 
month  of  September,  1828,  and  it  was 
held  that  this  officer  came  within  the  rule 
of  time,  and  was  entitled  to  compensation. 
Sttch  was  the  injustice  which  was  worked 
by  this  rule  of  time.  No  less  than  150 
officers  had  applied  to  the  East- India 
Company  to  have  their  cases  considered 
on  their  respective  merits,  and  this  num- 
ber and  the  labour  of  the  investigation  of 
each,  had  doubtless  alarmed  the  Court  of 
Directors.  Still  he  maintained  that  they 
.were  bound  in  justice  to  proceed  with  the 
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inquiries  as  prayed,  and  all  he  (Mr.  Robin- 
son) now  asked  by  this  Bill,  was  to  com- 
pel them  to  do  so,  and  in  point  of  fact, 
to  enforce  the  provisions  of  their  own 
measure.  The  Bill  he  sought  to  carry 
through  established  no  new  principle;  it 
only  asked  the  House  to  enforce  the  pro- 
visions of  its  own  statute — to  declare  that 
the  East-India  Company,  in  the  rules  they 
had  made  with  reference  to  the  awarding 
compensation  to  these  maritime  officers, 
had  been  guilty  of  an  error  in  judg- 
ment— an  error  which  had  been  productive 
of  gross  injustice  to  a  most  deserving  and 
meritorious  class  of  men.  The  Bill  did 
not  compel  the  payment  of  a  single  shil- 
ling, but  went  to  compel  an  investigation 
of  claims  according  to  the  views  embodied 
in  the  Report  of  the  Select  Committee  of 
last  Session,  in  direct  contravention  of 
which  both  the  Court  of  Directors  and  the 
Board  of  Control  had  proceeded.  They 
had  endeavoured  to  avoid  comiug  before 
Parliament,  but  all  their  remonstrances 
had  failed,  and  they  were  now  compelled 
reluctantly  to  make  this  appeal.  Let  it 
not  be  forgotten  that  the  East-India  Com- 
pany had  got  great  benefits  by  the  last 
statute,  which  secured  to  themselves  va- 
luable dividends  for  a  long  period  of  time, 
and  that  they  had  been  lavish  in  the 
compensation  awarded  to  their  civil  and 
military  servants  and  officers.  Could  it 
then  be  justified,  that  when  the  trading 
privileges  of  the  East-India  Company  were 
superseded,  any  portion  of  men  having 
valid  claims,  should  be  left  to  complain  of 
the  gross  injustice  done  to  them,  not  in 
consequence  of  any  act  of  their  own,  but 
resulting  from  the  acts  and  orders  of  the 
Court  of  Directors  ?  Neither  could  it  be 
said  that  there  was  any  want  of  funds, 
out  of  which  to  award  this  compensation, 
for  the  East-India  Company  themselves 
made  a  return  of  their  own  estimate, 
amounting  to  1,224,000/.,  as  necessary 
for  that  purpose.  On  all  these  grounds 
he  trusted  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  now 
at  the  head  of  the  Board  of  Control 
would,  on  reflection,  feel  that  he  had  been 
a  party  to  an  ill-advised  arrangement, 
which  had  had  the  effect  of  perpetrating 
gross  injustice,  and  that  being  so  con- 
vinced, he  would  not  adhere  from  any 
feelings  of  false  pride  to  the  decision  to 
which  he  had  formerly  come,  and  which 
experience  now  showed  to  be  erroneous. 
He  therefore  entreated  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  and  the  House,  on  the  grounds 
2A 
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of  comnion  justicei  to  allow  thk  Bill  to  be 
read  a  second  time.  The  hon.  Member 
concluded  by  moving  that  the  Bill  be  now 
read  a  second  time. 

Sir  J,  C.  Hothouse^  in  spite  of  the 
app(»al  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Worcester  to  his  sense  of  justice,  felt 
himself  imperatively  compelled — to  oppose 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill,  and  he 
could  not  help  thinking  that  he  should 
be  able  to  convince  those  hon.  Members 
who  had  listened  to  the  appeal  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Worcester,  that  it  would  be 
extremely  unjust  to  the  East-India  Com- 
pany to  pass  this  measure.  In  the  onset 
he  must  state  that  he  had  been  no  party 
to  the  arrangements  from  which  those 
complaints  now  arose ;  those  arrangements 
bad  been  perfected  long  before  he  came 
to  the  office  of  President  of  the  Board  of 
Control.  When,  however,  it  was  deter- 
mined that  the  maritime  officers  of  the 
East-India  Company  should  receive  com- 
pensation, it  was  quite  clear  that  such 
compensation  must  be  granted  and  award- 
ed in  one  of  two  method»*^ither  that  all 
cases  should  be  considered  separately, 
with  reference  to  their  individual  merits, 
or  that  if  not  considered  separately  some 
definite  rule  to  apply  to  them  should  be 
laid  down.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  was 
here  interrupted  by 

An  hon.  Member  observing,  that  forty 
Members  were  not  present. 

House  counted  out. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Thurtday^  March  23,  1837. 

lllinmiSLl    nnifc    Retd  a  leeond  times-^DubUn  PoHce. 

PHitioiu  pMwnlwL  By  the  Loso  Adtocatr,  from  Muaid- 
burgh,  for  Small  Debts  (Scotland)  Bill}  and  for  Repeal  of 
Duty  on  Fire  Iniumnees. — ^By  Mr.  Divbtt,  fVom  Exeter, 
Ibr  Rcpaal  of  Duty  on  Rre  Inaarancai. — ^By  Mr.  Pkask, 
fton  Whitby,  for  otabHtfiiBg  a  Pund  for  the  Relief  of 
widows  of  Ofllcen  of  Excise. — By  Mr.  Robert  FfSRou»- 
•o»r,  from  Fffo,  for  suspending  Uie  Ae^  at  Sederunt. — By 
Mf.  BrAWDiMM  Baimv,  flnm  Kanturii,  for  AboKUoa  of 
TUhes  (Ireland)  i  for  Vote  by  Ballot;  and  for  Municipal 
CorpoMtions  (Ireland)  Bill.— By  Mr.  Hunk,  from  llOra- 
eomM»  for  Relieving  the  Proprietors  of  the  Shipping  Ga- 
leCte.  for  the  Postage  of  Letters  eootalning  only  Commer- 
cial Intelligenoe*— By  Sir  R.  Vtttan,  f^om  Bristol,  for 
better  regulation  of  Bristol  Court  of  Conscience.— By  Lord 
Viseount  Momrrm,  from  the  Vnlirersity  of  Dublin,  for 
eontering  the  Right  of  Voting  for  Meroben  for  the  Uni* 
venity,  on  those  who  have  or  who  may  in  future  obtain 
Modemtonhipe  in  the  University  of  DuWn.— By  Mr. 
HiNOLtT  and  Mr.  Autbob  TasvOB,  ftom  various  phuws, 
for  Exemptioo  from  the  Opceation  of  Poor-law  Act.— By 
Mr.  Ahthur  TaavoR,  from  Paulsferry,  for  separating  that 
Parish  ftom  the  Pollsbury  and  Stoney  Stratford  Union, 
and  adittng  to  IheTNmeeiter  Union.-— By  Mr.  Ghanvillb, 
against  the  Aboliciun;  and  by  Mr.  IIimolby  and  other 
Moo.  MBSiaaaa,  from  various  places,  for  the  Abolition  of 
€liiircl».ra«es.^By  Sir  R.  VYVraw  and  other  Hon.  Man. 


Bsaa,  tmm  rarlous  plMMf  agidBtt  the  propoMd  tfoMut. 
—By  Mr.  Wabbortow  and  Mr.  Wiuca*  firom  various 
places,  for  the  proposed  Measure  for  the  Abolition  of 
ChuDoh-nites. 

Turn  PIKE  Trusts  (Scotland).)  Mr. 
Maxivell,  on  moving:  for  a  return  of  the 
debts  on  the  Scotch  Turnpike  Trust§,  for 
which  the  trustees  are  personally  liable^ 
observed,  that  many  of  the  roade  in  Scot- 
land were  of  very  recent  formation,  and 
made  al  g^ieat  expense  by  reason  of  the 
hills,  morasaes,  and  ravines,  which  inter- 
sected that  country.    The  tolls  upon  them 
were  consequently  very  high,  and  the  only 
means  by  which  the  pressure  of  these  tolls 
was  alleviated  were  to  be  found  in  the  low 
rate  of  interest  wbictt  was  paid  to  the  cre- 
ditors upon  them,  owing  to  the  collateral 
security  of  trustees,  some  of  the  most  pub- 
lic spirited  of  whom  were  personally  bound 
for  the    debts.      The   railway  projected 
through  the  counties  for  which  his  nottee 
for  returns  was  given,  had  caused  great 
apprehension  that  the  creditors  might  cafl 
up  the  monies  they  had  lent ;  or  at  iill 
events  demand  five  per  cent,  instead  of 
three  and  a  half,  for  interest  upon  thetr 
bonds.    The  trustees  would  be  obliged  in 
such  cases  to  cease  from  paying  off  debt, 
and  might  be  compelled  to  diminish  the 
expense  necessary  for  keeping  the  roads 
in  the  highest  possible  perfection,  and  to 
exact  the  highest  possible  rate  of  toll.  The 
returns  would  show  debt  annually  dimin- 
ishing ;  money  bonds  chargeable  with  the 
lowest  rate  of  interest;  conveyances  of  the 
greatest  weight  carried  through  hilly  dis- 
tricts with  a  very  small  horse  power,  by 
the  smooth  surface  and  level  line  of  road 
formed  by  this  system  of  personal  liability, 
so  creditable  to  tlie  public-spirited  persons 
who  had  come  forward   to  establish  tliese 
eligible  lines  of  road  for  the  public  benefit. 
These  trusiees  could  not  borrow  at  a  higher 
rate  of  interest  than  five  per  cent.,  and 
could  reap  no  profit  whatever  by  such  tolls 
on  the  traveller;    whereas  railway  com- 
panies might  gain  twenty  or  thirty  per 
cent,  on  travelling  by  their  mode  of  con- 
veyance ;  and  might  subject  travellers  on 
all  public  highways  through  which  they 
passed  to  higher  tolls  or  worse  roads,  and 
whose  most  valuable  traffic,viK.,  passengers, 
they  would  carry  away,  to  a  decadence 
which  would  never  be  compenstfted  to  any 
but    thoroughgoing    travellers     on     one 
solitary  lt«»e  of  communication.  The  hard- 
ship upon  trustees  whose  lands  were  taken, 
and  assignees  whose  securities  were  de- 
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preciatedy  ftppeared  to  him  deserving  of 
such  conBideration  as  they  sought,  not 
only  on  private,  bat  public  grounds ;  and 
he  had  accordingly  brought  their  peculiar 
case  under  the  notice  of  English  Members 
who  were  not  exposed  to  their  peculiar 
difficulties  by  the  English  system  of 
roads. 
Returns  ordered. 

Criminal  Law.]  Lord  /oAr  Russell: 
Sir,  in  rising  to  move  for  leave  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  to  abolish  the  punishment  of  death 
in  cases  of  forgery,  which  it  is  my  inten- 
tion to  follow  up  by  moving  for  leave  to 
brine  in  several  other  Bills  respecting  the 
crinunal  law  of  this  country,  I  think  it  due 
to  the  House  and  to  the  country  to  state 
the  motives  which  induce  the  Qovernment 
to  bring  forward  this  subject  at  this  time. 
In  the  present  state  of  public  business, 
when  there  are  so  many  measures  already 
before  the  Mouse,  each  of  which  requires 
much  consideration,  I  should  have  been 
most  willing,  if  I  could  have  done  so  eon- 
sistently  with  my  public  duty,  to  postpone 
the  measures  for  improving  the  criminal 
law  until  a  more  convenient  season.  The 
coarse  I  am  now  taking  is  the  result  of 
the  appointment  of  a  commission  on  the 
criminal  law,  some  years  ago.  It  was  the 
intention,  in  the  appointment  of  that  com- 
mission, that  they  should  consider,  first 
the  propriety  of  revising  the  whole  of  the 
unwritten  criminal  law  on  the  one 
aide,  and  of  revising  the  whole  of  the 
written  criminal  law  on  the  other ;  and, 
finally,  they  were  to  consider  the  expe- 
diency of  consolidating  the  whole.  The 
Commissioners  went  through  many  la- 
borious investigations  of  the  subject,  more 
especially  of  the  unwritten  law,  regarding 
thefts.  One  of  those  investigations  was 
exceedingly  valuable,  as  showing  the 
various  decisions  of  the  common  law  with 
respect  to  thefts.  It  soon  appeared,  how- 
ever, that,  to  make  a  digest  of  the  whole 
of  the  unwritten  law,  and  also  to  make  a 
digest  of  the  whole  of  the  written  law, 
could  hardly  be  done  without,  at  the  same 
time,  endeavouring  to  bring  them  into  a 
more  regular  and  methodical  shape. 
That  question  led  to  others,  most  difficult 
and  intricate.  Seeing  the  time  which 
must  necessarily  elapse — seeing  the  great 
Importance  and  the  great  intricacies  of  the 
questions  thus  raised,  and  which  had 
changed  the  whole  body  of  the  criminal 
law,  as  it  originally  prevailed,  and  as  it 


had  of  late  been  interpreted'^the  Com- 
missioners had  their  attention  directed 
to  the  present  state  of  the  criminal  law, 
with  a  view  to  its  reform,  and  the  conse* 
quence  of  their  attention  being  so  directed 
was,  that  a  report  was  presented  to  Par- 
liament in  the  course  of  last  Session,  in 
which  the  Commissioners  stated  that,  in 
their  opinion,  there  were  many  offences 
now  capital  from  which  capital  punish- 
ment ought  to  be  removed,  and  that  capital 
punishment  ought  to  be  limited  to  a  small 
number  of  offences.  .With  that  opinion  be« 
fore  me,  it  seemed  essential  not  to  go  on  for 
another  year  without  bringing  under  th^ 
consideration  of  Parliament  such  amend* 
ments  as  could  be  made  for  the  present^ 
without  waiting  for  the  total  reform  and 
digest  of  the  whole  unwritten  and  written 
law.  This  opinion  on  the  part  of  Qo- 
vernment has  been  very  muoh  strengthaned 
by  a  consideration  of  the  present  state  of 
the  execution  of  the  criminal  law  in 
respect  to  certain  offences.  It  was  the 
opinion  of  Dr.  Paley,  and  which,  for  a 
certain  time,  prevailed  generally,  that  it 
was  expedient  to  draw  into  the  criminal 
net,  as  the  law  was  called  by  him,  a 
great  number  of  offenders,  and  then  to 
select  a  few  upon  whom  it  would  be 
proper  to  inffict  punishment.  But  the 
impolicY— and  injustice,  I  might  likewise 
say— of  that  mode  of  proceeding,  was,  I 
consider,  fully  demonstrated  by  Sir 
Samuel  Romilfy,  when  he  undertook,  to 
his  immortal  credit,  and  the  great  advan* 
tage  of  the  country,  to  bring  before  Parlia- 
ment the  question  relative  to  the  improve* 
ment  and  reform  of  the  criminal  law. 
Without  dwelling  very  long  upon  opinions 
which,  1  believe,  are  not  now  very  gener- 
ally entertained,  I  will  proceed  to  state  to 
the  House  one  or  two  reasons  why,  the 
course  advocated  by  Paley,  is  most  inex- 
pedient and  likewise  unjust.  No  one  now 
doubts  that  it  is  the  object  of  criminal  ptt« 
nishment,  not  to  satisfj^  the  purposes  of  di- 
vine justice,  nor  to  inffict  human  vengeance, 
but  to  deter  from  the  commission  of  crime. 
But  this  purpose  is  not  at  all  answered 
when  you  say  that,  out  of  a  very  great 
proportion  of  offenders,  only  certain  vic- 
tims shall  be  chosen  on  whom  to  execute 
the  criminal  law,  without  defining  the 
aggravated  circumstances  in  their  cases 
which  shall  subject  them  to  its  operation. 
In  almost  every  case  where  the  extension 
of  mercy  is  applied  for  on  behalf  of  cri- 
minals, there  are  certain  circumstances 
2A2 
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stated,  which  naturally  suggest  themselves 
to  the  mind  of  every  non-professional  as 
^ell  as  every  professional  man,  as  grounds 
upon  which  that  mercy  should  he  ex- 
tended :  as,  for  instance,  where  offenders 
are  drawn  accidentally  into  thecomiriission 
of  crime,  where  persons  have  had  a  good 
character  before,  where  they  have  not  been 
guilty  of  any  offence  before,  where  they 
have  been  misled  by  others,  or  where  there 
is  reason  to  suppose  that  they  have  not 
been  the  most  guilty  in  the  commission  of 
the  offence.  There  are  various  other 
grounds  of  mercy  which  occur  to  every 
person,  the  most  simple  as  well  as  the 
most  learned.  If  we  were  to  say,  that  we 
>irould  not  extend  mercy  to  a  certain 
number  of  cases  to  which  the  penalty  of 
death  was  affixed  by  the  law,  but  that  we 
would  choose,  out  of  a  very  great  number 
of  offences,  those  of  an  aggravated  nature, 
on  which  to  inflict  capital  punishment,  it 
would  not  be  known,  and  it  could  not  be 
known,  either  to  the  persons  committing 
the  offences,  or  to  the  country  in  general, 
what  those  features  of  aggravation  were, 
the  knowledge  of  which  alone  can  be  of 
use  in  deterring  persons  from  such  crimes. 
I  will  now  give  a  few  instances,  in  order  to 
show  the  great  disproportion  between  the 
number  of  persons  sentenced  to  death 
under  the  present  laws  and  the  number 
executed.  In  1835,  the  whole  number 
condemned  was  523;  but  the  number  exe- 
cuted was  only  34.  In  1836^  the  number 
of  persons  condemned  to  death  was  494 ; 
while  the  number  executed  was  only  17. 
With  respect  to  certain  offences,  the 
punishments  which  have  taken  place  are 
in  great  disproportion  to  the  convictions. 
.With  respect  to  murder,  for  instance, 
twenty-five  persons  were  convicted  in 
1835.  One  of  these  was  pardoned  in 
consequence,  if  I  recollect  rightly,  of  some 
informality  in  the  indictment;  three  were 
transported ;  and  twenty-one  out  of  the 
twenty- five  were  executed.  But  with  re- 
spect to  burglaries,  193  were  convicted 
and  sentenced  to  death,  but  only  one  was 
executed.  With  respect  to  the  crime  of 
shooting  with  intent  to  murder  or  maim, 
sixty  were  convicted,  and  only  two  were 
executed ;  and  as  to  cases  of  robbery  202 
were  convicted,  and  no  person  executed. 
With  respect  to  burglary,  it  appears  from 
the  returns  that,  since  1832,  there  have 
been  three  persons  executed  for  offences  of 
that  nature.  In  1 833,  one  was  executed ; 
in  1 835,  one ;  and  in  1 836,  one.     Now,  1 


submit  that  the  great  disproportion  between 
the  number  of  convictions  and  of  execu- 
tions in  these  cases  is  open  to  strong 
objection,  and  I  instance  the  case  of  bur- 
glary as  showing  that  a  beneficial  effect  on 
the  public  mind  does  not  result  from  the 
present  state  of  things.  Besides  that,  it 
places  in  a  very  painful  situation  the 
judges  of  the  land,  and  the  Secretary  of 
State,  who  are  obliged  to  administer  a  law 
which  generally  is  not  carried  into  effect, 
except  in  some  few  cases  where  it  becomes 
expedient  to  enforce  it,  even  to  inflicting 
the  extreme  penalty  of  death.  One  of  the 
cases  to  which  I  have  referred  was  brought 
before  the  King  in  council ;  and  it  ap- 
peared from  the  circumstances,  as  detailed 
at  the  trial,  that  the  accused  was  a  pro- 
fessed housebreaker;  that  he  was  a  sort 
of  master  in  the  art,  who  taught  younger 
thieves  the  science  of  burglary;  and  a 
quantity  of  tools  and  instruments  were 
found  in  his  possession  calculated  to  effect 
an  entry  into  houses :  in  fact,  it  appeared 
that  he  kept  a  school  or  academy  for 
teaching  burglary.  The  second  person 
executed  was  not  exactly  similarly  situa- 
ted :  it  appeared  that  be  had  committed 
burglaries  on  three  consecutive  nights,  and 
in  one  case  in  the  house  in  which  he  had 
been  before  employed  as  servant*  The 
third  offender  who  was  executed,  was 
a  man  who  was  engaged  in  the  Chip- 
stead  burglary  (which  I  dare  say  will  be 
recollected  by  many  Gentlemen),  where  a 
gang  broke  into  a  house  armed  with 
weapons,  and  being  resisted  they  attempted 
to  force  their  way,  but  were  repulsed; 
they  returned,  however,  and  in  the  course 
of  their  breaking  in  inflicted  blows  of  a 
severe  nature  on  the  inmates  of  the  house. 
Now,  the  circumstances  of  these  three 
cases  are  widely  different;  and  I  would 
defy  any  man  to  say  that  it  could  have 
been  beforehand  the  intention  of  the  law, 
as  regarded  any  one  of  these  cases,  that 
its  peculiar  circumstances  could  be  taken 
as  forming  a  ground  for  the  infliction  of 
capital  punishment.  When  the  judges 
think  that  the  crime  is  so  aggravated  by 
the  circumstances  by  which  it  is  accom- 
panied that  it  should  be  visited  with  capital 
punishment,  no  doubt  they  make  the  best 
use  of  their  discretion,  and  in  such  cases 
the  Secretary  of  State  would  not  be  justi- 
fied in  interposing,  for  he  could  not  find 
sufficient  grounds  for  the  extension  of 
mercy.  But  at  the  same  time,  in  respect 
both  to  the  judges  and  the  Secretary  of 
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State,  men's  opinions  do  sometimes  differ 
as  to  the  circumstances  which  call  for 
capital  punishment,  and  therefore  it  is  ex- 
ceedingly difficult  to  determine  the  punish- 
ment which  should  be  inflicted  in  cases  of 
burglary  ;  for  the  crime  is  of  such  a  nature, 
and  the  circumstances  connected  with  it 
are  frequently  so  varied,  that  amongst  the 
many  persons  found  guilty  of  burglary 
some  haye  been  ordered  for  six  months' 
imprisonment;  and  in  cases  tried  by  the 
Central  Criminal  Court  some  were  sent  to 
prison  for  twelve  months,  some  for  six 
months,  and  some  only  for  three.  This  is 
the  first  objection  that  is  made  to  the  pre- 
sent state  of  the  law :  its  extreme  uncer- 
tainty of  infliction,  and  the  extreme  uncer- 
tainty and  difficulty,  or  I  might  put  it — 
the  impossibility,  of  saying  by  the  mere 
authority  of  the  judges  what  are  the  cir- 
camstances  of  aggravation  which  should 
make  this  crime  a  capital  offence.  But  there 
is  another  objection  to  capital  punishment 
so  infficted — that  it  is  not  in  such  cases 
calculated  to  inspire  in  offenders  the  dread 
which  would  render  it  salutary  as  an  ex- 
ample. Where  so  much  uncertainty  exists 
in  its  infliction,  an  offender  has  the  natural 
hope,  which  all  men  in  that  situation  must 
have,  that  capital  punishment  will  not 
reach  him.  He  always  thinks  that  he  will 
be  equally  lucky  with  those  who  have  gone 
before  him  in  crime;  and  nothing  can 
teach  him  to  apprehend  that  while  290 
persons  necessarily  escape  capital  punish- 
ment, and  the  291st  is  executed,  he  may 
be  that  29l8t  who  is  doomed  to  suffer  the 
extreme  penalty  of  the  law.  It  is  the 
natural  hope  in  every  man*s  bosom  that  he 
will  escape  the  worst ;  and  it  was  a  remark 
made  by  Bacon,  with  all  his  characteristic 
truth,  "  that  death,  itself,  for  many  halh 
no  terrors."  He  said,  that  it  was  worthy 
of  observation,  that  no  passion  in  the  mind 
of  man  was  so  weak  but  that  it  was  able 
to  make  its  possessor  master  over  the  fear 
of  death.  Death  itself,  for  many,  had  no 
terrors ;  the  passions  of  revenge,  honour, 
love,  despair,  triumphed  over  and  despised 
it,— -all  operated  to  blunt  the  apprehen- 
sions of  death ;  and  with  the  timid,  even, 
death  lost  much  of  its  influence  on  the 
mind,  fear  pre-occupied  it.  If  that  be 
true,  and  if  there  are  so  many  passions 
that  overcome  the  apprehension  of  death, 
how  easily  may  it  be  overcome  when  the 
apprehension  of  it  is.  so  distant  that  there 
seems  scarcely  a  chance  that  the  prisoner 
will  be  the  one  selected  upon  whom  to  in* 


flict  the  utmost  severity  of  the  law  ?  This 
is  the  ground  on  which,  with  respect  to 
this  and  several  similar  offences,  I  desired 
the  Criminal  Law  Commissioners  to  give  me 
an  opinion  whether  there  might  not  be  some 
definition  suggested  by  which  the  punish- 
ment of  death  should  be  reserved  to  a 
smaller  class  of  offences.  In  so  doing  I 
did  not  ask,  and  I  did  not  expect,  that  they 
should  form  any  definition  which  would 
comprehend  only  those  upon  whom  the 
punishment  was  ultimately  to  be  inflicted. 
It  would  not  be  possible  so  to  frame  any 
law  as  to  say  that  that  law  ought  to  be 
firmly  and  inflexibly  adhered  to;  but  I 
think  that  the  law  might  be  so  far  defined 
that  it  could  be  said,  generally,  that  per- 
sons who  committed  such  and  such  an 
offence  made  themselves  liable  to  capital 
punishment ;  and  that  it  would  be  a  ques- 
tion for  the  discretion  of  the  judge,  and 
afterwards  for  the  Secretary  of  State,  to 
consider  whether  or  not  there  were  circum- 
stances which  fully  entitled  the  culprit  to 
a  merciful  consideration.  We  ought  to 
consider  the  subject  with  reference  to  what 
has  been  done  of  late  years  regarding  the 
abolition  of  capital  punishment ;  and  if  we 
find  that,  undoubtedly,  the  diminution  of 
capital  punishment  has  unfortunately  led 
to  the  increase  of  crime,  then  I  think  we 
ought  to  pause  before  we  make  any  more 
alterations.  I  have  before  me  several 
returns  respecting  the  number  of  crimes 
committed  before  and  since  the  passing  of 
the  Act  abolishing  capital  punishments  in 
certain  cases  ;  and  though  these  may  not 
warrant  us  in  coming  to  any  conclusion  as 
to  the  decrease  of  crime,  certainly  they  do 
not  support  the  argument  that,  by  taking^ 
away  capital  punishment,  crime  has  in- 
creased. I  will  take  the  best  instance  to 
prove  this — namely,  forgery — because  that 
was  an  offence  formerly  punished  capitally, 
and,  with  two  exceptions,  now  punished 
only  with  transportation.  It  will  be  in 
the  recollection  of  many  Members  of  the 
House,  that  an  attempt  was  made  many 
years  ago  to  abolish  the  punishment  of 
death  for  forgery;  and  I  think  a  Bill  to 
that  effect  was  read  a  third  time;  but  Lord 
Castlereagfa  said  he  would  take  the  sense 
of  the  House  on  the  motion  that  the  Bill 
do  pass,  and  on  a  division  the  Bill  was  lost; 
A  similar  Bill  passed  the  Commons  in 
1830 ;  but  Lord  Lyndhurst,  in  a  speech  of 
great  ability  and  knowledge,  stated  the 
objections  he  had  to  it  in  certain  casesp 
particularly  forgeries  on  stock  and  checks. 
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Ou  ihat  occaaion — the  1st  of  July,  1830 
—Lord  Lyndhurel  said  ; — 

"  From  returns  vrliich  he  had  seen,  and  the 
accuracy  of  nvhich  there  could  be  no  reason 
to  doubt,  it  appears  that  the  transactions  of 
twenty  bankers  in  bills  and  checks,  in  three 
days  of  the  last  month,  amounted  to  no  less 
a  sum  than  9,000,000/.  sterling.  The  tmns- 
actions  of  four  banking-houses  in  the  same 
yifey,  in  the  course  of  one  year,  amounted  to 
not  less  than  500,000,000/.;  and  the  trans- 
actions of  twenty  other  houses,  within  the 
same  time,  were  not  less  than  1,000,000,000/., 
a  sum  greater  than  the  amount  of  the  national 
debt.^*^ 

That  was  argued  by  Lord  Lyudhurst  in 
the  House  of  Lords ;  and  the  argument 
that  they  ought  not  to  put  id  jeopardy  so 
great  an  amount  of  property,  and  thereby 
shake  the  public  laith  in  commercial 
transactions,  had  the  desired  effect^  and  on 
a  division  Lord  Lansdowne,  who  brought 
in  the  Bill,  had  only  twenty-two  peers  to 
vote  with  him,  while  there  were  seventy 
against  him.  Again,  Lord  Denman,  when 
Attorney-General,  brought  in  a  Bill  re- 
lative to  the  abolition  of  capital  punish- 
ment, and  it  passed,  with  the  exception  of 
an  alteration  made  in  the  Lords,  by  which 
forgeries  on  powers  of  attorney  and  wills 
were  excluded  from  i(s  operation.  In 
order  to  see  the  effects  produced  by  that 
Bill,  I  have  taken  the  average  of  three 
years  before  the  passing  of  the  Bill  and 
three  years  after.  The  number  of  per- 
sons committed  in  the  three  years  pre* 
vious  to  1833  was  155,  and  the  three  fol- 
lowing years  it  amounted  to  210.  In  the 
£rst  instance  only  fifty-eight  per  cent,  were 
convicted,  and  in  the  latter  period  the 
number  convicted  -  was  seventy-one  per 
cent*  In  the  former,  the  proportion  of 
persons  acquitted  was  twenty-eight  four- 
tenths,  and  in  the  latter  it  was  twenty-one 
four-tenths.  From  this  it  appears  there 
is  no  great  increase  of  the  number  of 
offences,  while  the  number  of  convictions 
is  materially  increased,  and  the  reason  for 
the  increase  of  the  commitments  may  be  at- 
tributed to  the  diminution  of  the  reluctance 
to  prosecute  when  the  offence  was  capital. 
The  following  is  the  number  of  commit- 
ments since  the  passing  of  the  Bill,  dis- 
tinguishing those  forgeries  which  are  not 
capital  and  those  which  are  capital  :«— 

"A  Comparison  of  the  Forgeries  committed 
still  Capital  with  those  that  are  no  longer  so. 

•JTbeAct  abolishing  the  punishment  of 
;    •  Hansard,  New  Series,  VoL  xxv,  p.  843. 


dsath  in  certain  cases  of  forgery  was  passed  in 
August,  1832.  The  only  exception  made  in 
the  Act  was  relating  to  the  forgery  of  m\W,  and 
powers  of  attorney  for  the  transfer  of  stock,  or 
receipt  of  dividends. 

'^1833.  The  capital  cases  not  sepa- 
rately distinguished 

1834.  Commitments  for  forgwry,  not 

capital 58 

Capital  (forging  a  will) ...      i 

1835.  Commitments  for  forgery,  not 

capital 63 

— —   Capital  (forging  a  will)  ...      1 

1836.  Commitments  for  forgery,  not 

capital 54 

— -  Capital  (forging  a  power  of 
attorney  for  the  transfer  of 
stock)     1 

And  in  (he  oourse  of  last  year  I  received 
a  letter  from  a  solicitor,  stating  the  follow- 
ing results : — 

^  Particulars  respecting  the  Increase  or  De- 
crease of  Forgery,  drawn  from  the  letters  of 
the  Solicitor  to  the  Society  for  Prosecuting 
Forgery. 

"  The  Report  states  the  number  of  forgeries 
committed  on  th^  twenty-four  firms,  which  are 
members  of  the  London  Bankers'  Association, 
from  the  commencement  of  1833  to  March 
1835. 

"From  January  to  August,  1832,  when  the 
capital  punishment  was  abolished,  seven  forged 
cheques  were  issued. 

"From  August,  18S2,to  August,  1833,  forty* 
eight  forged  cheques  and  bills  of  exchange 
were  issued ;  eighteen  of  which  were  traced  to 
be  the  work  of  one  forger. 

"From  August,  1833, to  March  1835,twenty- 
five  forged  cheques  and  bills  of  exchange  were 
issued. 

<<  In  the  first  period  the  number  of  forgeries 
averaged  less  than  one  per  month;  in  the 
second  four  per  month,  or,  exclusive  of  the 
eighteen  forgeries  committed  by  one  person, 
2i  per  montn.  But  in  the  last  period  they 
have  averaged  1}  only." 

Now,  when  we  consider  the  awful  in« 
fliction  of  capital  punishment  that  used  to 
take  place  for  forgery,  it  is  consolatory  to 
think  that  that  capital  punishment  can  be 
done  away,  without  increasing  the  number 
of  offences,  and,  at  the  same  time,  increas- 
ing the  security  of  the  bankers  and  oersons 
engaged  in  trade  and  commerQC.  I  should 
state,  that  a  case  came  before  Lord  Den- 
man, where  a  man  was  tried  for  the  capital 
ofieoce  of  forging  a  power  of  attorney; 
that  person  forfeited  his  life ;  and,  before 
the  matter  came  before  bis  Majesty  in 
Council,  I  received  a  communication,  in 
the  name  of  a  considerable  body  of  the 
bankers  of  London,  stating  their  objections 
to  capital  poaisbmeot ;  and  itlso  a  letteir 
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from  the  Governor  of  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land, who  said  that,  though  the  bank 
directors  did  not  consider  it  their  duty  to 
interferei  tliey  had  no  wish  to  press  the 
capital  punishment.  This  is  a  proof  that 
we  may  safely  proceed  in  mitigating  tht 
punishment;  and  that  the  two  exceptions, 
as  to  forging  wills  and  powers  of  attorney, 
may  ba  done  away  with.  With  respeot  to 
the  other  offences,  I  will  read  to  the  House 
the  number  of  commitments,  and  the  pro- 
portion of  the  acquittals  io  the  convictions; 
and  when  it  is  considered  that  the  cb{ingt 
of  the  law  baa  not  had  the  effect  that  some 
persons  anticipatad, — that  there  has  been 
no  greot  increase  of  crime*  and  that  the 
time  has  gone  by  when  one  out  of  100  or 


200  was  uselessly  deprived  of  life,  all,  I  am 
sure,  will  rejoice  at  such  a  happy  result. 
In  the  return  to  which  1  beg  tne  atten- 
tion of  the  House  some  facts  are  state4 
which  illustrate  mv  argument.  The  noble 
Lord  rea4  the  following  account  of  the 
••  Number  of  Commitments  for  OfTencei 
from  which  capital  punishment  has  been 
taken  away,  for  three  years  before  and 
since  the  alteration  of  the  law,"  and  ol 
the  proportion  of  convictions  to  ac- 
quittals and  non-prosecutions  for  the  like 
offences  and  periods,  commencing  from 
the  year,  1827,  when  Sir  Robert  Peel's 
Acts  for  the  consolidation  and  amend- 
ment of  the  Criminal  l^aw  were  passed, 


Toml  of  a  ytw  prccedinf . 


OffENCiS. 


. 


■^•• 


■■*r    *■ 


Capital  Punishmoat  abolUhed  1832, 

llorse-steaiing   •  •  • 

Sheep-stealing 

Larcency  io  a  dweHlne-house  •#•••• 

Forgery  (except  of  Wills  and  Powers^ 
of  Attorney  to  transfsr  Govern- V 
ment  Stock.    ••• ) 

Coining  t »...•,.•%••• 

Capital  Punishment  abolished  1833. 

Housebreaking  f .  *  t  ••••'..  f 

Capital  Punishment  abolished  1634, 

Reluming  from  transportation  * 

Capital  Punishment  abolished  1835. 

Sacrilege  * 

Lotter^tealing  * 


|1 
II 


i'ciittaunal  propnnlon 


540 
787 
422 

155 

14 

3U0 


74.6 
(J7.3 
a9.6 

58.1 

50.0 

T6.0 


'A 

I 


18.2 
22.8 
20.4 

28.4 

50.0 

ia.6 


I 


;£8 


rpttl  pf  3  yewt  toMowins. 


CeiM#iim»|  propurttuB 


Total 


•  ♦•••#  »»f 


4060 


72.7 


19.0 


72 

9.9 

10.0 

13.5 


7.4 


8.3 


555 
716 
526 

210 

39 

1578 


3694 


73.7 
72.1 
T5.1 

71.0 

71.9 

77.8 


i 


75.2 


& 

a 


19.5 
191 
17.5 

S1.4 

23.0 

15.9 


17.7 


1^ 


6.8 
8.8 
T.4 

7.6 

5.1 
6.3 


7.1 


From  these  statements  (the  noble  Lord 
continued)  it  appears  that  there  is  a  clear 
increase  in  the  number  of  convictions,  as 
compared  with  former  periods,  and  no  con* 
siderable  increase  in  the  number  of  com- 
mitments. With  these  facts  before  us,  I 
think  wc  may  proceed  safely  to  relax 
tlie  severity  of  the  law  still  more  in  accord- 
ance with  public  feeling;  for  it  cannot 
be  denied  that  there  is  a  strong  feeling 
among  almost  all  elasses  that  the  number 
of  capital  punishments  should  be  dimi- 
niahea.  I  find  that  expressed  in  strong 
terms  by  several  gentlemen  who  were 
examined  before  the  Criminal  Law  Com- 
mistionera.  Mr.  Harmer  particularly  stated 
that  he  had  had  great  experience  in  criminal 


trials^  and  was  well  ac<]uatnted  with  th' 
feelings  of  the  public — that  there  was 
general  wish  for  a  diminution  of  capite 
pnnifthment ;  and  in  accordance  with  the 
in  his  opinion,  it  might  be  proper  to  lim- 
capital  punishmeuti    to    murder,  tvaor 
burglary,  highway  robbery^if  accompanie 
with  vioieoce,  and  cutting  and  niaimiii( 
ao  offiinco  made  capital  by  Lord  Eiier 
boronch's  Act.  Mr.  Harmer  stated  also  thi 
he  faaq  been  ofVen  present  when  crimina 
received  sentence  of  death ,  and  that  tht 
were  often   less  aflTected  on  such  occ; 
sions  than  the  audience.  Thai  was  anoth* 
reason   for  a  further  relaxation    of  t1 
punishment.    There  is  a  feeling  rising  i 
in  the  public  mind,  and  among  judges  ai 


•  In  tliese  offenoes  the  numbers  are  to  few,  and  tbe  period  since  the  abolition  of  t 
t^tfiM  poniaboieat  so  shorty  that  no  ussful  resuiu  can  be  sbown« 


^19 


Criminal  Law, 


{COMMONS} 


Criminai  taw. 


720 


jurors,  different  from  that  entertained  by 
the  persons  convicted  ;  the  consequence  of 
v^hich  is,  that  while  the  punishment  of 
death  does  not  deter  many  from  committing 
crimes,  it  prevents  prosecutions  from  being 
successful.  The  law,  in  such  a  case, 
operatesless  against  those  whom  it  was 
framed  to  punish,  than  against  those  for 
whose  sake  it  was  to  be  carried  into  effect. 
I  may  add,  that  great  alterations  have 
been  made  in  the  criminal  law  of  almost 
all  the  states  of  Europe,  and  in  the  United 
States  of  America  the  number  of  offences 
for  which  capital  punishment  is  inflicted 
is  very  restricted.  It  appears,  from  the 
evidence  of  Mr.  J.  Vickery,  that  in  the 
state  of  Massachusetts  it  is  limited  to  high 
treason,  murder,  robbery  with  a  dangerous 
weapon,  violation  of  a  child  under  ten 
years  of  age,  arson  if  the  house  is  inhabited, 
and  burglary  with  violence.  I  need  not 
go  through  the  list  of  offences  for  which 
capital  punishment  is  inflicted  in  the  other 
states  of  the  union  ;  I  may  merely  mention 
that  in  one  of  them  it  is  confined  to 
murder.  In  Bavaria  and  Prussia  the 
number  of  capital  punishments  has  also 
been  greatly  diminished.  In  France  there 
has  been  a  similar  diminution  ;  encouraged 
by  these  examples,  as  well  as  by  the  effects 
of  limiting  capital  punishments,  I  will 
now  proceed  to  state  to  the  House  the 
means  that  may  be  adopted  for  further 
ameliorating  the  law.  There  are  two  ways 
in  which  thenumber  of  capital  punishments 
may  be  diminished,  one  by  a  stricter  defi- 
nition of  the  crime,  and  by  saying  that  no 
crime  shall  be  capital  unless  so  defined ; 
and  a  second,  by  leaving  it  to  the  jury  to 
say  generally  whether  it  is  an  aggravated 
offence,  and  merits  capital  punishment. 
The  latter  is  the  mode  adopted  in  France, 
and  the  following  statement  will  show  how 
it  operates  in  that  country : — 

^  While  the  capital  punishments  have  in 
many  cases  been  abolisDed  in  this  country, 
changes  of  a  similar  nature  have  been  effected 
in  the  French  laws.  By  a  recent  modification, 
juries  are  permitted  to  attach  to  their  verdicts 
a  spontaneous  declaration  of  circumstances  in 
extenuation  (drcomtancei  extSnuantes),  and 
thereby  to  proportionate  the  sentence  to  their 
opinion  of  the  crime.  This  change,  the  minis- 
ter states  in  his  report,  experience  has  proved 
to  have  had  an  influence  on  the  truth  of  the 
verdict,and  to  have  greatly  lessened  the  practice 
of  juries  giving  a  verdict  at  variance  with 
the  evidence  (which  has  been  a  common 
practice  also  or  Eoglish  juries)  solely  with  a 
view  of  reducing  the  severity  of  the  sentence ; 


and  he  remarks  that  the  law  has  eained  in 
certainty  what  it  has  lost  in  severity.' 

"  The  numbers  capitally  convicted  and  exe* 
cuted  in  France  in  the  three  last  years,  published 
in  the  tables,  as  compared  with  the  same  three 
years  in  England,  were — 

In  Frakce. 

1832.  Sentenced  to  death  90 — Executed  41 

1833.  Ditto      ....    50— Ditto     .     34 

1834.  Ditto     ....     25--Ditto     .     15 

EVOLAKD   AND   WaLES. 

1832.  Sentenced  to  death  480— Executed  34 

1833.  Ditto      ....  520— Ditto     .     34 

1834.  Ditto     ....  494— Ditto     .     17 

In  1826,  the  numbers  capitally  convicted  in 
France  were  160,  of  whom  111  were  exe- 
cuted.'' 

By  this  statement  it  appears  that  the 
number  of  capital  punishments  has  de- 
creased ;  but  it  must  be  evident  to  every 
one,  that  by  giving  the  jury  the  power  to 
say  whether  the  offence  is  extenuated  or 
aggravated,  and  by  deciding  in  what  cases 
the  capital  punishment  shall  be  inflicted, 
the  law  is  made  totally  uncertain.  And  it 
is  uncertain,  not  as  regards  the  Crown  or 
the  Judges,  but  as  regards  the  individuals 
who  compose  the  jury.  Different  juries 
might  take  different  views  of  the  same 
crime ;  and  the  difference  might  be  carried 
so  far,  that  though  some  of  them  might 
admit  that  a  man  was  guilty  of  the  horri* 
ble  crime  of  murder,  yet  they  might  return 
a  verdict  of  guilty,  under  extenuating 
circumstances,  thereby  screening  him  from 
the  capital  punishment,  making  a  new  law 
for  every  particular  case,  and  exercising  a 
peculiar  and  undefined  prerogative  of 
granting  mercy  or  inflicting  punishment. 
It  appears  that  an  alteration  of  this  kind 
never  would  give  satisfaction  in  this  coun- 
try. Juries,  as  I  have  said,  would  differ 
in  different  places,  and  even  in  the  same 
place.  What  might  be  considered  an 
aggravated  case  at  York,  might  be  regarded 
in  a  different  light  at  Exeter,  and  the 
consequence  would  be  a  demand,  on  the 
part  of  the  public,  that  the  law  should  be 
better  defined ;  and  a  question  of  life  and 
death  not  left  so  uncertain.  .In  a  letter 
which  I  addressed  to  the  Commissioners 
for  inquiring  into  the  state  of  the  criminal 
law,  I  stated  that  I  was  disposed  to  follow 
their  suggestions  in  the  report,  where  they 
proposed  that  capital  offences  should  be 
reduced  to — first,  high  treason ;  second, 
murder ;  third,  attempt  to  murder ;  fourth, 
bnrnbg  of  buildings  or  ships ;  fiftb|  piracy ; 
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sixth,  burglary ;  seventh,  robbery;  eight, 
rape ;  leaving  out  of  consideration  a  name- 
less offence  of  great  enormity.  In  the 
answer  which  I  received  from  the  Com. 
missioners,  dated  January  19th,  1837, 
they  say: — "The  doctrine  which  we 
attempted  to  establish  in  our  report  was, 
that  capital  punishment  should  be  confined 
to  high  treason,  and,  with  some  exceptions, 
to  offences  which  consist  in,  or  are  aggra- 
vated by,  acts  of  violence  to  the  person,  or 
which  tend  directly  to  endanger  human 
life.  In  carrying  this  doctrine  into  prac- 
tical effect,  as  well  in  regard  to  the  capital 
offences  which  we  have  retained,  as  in 
those  which  we  have  classified  as  secondary 
crimes,  we  have  endeavoured  to  define 
with  precision  those  acts  which  now  form 
no  part  of  the  crime ;  but  are  merely 
taken  into  consideration  as  guides  in  the 
apportionment  of  the  punishment,  and  to 
constitute  them  a  part  of  the  corpus  delicti,*' 
With  respect,  however,  to  high  treason,  to 
murder,  and  to  the  crimes  of  violence,  I 
know  that,  in  the  opinion  of  very  compe- 
tent authorities,  tne  definitions  of  the 
Commissioners  are  thought  to  be  capable 
of  very  considerable  improvement.  The 
answer  of  the  Commissioners  thus  pro- 
ceeds :— "  We  propose  by  one  Bill  ex- 
pressly to  abolish  capital  punishment  with 
respect  to  all  the  following  crimes,  sub- 
stituting for  it  a  discretionary  punishment, 
varying  between  transportation  for  life  and 
imprisonment  for  five  years :  these  are — 
first,  offences  against  the  Riot  Act, 
I  George  1st,  stat.  2,  c.  5,  s.  1  and  5; 
second,  rescuing  persons  committed  for  or 
convicted  of  murder,  25  George  2ud,  c.  37, 
8.  9  ;  third,  setting  on  fire  or  destroying 
ships  or  stores  in  his  Majesty's  dock-yards, 
&c.,  12  George  3rd,  c.  24;  fourth,  endea. 
vouring  to  seduce  soldiers  or  sailors  from 
his  Majesty's  service,  or  inciting  them  to 
mutiny,  37  George  3rd,  c.  70 ;  fifth, 
administering  unlawful  oaths  or  engage- 
ments, 52  George  3rd,  c.  104,  s.  I ;  sixth, 
escaping  from  the  Millbank  Penitentiary, 
59  George  4th,  c.  136,  s.  17;  seventh, 
offences  against  the  Act  for  the  Abolition 
of  Slavery,  5  George  4th,  c.  113,  s.  9; 
eighth,  offences  against  the  late  Smuggling 
Act,  3  and  4  William  4th,  c.  53,  s.  58, 
59."  Now,  Sir,  I  say  generally,  that  the 
rule  which  the  Commissioners  have  taken 
as  the  principle  of  their  recommendations 
(although  that  rule  is  certainly  not  accu- 
rately defined),  is,  that  capital  punishments 
•boold  be  retained  only  in  cases  of  high 


treason,  or,  with  some  exceptions,  to 
offences  which  consist  in,  or  are  aggravated 
by,  acts  of  violence  to  the  person,  or  which 
tend  directly  to  endanger  human  life. 
They  propose  to  abolish  the  punishment 
of  death  in  all  cases  of  forgery,  and  to 
modify  and  restrict  the  application  of 
capital  punishment,  and  to  provide  appro- 
priate secondary  punishments  for — "mali- 
cious injuries,  burglary,  robbery  and  steal- 
ing from  the  person,  burning  or  destroying 
buildings  or  ships,  piracy."  Then,  Sir, 
with  respect  to  the  definitions  which  the 
Commissioners  have  given  of  these  respect- 
ive offences,  I  must  say,  that  they  were 
the  subject  of  great,  and  anxious,  and 
elaborate  consideration  on  their  part,  and 
that  I  have  had  the  advantage  of  consult- 
ing Lord  Denman,  as  well  as  Baron 
Alderson,  who  did  me  the  honour  to  write 
me  a  letter  on  the  subject.  On  some 
points  those  learned  judges  differed  ;  but 
they  agreed  that  a  more  distinct  line 
should  be  chalked  out.  I  certainly 
agree  generally  with  the  definition  of  the 
commissioners;  but  in  some  cases  it  may 
be  desirable  to  consider  whether  they  have 
not  made  too  wide,  and  in  other  cases  too 
narrow,  a  distinction.  The  first  class  of 
offences,  besides  treason,  murder,  rape, 
and  sodomy,  respecting  which  the  Commis- 
sioners propose  to  retain  the  punishment 
of  death,  are — "  Administering  poison  ;  at- 
tempting to  drown,  suffocate,  or  strangle ; 
stabbing,  cutting,  or  wounding,  or  doing 
actual  bodily  harm  by  any  other  means, 
manifesting  a  design  to  kill ;  with  intent 
in  any  of  the  above  cases  to  murder."  Now, 
as  to  "  doing  actual  bodily  harm,"  it  is 
proper,  perhaps,  to  take  the  distinction 
(although  a  popular  one),  between  an 
attempt  to  murder,  where  no  personal 
injury  has  been  inflicted,  and  an  attempt 
to  murder  where  a  personal  injury  has 
been  inflicted.  There  can  be  no  doubt 
that  when  an  attempt  to  commit  murder 
has  altogether  failed,  although,  morally 
speaking,  the  guilt  is  precisely  the  same  as 
if  it  had  succeeded,  yet,  the  offence  not 
having  been  completed,  there  is  a  great 
difference  in  the  public  feeling  respecting 
it,  and,  therefore,  that  it  ought  not,  in 
some  cases,  to  be  visited  with  capital 
punishment.  It  is  the  opinion  of  Mr. 
Baron  Alderson  that  shooting  at  the  per- 
son should  be  made  capital.  In  my  opinion, 
instead  of  ''  actual  bodily  barm,"  there 
ought  to  be  ''grievous  bodily  harm." 
Where  the  injury  is  only  slighti  capital 
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punishment  ought  not  to  FqIIow,  It  may 
be  contended,  that  the  question  as  to 
"  grievous  bodily  harm,"  will  be  a  subject 
for  medical,  rather  than  Judicial  inquiry. 
But  the  law,  as  it  now  stands  on  that  sub- 
ject, is  very  defective.  By  Lord  Ellen- 
borough's  Act,  any  person  stabbing,  cut- 
ting, or  maiming  another,  with  intent  to 
commit  murder,  was  held  to  be  guilty  of  a 
capital  offence.  It  has  been  held,  how* 
ever,  that  if  an  injury  were  Inflicted  by  a 
blunt  instrument,  that  that  was  not  within 
the  meaning  of  the  Act.  And  in  this  coun- 
try there  are  so  many  capital  offences,  that 
judges  and  juries  are  always  disposed,  if 
they  can,  to  soften  the  application  of  the 
law.  In  his  consolidation  of  the  criminal 
law,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  introduced  the 
word  **  wounding,"  to  obviate  this  defect ; 
but  at  the  April  Old  Bailev  Sessions,  in 
1834,  a  man  was  indicted  for  maliciously 
woqnding  a  peace  officer,  by  biting  of  the 
end  of  his  finger,  with  intent  to  resist  his 
apprehension.  He  was  convicted  by  the 
jury;  but  a  doubt  having  arisen  upon  the 
construction  of  the  words  of  the  statute, 
whether  this  act  was  a  '*  wounding,*'  the 
question  was  reserved  for  the  opinion  of 
all  the  Judges,  who  held,  by  a  majority  of 
seven  to  six,  that,  in  order  to  constitute  a 
**  wounding,'*  so  as  to  bring  the  offender 
within  the  9th  George  IV,,  c.  31,  the  injury 
must  be  inflicted  with  some  instrument. 
Another  instance  occurred  in  a  case  tried 
before  Lord  Denman,  at  the  summer 
assizes  for  Somersetshire,  in  1834,  in  which 
a  man,  with  the  deliberate  and  avowed 
purpose  of  destroying  his  wife,  had  as- 
saulted her  with  a  heated  poker,  had 
beaten  her  furiously  till  she  was  insensible, 
and  had  actually  set  her  clothes  on  fire, 
when  he  was  prevented  from  killing  her  by 
the  interference  of  the  neighbours.  Though 
th«  bruises  and  burns  occasioned  by  this  fe- 
rocious assault  had  nearly  produced  death, 
no  incised^wound  was  inflicted,  and,  there* 
fore,  as  the  case  did  not  fall  within  any  of 
the  clauses  of  the  statute,  the  culprit  could 
only  be  punished  for  an  aggravated  assault. 
Now,  this  I  take  to  be  a  great  defect  in 
our  criminal  law,  which  ought  to  be  reme* 
died.  For  the  purpose  of  remedying  it, 
the  Commissioners  recommend  the  intro- 
duction of  the  word9,  "  or  shall  by  any 
other  means  whatsoever,  manifesting  a  de* 
sign  to  kill,  do  actual  bodily  barm,  with 
intent  to  murder."  The  other  offences 
respecting  which  the  Commissioners  are  of 
opinion  the  punishment  of  death  should 


be  retained, are — **  Burglary,  accomBanied 
by  an  attempt  to  murder,  or  by  stabbing, 
cutting,  wounding,  beating,  striking,  or 
any  other  personal  violence  to  an  inmate 
of  the  house  broken  into;  robbery,  and 
attempts  to  rob,  accompanied  by  cutting, 
stabbmg,  wounding,  or  doing  actual  bodily 
harm,  with  any  offensive  weapon  or  instru« 
ment ;  setting  fire  to  any  ouitding  with 
intent  to  murder,  or  to  any  dwelling-house 
actually  inhabited,  or  to  any  building, 
parcel  of  such  dwelling-house,  or  adjoin- 
ing thereto/'  It  is  obvious.  Sir,  that  these 
three  classes  of  offences,  although  brought 
under  one  head,  are  very  different  in  their 
nature;  and  that  a  line  should  be  drawn 
vyith  respect  to  them.  I  am  satisfied  with 
respect  to  the  first  two,  that  it  would  tend 
to  produce  more  convictions,  a«  well  as  to 
prevent  much  personal  violence,  if,  where 
there  was  no  violence,  and  where  no  wea* 
pons  of  destruction  were  found,  a  punish^ 
ment  less  than  death  should  be  inflicted* 
With  respect  to  breaking  into  houses  at 
ni^ht^  however,  and  disturbing  the  peace- 
ful rest  of  the  inhabitants,  that  certainly 
may  be  a  fit  subject  for  capital  punishment. 
It  is,  however,  in  my  opinion,  desirable,  to 
abolish  the  punishment  of  death  for  the 
offence  of  setting  fire  to  stacks.  It  is  cer- 
tainly a  great  offence ;  and  if  I  thought 
the  continuance  of  the  punishment  of  death 
would  be  effectual  in  checking  it,  I  might 
hesitate ;  but  I  am  persuaded,  on  the  con- 
trary, that  the  punishment  of  death  pre- 
vents the  conviction  of  many  offenders. 
The  compassionate  feeling  of  the  farmer 
induces  him  not  to  prosecute — that  of 
juries  not  to  find  guilty.  I  was  one  of  a 
smalt  number  who,  in  1835,  supported  the 
abolition  of  capital  punishment  for  this 
offence.  Ten  persons  have  been  convicted 
of  the  offence,  of  whom  seven  have  been 
executed.  Although  many  hundreds  have 
been  committed,  only  sixty-four  have  been 
brought  to  trial ;  and,  as  I  have  already 
stated,  only  ten  have  been  convicled*— so 
strong  is  the  prejudice  against  capital 
punishment  for  that  offence.  The  remain- 
mg  offences  to  which  the  Commissioners 
recommend  that  the  punishment  of  death 
should  still  attach  are—"  Setting  fire  to« 
casting  away,  or  destroying  ships,  with 
intent  to  murder,  or  whereby  life  is  endan- 
gered'; exhibiting  false  li|^hti  or  signals 
with  intent  to  bring  ships  into  danger,  or 
doing  anything  tending  to  the  immediata 
loss  or  destruction  of  ships  in  distress ;  pira<* 
cyi  accompanied  by  an  altenapt  to  murderi 
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or  by  stabbing,  cutiini^,  or  wounding." 
Having  thus  disposed  of  the  offences  with 
respect  to  which  they  are  of  opinion  that 
the  punishment  of  death  should  be  retained, 
the  Commissioners  proceed  to  specify  those 
ofTenceSi  now  capital,  for  which,  in  their 
opinion,  appropriate  secondary  punish- 
ments ougnt  to  be  substituted.  Among 
these  are — **  Attempting  to  administer 
poison  with  intent  to  murder ;  shooting  at, 
or  attempting  to  discharge  loaded  arms 
with  the  like  intent;  shooting  at,  or  at- 
tempting to  discharge  loaded  arms  with 
intent  to  maim,  disfigure,  disable,  or  to  do 
grievous  bodily  harm,  or  to  resist  lawful 
apprehension  for  a  crime  ;  stabbing,  cut- 
ting, or  wounding,  with  the  like  intent." 
They  also  recommend  a  secondary  to  be 
substituted  for  capital  punishment  for  va- 
rious cases  of  burglary,  and  for  an  offence 
analogous  to  burglary,  viz.,  stealing  in  a 
dwelling-house,  any  person  therein  being 
put  in  fear.  The  next  point,  however,  to 
which  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  is  the  nature  of  the  secondary 
punishment  which  the  Commissioners  wish 
should  be  inflicted  on  the  offences  I  have 
just  mentioned.  I  must  say  that  I  enter- 
tain considerable  doubt  whether  the  system 
of  transportation  ought  to  be  continued  as 
It  has  been  carried  on  of  late  years.  In 
theory  it  seems  highly  desirable  to  remove 
an  offender  to  a  great  distance  from  the 
place  where  he  committed  the  offence,  and 
to  leave  him  iu  that  new  country  with 
means  which  may  enable  him  to  support 
himself  by  his  labour.  And  I  think  that 
with  respect  to  many  offences,  the  punish- 
ment of  transportation  is  the  best  that  can 
be  inflicted.  But  I  propose,  not  only  as 
the  result  of  my  own  investigations  of  the 
subject,  but  in  accordance  with  the 
opinions  of  the  Governor  of  Van  Diemen's 
Land,  and  the  Chief  Justice  of  New  South 
Wales,  that  no  person  shall  be  transported 
for  any  period  less  than  ten  years ;  it  being 
found  that  persons  transported  for  a  less 
'period  were  unruly,  insolent  and  disobedi- 
ent. The  next  period  of  transportation 
which  I  propose  is  for  fifteen  years ;  and 
the  last  for  life.  I  must,  however,  inform 
the  House  that  it  may  be  necessary  at  no 
distant  period  to  abridge  the  number  of 
persons  sentenced  to  transportation.  The 
accounts  of  the  manner  in   which    that 

!>unishment  is  carried  on  are  very  unsatis- 
isictory.  The  ereat  fault  is,  that  the  four 
or  five  thousand  persons  who  are  sent  out 
eTery  year  to  New  South  Wales  are  not 


absorbed  in  the  general  population,  but 
form  a  large  and  vicious  separate  mass. 
Crime  and  vice  are  there  on  the  iucrease  to 
a  most  lamentable  extent,  and  after  a 
short  time  these  convicts,  instead  of  under- 
going punishment,  become  possessed  of, 
and  are  admitted  to,  the  enjoyment  of 
great  indulgences,  and  it  also  frequently 
happens  that  they  there  commit  worse 
crimes  than  those  for  which  they  were 
originally  sent  out  of  this  country.  The 
letter  addressed  to  the  Commissioners  by 
the  Chief  Justice  of  Australia,  and  the 
evidence  of  Colonel  Arthur,  both  show  the 
very  unsatisfactory  results  of  the  system  at 
present  carried  on.  It  appears  by  the 
letter  of  the  Chief  Justice  that,  according 
to  the  present  practice,  when  a  number  of 
convicts  are  sent  outj  they  are,  on  their 
arrival,  immediately  assigned  to  indivi- 
duals; that  moment  the  convict  becomes, 
to  a  certain  degree,  the  slave  of  his  mas- 
ter— and  if  that  master  happens  to  be  of  a 
kindly  indulgent  disposition,  the  convict 
suffers  but  slight  punishment ;  while,  on 
the  contrary,  if  the  convict  is  assigned  to 
an  individual  of  a  different  temperament, 
the  punishment,  in  all  probability,  is  severe 
to  a  degree.  And  that  although  a  saving 
of  expense  is  thus  effected,  still  the  in- 
equality of  treament  renders  transportation 
a  most  uncertain  mode  of  punishment. 
It  would,  then,  be  most  desirable  to  define 
some  remedy  for  this  great  uncertainty--^ 
in  order  to  which  I  should  propose  that  a 
certain  hour  of  labour  in  the  chain-gangs, 
or  otherwise,  be  allotted  to  the  convicts, 
and  that  they  should  afterwards  receive  To., 
dulgences  only  according  to  their  conduct. 
But  if  such  a  regulation  were  adopted,  it 
would,  I  believe,  require  an  alteration  of 
the  law ;  for  when  the  noble  Lord  oppo- 
site (Lord  Stanley)  was  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies,  he  gave  an  order  of  this  kind, 
but  it  was  then  found  that,  without  some 
legislative  enactment,  it  could  not  legally 
be  acted  upon.  I  cannot  here  avoid  qupt* 
inp  a  statement  of  Colonel  Artbqr*s,  con- 
tained in  a  letter  addressed  to  Lord  Go- 
derich,  in  answer  to  Archbishop  Whatelv's 
views  on  the  subject  of  punishment  by 
transportation.  Colonel  Arthur  was  well 
acquainted  with  the  working  of  the  system 
in  Van  Dieuien's  Land,  and  he  said—- 
<*  That  the  crimes  of  the  convicts  con« 
tinually  involved  the  settlement  in  troublei 
though  the  discipline  of  Van  Oiemen'e 
Land  was  carried  to  a  much  higher  extent 
than  cQuld  ever  bare  been  contemplatedt 
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The  colony  might  be  travelled  by  night  or 
by  day ;  and  there  were  amongst  the  in- 
habitants very  many  to  be  found  always 
ready  to  support  the  Government  in  any 
exigency.  Many  of  the  convicts  were 
much  reformed  under  kind  and  considerate 
masters;  but  there  was,  nevertheless,  so 
much  peculation  amongst  them,  so  much 
disobedience  of  all  lawful  authority,  and 
so  much  dishonesty,  as  to  demand  con- 
tinual reference  to  the  magisterial  autho- 
rity. If  a  case  occurred  which  was  at  all 
of  a  serious  nature,  the  master  of  tbe  con- 
vict was  bound  to  appear,  and,  in  addition 
to  the  injury  which  he  thus  sustained,  he 
had  to  suner  in  various  ways.  There 
could  be  no  question  that  things  might  be 
made  much  better  than  they  really  were. 
Under  the  present  system  the  masters  of 
the  convicts  or  servants  overlooked  these 
frauds  and  acts  of  peculation  rather  than 
take  the  trouble  to  punish  the  offender." 
Now  this  it  must  be  admitted  is  an 
extremely  unfavourable  picture  of  the 
proceedings  in  the  colony  ;  and  if 
applied  only  to  a  small  number  of  men, 
it  might  be  considered  that  by  a  more 
rigid  system  of  discipline  these  evils 
might  be  overcome  ;  but  when  we  reflect 
that  this  is  a  colony  containing  1 00,000 
persons,  and  that  we  send  4,000  or  5,000 
convicts  out  every  year,  the  obvious  con- 
sequence must  be  to  make  that  colony,  in 
time,  the  most  depraved  community  that 
has  ever  been  seen  in  the  world.  1  think, 
therefore,  that  it  will  be  necessary  before 
long  to  take  some  steps,  not  to  abolish 
transportation  altogether  (for  I  do  not  go 
the  length  of  Archbishop  Whately,)  but 
to  make  some  change  in  our  present  mode 
of  proceeding,  and  restrict  transportation 
to  certain  classes  of  criminals  and  to  cer- 
tain offences.  I  will  not  go  into  all  the 
evils  which  now  exist  in  the  colony,  and  J 
will  therefore  only  state  that  the  system  of 
transportation  as  it  at  present  prevails,  if 
looked  at  on  tbe  score  of  economy  only, 
is  objectionable,  inasmuch  as  it  costs  the 
country  from  350,000/.  to  400,000/.  an- 
nually. Thesystem  requires  the  maintenance 
of  a  considerable  force  both  in  New  South 
Wales  and  Van  Diemen's  Land,  where  the 
troops  are  of  necessity  far  removed  and  re- 
mote from  any  service  to  whioh  they  might 
otherwise  be  occasionally  required.  I  think 
that  with  respect  to  those  grave  offences  for 
which  tbe  penalty  is  now  transportation, 
wc  should,  rather  than  diminish  the  term, 


establish  the  rule  that  no  person  should 
be  transported  for  a  less  period  than  ten 
years.  With  regard,  too,  to  the  periods 
of  imprisonment,  J  am  sorry  to  say  I 
cannot  agreee  with  the  Commissioners. 
Sir,  the  Commissioners  have  proposed 
that  ten  years  shall  be  the  maximum  dur- 
ation. I  think  that  five  years  is  the 
longest  period  to  be  named;  and  I  am 
convinced  that  the  effect  of  a  ten  years' 
imprisonment  must  be  only  to  harden  the 
criminal,  and  to  destroy  his  powers  and 
the  capacities  of  the  mind ;  and  I  hold, 
moreover,  that  it  is  a  punishment  the  in- 
fliction of  which,  in  some  cases,  is  worse 
than  death.  Sir,  in  that  opinion  I  know 
one,  at  least,  if  not  more  of  the  learned 
judges  coincide;  and  I  shall  certainly  not 
be  disposed  to  leave  in  the  hands  of  any 
men  the  power  to  inflict  a  punishment  of 
ten  years*  imprisonment.  I  may  here 
observe  that  this  is  a  punishment  unknown 
to  the  common  law,  and  in  only  one  case 
is  it  known  in  the  statute-book,  and  never 
has  it  been  carried  into  effect.  I  allude  to 
the  act  which  refers  to  the  Penitentiary 
at  Miilbank,  by  which  it  is  enacted  that  if 
any  person  should  be  sentenced  to  be 
transported  for  life,  he  may  under  certain 
circumstances  be  retained  in  the  Peni. 
tentiary,  and  imprisoned  there  for  ten 
years.  But  what  is  the  fact?  Why, 
that  up  to  the  present  moment  few 
have  been  retained  there  for  more  than 
four  years ;  and,  from  what  I  am  generally 
told,  I  do  not  believe  that  any  case  has 
occurred  in  which  the  punishment  ha^ 
been  extended  beyond  that  period.  This 
experience,  then,  shows  us,  beyond  dis- 
pute, that  imprisonment  is  not  a  punish- 
ment the  duration  of  which  should  be  in- 
creased in  this  country.  But,  Sir,  I 
cannot  help  thinking  that  there  is  great 
room  for  improvement  in  our  system  of 
punishment  by  imprisonment.  I  observe 
on  looking  to  the  last  year,  in  order  to 
make  a  comparison  as  between  this  and 
foreign  countries  in  respect  to  the  duration 
of  imprisonments,  that  the  instances 
are  very  rare  indeed  in  other  countries 
where  imprisonment  has  exceeded  two 
years.  Now  it  will  be  curious  to  contrast 
the  number  of  punishments  for  larceny 
in  this  country  and  France.  The  fol- 
lowing is  the  state  of  committals  and  con« 
victions  in  France  and  England,  for  a 
period  of  two  years,  for  simple  larceniesi 
viz,  :— 
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Ik  Fravcb. 

Committals        ....  15,020 
Convictions  .  .  .  11,568 

Imprisonment  for   one    year  and  up— — 
vrards  .  •  .  .    3,646 

Under  one  year  .  •  .    6,86 1 

Fined  .  .771 

Infants  sent  to  a  House  of  Coirection  ;      290 

In  England. 

Committals 11,597 

Convictions  .  .  .    8,591 


Transported  for  life                             .  64 

Ditto  14  years            •              .             .  225 

Ditto,  7  years  ....  1,451 
Imprisoned  for  2  years  and  above  1 

year  ...  ;  83 
Imprisoned  for  1  year  and  above  6 

months               .                .              .  698 

Imprisoned  for  6  months  and  under    .  6,023 

Whipped,  fined,  &c.         ...  47 

Now,  I  should  say  it  is  most  desirable  (and 
I  am  happy  to  say  that  steps  are  now 
taken  by  the  magistrates  of  counties  and 
the  magistrates  in  the  different  cities  and 
boroughs  in  the  kingdom)  to  make  such 
regulations  and  arrangements  in  those 
prisons  in  which  the  punishment  of  im- 
prisonment is  inflicted,  that  there  may  not 
be  the  same  risk  of  contamination  amongst 
the  varioQS  classes  of  prisoners.  Nothing 
can  be  worse,  or  militate  more  against  the 
diminution  of  crime,  than  the  sending 
such  persons  as  may  have  committed 
small  offences  into  a  prison  to  associate 
with  more  hardened  offenders,  and  where, 
perhaps,  they  have  to  wait  a  long  time 
before  they  are  tried ;  or  even  if  they  are 
in  an  ill*regulated  prison  for  a  short  time 
only  the  result  is  equally  bad,  because,  if 
you  take  the  better  sort  of  individuals, 
say  young  persons  or  others  who  are  com- 
mitted to  prison  for  the  first  time,  and 
who  are  ashamed  at  the  first  moment  of 
the  crime  which  they  may  have  committed, 
we  send  them  to  overhear  and  to  mix  in 
conversation  with  prisoners  of  the  most 
abandoned  characters.  This  is  exactly 
the  way  to  confirm  these  persons  in  bad 
habits;  you  take  them  from  the  society 
in  which  they  were,  in  which  honesty  is 
held  up  and  crime  condemned,  and  you 
send  them  to  a  prison,  where  every  person 
with  whom  they  are  compelled  to  asso- 
ciate, from  the  want  of  classification,  holds 
up  crime  for  imitation.  Now  the  first 
thing  you  must  do  will  be  to  adopt  a  better 
mode  with  respect  to  this  class  of  persons, 
and  to  give  them  encouragement  to 
pursue  that  honest  course  which  they  had 


formerly  followed.  Sir,  there  has  been  a 
great  difference  of  opinion  amongst  many 
Gentlemen,  as  opposed  to  the  recom« 
mendations  of  the  inspectors  of  prisons, 
with  respect  to  the  two  modes  of  punish- 
ment, the  one  being  the  silent  system,  and 
the  other  the  separate  system.  I  bwn 
that  I  consider  both  these  systems  to  be 
great  improvements  on  the  former  mode 
of  prison  discipline.  But  one  great  fault 
in  the  silent  system  is,  that  it  requiries  a 
great  deal  of  punishment  to  enforce  its 
observance,  and  therefore  it  has  the  effect 
of  irritating  and  provoking  the  prisoners. 
I  have  heard  of  a  case  in  one  large  gaol 
where  the  silen%  system  is  kept  up  where 
the  number  of  punishments  was  upwards 
of  a  thousand  in  one  month.  I  am  con- 
vinced, however,  that  by  adopting  one  or 
other  of  the  fixed  terms  of  imprisonment, 
as  the  punishment  for  those  offences 
which  are  not  characterised  by  atrocity, 
those  offences  will  be  more  properly 
punished  by  imprisonment  than  by  trans- 
portation. I  do  not  intend  at  present  to 
bring  in  any  measure  either  with  respect 
to  transportation  or  to  imprisonment ;  but 
as  I  wished  to  state  my  views  with  refer- 
ence to  capital  punishments,  I  thought  it 
would  be  only  proper  to  bring  under  the 
attention  of  the  House,  for  further  con- 
sideration, the  subject  of  the  punish- 
ments which  are  now  adopted.  I  pro- 
pose to  bring  in  several  Bills,  because  it 
is  the  opinion  of  several  persons  that 
whilst  some  of  these  questions  require 
consideration,  such  as  that  of  piracy, 
still  they  may  be  postponed  for  the 
present.  For  this  purpose  I  have  divided 
the  subject  into  several  Bills  in  order  to 
take  the  course  which  has  been  suggested 
to  me.  One  Bill  will  be  to  abolish  the 
punishment  of  death  in  all  cases  of  forgery ; 
another  for  the  same  purpose  in  the  case 
of  ofiFences  against  the  person  under  cer- 
tain circumstances ;  another  to  abolish  the 
punishment  of  death  in  cases  where  it 
now  exists;  another  is  to  abolish  the 
punishment  of  death  for  robbery  com- 
mitted on  the  person;  another  for  the 
same  purpose  in  the  case  of  burglary ;  and 
one  relates  to  piracy  and  the  destroying 
buildings  or  ships.  I  should  say  likewise 
that  it  is  my  intention  to  propose  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  with  respect  to  more  than  one 
law  passed  of  late  years.  When  the 
capital  punishment  was  abolished,  trans- 
portation for  life  was  substituted  for  it  in 
certain  cases,  but  that  is  foand  to  be  a 


791 


Zai&. 


{COMMONS} 


OHmiiuU  Law* 


tSf 


most  impolitie  and  a  most  inconvenient 
pradice.  There  are  offences,  as  has  been 
once  mentioned  by  Lord  Lyodhurst,  which 
came  under  this  head ;  such  as  sheep- 
stealing  (which  was  formerly  a  capital 
offence),  and  others  slight  in  themselves, 
but  where  the  judge  is  obliged  to  pass  the 
sentence  of  transportation  for  life.  Now, 
the  consequence  of  this  has  been  of  late 
years,  since  I  became  the  Home  Secretary, 
that  the  sentence  of  the  court  is  the  sen. 
tence  according  to  the  law,  namely,  trans- 
portation for  life ;  but  the  judge  commu- 
nicates with  the  Secretary  of  State  as  to 
whether  a  discretion  shall  be  exercised  and 
the  prisoner  shall  be  really  sentenced  to 
be  transported  for  fourteen  years,  or  seven 
years,  or  to  Iwo  years'  imprisonment,  as 
the  case  may  be ;  and  I  have  always 
advised  the  Crown  to  comply  with  the 
wishes  of  the  judge.  Therefore  the  effort 
of  the  judge  is  not  to  carry  into  effect  an 
uttjust  sentence,  but  the  object  seems  to  be 
to  keep  from  the  knowledge  of  the  public 
the  nature  of  the  sentence  which  is  really 
inflicted.  Thus  we  have  one  sentence  in 
court  given  according  to  law,  and  another 
is,  in  fact,  practically  put  in  force.  But 
sometimes  there  is  the  chairman  of  a  quar- 
ter sessions  who  pronounces  the  sentence, 
and  these  gentlemen  have  informed  me  that 
they  have  not  themselves  been  allowed  to 
make  an  application  to  the  Home  Secre- 
tary. I  have  appealed  to  some  chairmen, 
and  I  have  then  found  that  they  had  not 
applied  to  the  Secretary  of  State ;  but  they 
have  assured  me  that  if  they  had  known 
there  was  a  discretionary  power,  they 
would  not  have  passed  such  and  such  a 
sentence.  That,  Sir,  is  an  injustice  and  an 
inconvenience,  and  therefore  I  tee k  to 
repeal  that  part  of  the  law,  and  to  give  a 
discretionary  power  in  other  cases.  I  shall 
likewise  propose  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
abolish  the  punishment  of  the  pillory — a 
punishment  which  is  never  inflicted.  These 
are  the  measures  which  I  now  propose  to 
introduce.  I  am  aware  that  1  have  de- 
tained the  House  for  a  long  time  in  making 
this  statement;  but  I  did  think  it  my  duty, 
in  proposing  such  important  alterations  in 
the  law,  to  give  this  mere  outline  of  the 
changes  which  I  propose  to  introduce,  in 
order  that  they  may  be  maturely  con- 
sidered. We  have  seen  of  late  years  very 
considerable  alterations  made  with  respect 
to  our  criminul  law.  Sir  Samuel  Romilly 
and  Sir  James  Mackintosh  led  the  way  to 
mitigate  its  severity,  and  put  into  the 


strongest  light  the  faults,  the  absurdities^ 
and  the  imperfections  of  our  former  code. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir 
Robert  Peel)  has  consolidated  the  various 
enactments  on  this  subject,  and  by  bringing 
them  from  the  various  statutes  througn 
which  they  were  dispersed,  he  has  brought 
them  together,  so  as  to  make  them  more 
consistent  and  uniform,  in  order  to  enable 
the  country  and  the  world  at  large  to 
know  what  is  the  law ;  and  he  has  made 
a  great  improvement  in-  thatf  law.  My 
noble  and  learned  Friend,  Lord  Denman, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Maldon  (Mr.  Len* 
nard),  and  my  hon.  Friend,  the  Member 
for  Liverpool  (Mr.  £warO»  have  likewise 
introduced  Bills  to  mitigate  the  severity  of 
the  criminal  code.  It  has  always  seemed 
to  me  only  proper  that  when  a  commission 
had  been  appointed  by  the  Crown  to  revise 
and  consider  the  criminal  law,  they 
should  take  into  their  view,  in  as  compre* 
hensive  a  manner  as  they  could,  the  bear- 
ing of  these  different  laws ;  and  1  shall  be 
guided  by  the  opinions  of  those  whose 
opinions  have  been  conBrmed  by  former 
reports  on  this  subject,  and  by  those  who 
administer  the  laws,  in  respect  to  any 
further  alterations  which  may  remain  to  be 
made.  I  do  not  anticipate  that,  with 
some  few  exceptions,  such  as  in  the  cases 
of  arson  and  burglary,  the  practical  mitiga« 
tion  of  the  law  will  be  carried  much  furthet 
than  it  is  at  present.    There  have  beeil 

{irodigious  changes  made  in  our  criminal 
aw  as  administered  in  all  criminal  cases, 
in  proof  of  which  1  will  read  a  statement 
of  the  average  number  of  executions  from 
the  year  1805.     Sir,  the  following  is  an 
account  of  the  average  number  of  persons 
executed  at  different  periods  from  1805  to 
the  present  year  : — 
From  1805"  to  1811  average  of  7  years  67 
1812  to  1818     .      ditto      .     90 
1819  to  1825     -      ditto      .     82 
1826  to  1832    .      ditto      .     69 
1831  to  1833     .  three  years      46 
1834  to  1836    .      ditto      .     28 
Is  it  not,  Sir,  I  ask,  most  satisfactory  to 
find  that  we  should  have  thus  reduced  the 
average  number  of  deaths  more  especially 
in  reference    to  the  last   seventeen    or 
eighteen  years  ?     But  I  do  think  it  a  dis- 
grace to  us  to  have  statutes  by  which  five 
hundrei  persons  may  be  condemned  in  one 
year;  and  I  think  that  the  feelings  of  the 
learned  judges,  the  merciful  consideration 
of  the  Crown,  which  was  so   universally 
exercised  in  all  cases  where  it  could  be. 
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4  to  be  iUDctioned  by  Parliament,  and 

we   ought    not  to  be  behind  other 

ms  in  mitigating  the  severity  of  our 

inal  code ;  but  that  we  ought,  more- 

,    to   endeavour  by  every  means  to 

ent  crime  in  future  periods  b^  better 

eiore  certain  methods  of  punubment. 

noble  Lord  concluded  by  moving  for 

e  to  bring  in  Bills  to  abolish  the  punish- 

t    of   death  in  cases  of  forgery ;  to 

ileh  the  punishment  of  death  in  certain 

!•  to  amend  the  laws  relating  to  offences 

hist  the  person ;  to  amend   the   laws 

.tive  to  robbery  and  stealing  from  the 

Ion ;  to  amend    the    laws  relative  to 

glary  and  stealing  in  a  dwelling-house ; 

ttnend  certain  Acts  relating  to  the  crime 

piracy ;  and  to  amend  the  laws  relative 

the  burning  or  destroying  buildings  or 


Si 


It.  Hume  felt  highly  gratified  at  the 

itement  just  made  by  the  noble  Lord^ 

•d  was  satisfied  that  the  whole  country 

>u1d  participate  in  that  feeling. 

Mr.  Ewart  cordially  approved  of  the 

easures  as  far  as  they  went,  but  regretted 

mt  the  principle  of  mitigation  was  not 

irried  much  furthe^  as  he  thought  it 

right  have  been.    The  hon.  Member  was 

l^eeding  to  detail  his  views  upon  the 

ibject,  when  it  was  moved  that  the  House 

It  counted ;  but,  at  the  solicitation  of  the 

%ancellor  of  the  Exchequer   and   Lord 

fohn  Russell,  the  motion  was  withdrawn, 

ind  the   hon.  Gentleman  was  allowed  to 

eonelude  his  observations. 

'    Leave  given. 

.  Tobacco  Duties.]  Mr.  Ewart  rose 
to  bring  forward  his  motion  for  a  reduction 
of  (be  tobacco  duties;  but  it  was  im- 
mediately moved  that  the  (louse  be 
counted. 

House  counted  out  and  adjourned  till 
Monday,  the  3rd  of  April. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  April  3,  1837. 

Hiff utB«.l  The  HouM  of  Commons  met  to-day  agreeably 
to  the  termination  of  the  AcQouniment  fur  the  Easter 
Holidays}  but  Uiere  not  being  Forty  Mcmben  ptetent,  it 
was  Ad^ouninL 

■  a^ia^  Miai#  gia"i*i# 

HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 

Tuesday,  April  4,  1837. 

Mfwin'sa.]  Petitions  j^pesentcd.  By  Mr.  Wallacf,  Arom 
Cupar,  for  the  Conveyance  of  the  Mall  direct  through  Fife. 
~ay  several  Hon.  Mbmbshs,  ftom  varioiw  plaoea,  oom- 
plainiog  of  the  advanti«e  et^yed  by  thm  Proprtetors  of  Uie 
Port-oiiloe  Shipping  Gaaette  over  the  Proprietort  of  similar 
Pabticatioost^By  Mr.  YfALhkCM,  frpmOrteno^,  com- 


plaining of  the  Cxportatioit  of  Fovelgii  macb  Biioolt  ioA 
Flour  in  Bond  as  Merchandise:  but  la  reality  tac  the 
consumption  of  the  Ships'  crews.— By  Mr.  HiNOi.tY  and 
Lord  GRANViLLa  Sombiuist,  thmi  Monmouth  and  an- 
other  plaoB,  for  Bcduetlon  of  ttie  Duty  on  Tobaoeo.— By 
several  Hon.  MKUBxna,  firom  various  plaees,  for  Rc)x*al 
of  Duty  on  Soap. — By  Mr.  Homk,  fh>m  Collonsa.-. 
Aigylashlre,  complaining  ofPlitwsi.^By  CoklBelTMOiir* 
BON,  from  several  places,  toi  Repeal  of  Caa>iamt%  and 
from  Kingston-upon-Hull,  for  County-ratet  BUL — By  Mr. 
G.  F.  YovNO,  from  Tynemouth,  for  Repeal  of  Duty  on 
Marine  InsuKanoei.^By  Mr.  Fox  Mauls,  fkom  AbacMdy 
and  Coupar  Angus,  for  Small  Debts  <SooUaad)  Bill^—By 
Lord  G.  Lennox,  Mr.  DROTHaRTON,  and  other  Hon. 
MBMBBRfl,  from  Radford,  WakeBeld,  Wigan,  and  variona 
other  places,  for  Amendment  and  Repeal  of  Poor-law  Aet 
~fiy  Mr.  XLAMBBorTOM,  against  Repeal  of  the  said  Act<- 
By  several  Hon.  Members,  from  various  places,  against 
the  proposed  measure  fl>r  Repeal  of  Chittehorates.— By 
several  Hon.  MaMsamSt  from  various  plaoMb  for  the  Abo* 
lition  of  Church-rates. 

PaiMooENiTURE,]  Mr.  Ewart  rose 
to  renew  the  motion  which  he  made  in 
vain  last  Session— that  landed  property 
should  be  made  subject  to  the  same  laws 
as  personal  property,  and  that  in  ctses 
where  the  deceased  left  no  will  (and 
where  there  was  no  settlement  to  the  con- 
trary) landed  property  should,  like  per- 
sonal property,  be  equally  distribnted 
among  the  children  or  the  next  relations 
of  the  deceased.  He  believed  this  to  be  a 
subject  which,  if  it  did  not  now  interest, 
would  some  day  certainly  interest,  the  na- 
tion. As  the  merits  of  feudal  prejudice 
and  error  were  dispelled  it  would  be  clearly 
seen  how  this  proposal  was  fraught  with 
justice,  good  policy,  and  truth.  Last  year 
when  he  made  this  motion  he  received  no 
answer,  or,  if  his  opponents  gave  him  an 
answer,  they  were  guiltless  of  giving  him 
any  reason.  The  Attorney  and  Solicitor- 
General  ought  really  to  blush  for  thesophis^ 
try  with  which  they  met  the  proposition ;  and, 
if  he  thought  the  Attorney  and  Solicitor*- 
General  could  blush,  he  should  have  re- 
spectfully asked  them  to  do  so  on  that 
occasion.  But  he  would  come  to  the  point 
at  once  with  those  learned  and  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen—he would  plunge  in  mediae  res, 
and  demand  distinct  answers  from  them 
on  the  practical  legal  advantages  which 
he  maintained  would  flow  from  the  pro- 
posed alteration.  First,  he  would  ask 
them  whether  it  would  not  in  frequent  in- 
stances prevent  injustice,  and  carry  into 
effect  the  real  intentions  of  the  deceased  ? 
The  Solicitor-General  said  last  year  that 
this  measure  would  only  meet  one  case  in 
a  hundred.  Tf  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman had  pursued  his  inquiries  during 
the  recess,  he  would  find  that  he  had  been 
mistaken.  Such  cases  were  familiar.  But 
he  would  only  refer  the  law  officers  of  the 
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Crown  to  a  most  able  treatise  (in  which 
their  reasoning  was  triumphantly  refuted) 
by  Mr.  Bailey,  the  distinguished  author  of 
the ''  Rationale  of  Political  Representa- 
tion." That  Gentleman  had  pointed  out 
cases,  which  in  any  town  in  the  kingdom 
it  was  easy  to  do,  of  gross  injustice  result, 
ing  from  bestowing  all  the  freehold  landed 
property  on  the  eldest  son  only.  As  this 
was  a  matter  of  allegation  and  proof,  he 
(Mr.  Ewart)«would  cite  the  cases  put  by 
that  Gentleman,  and  leave  the  Attorney 
and  Solicitor-General  to  deal  with  them 
as  they  could.  One  case  was  this : 
**  J.  P.  purchased  a  freehold  public-house, 
and  some  cottages  adjoining,  for  1,500/. 
and  borrowed  on  mortgage  800/.  He  died 
suddenly,  intestate,  leaving  seven  children. 
The  eldest  son  took  out  letters  of  adminis- 
tration, sold  all  the  personal  property, 
and  after  liquidating  the  few  simple  con- 
tract debts  of  the  deceased,  paid  off  with 
the  remaining-  proceeds  the  mortgage  on 
the  freehold  estate,  and  took  possession 
of  it  as  heir  at  law.  His  brothers  and 
sisters  were  left  entirely  destitute,  and 
were  obliged  to  have  recourse  to  the 
parish.*'  I  ask  the  Attorney  and  Solicitor- 
General  whether  this  is  not  a  case  in 
which  justice,  and  the  probable  intentions 
of  the  deceased,  were  defeated ;  and  I 
respectfully  pause  for  their  reply.  Again  : 
**  A.  B.  a  thriving  manufacturer,  bought 
the  fee  simple  of  the  premises  on  which  he 
carried  on  his  business.  He  expended  a 
considerable  sum  in  improvements,  and, 
in  doing  so,  contracted  debts.  Had  he 
lived  he  would  in  all  likelihood  have  dis- 
charged these  debts,  and  realised  a  hand- 
some fortune.  But  he  died  suddenly,  in- 
testate, leaving  two  sons.  Nearly  the 
whole  personal  property  went  in  paying 
off  the  debts  contracted  in  improving  the 
freehold ;  and  unless  the  elaer  son,  on 
coming  of  age,  acts  with  a  justice  beyond 
the  law,  his  brother  will  be  left  in  a  state 
of  destitution^''  Again,  I  put  this  prac- 
tical case,  founded  on  fact,  to  the  Attor- 
ney and  Solicitor-General,  and  I  wait  for 
their  demonstration  of  the  justice  of  the 
existing  law.  But  I  abstain  from  citing 
further  cases.  I  refer  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friends  to  the  book,  and  to  the  irrefra- 
gable assertion  which  it  contains,  that  in- 
stances such  as  these  abound.  I  proceed 
to  another  legal  point;  and  I  ask  the 
Attorney  and  Solicitor  General  this  ques- 
tion---would  it,  or  would  it  not,  be  a 
public  good  that  the  law  respecting  the 


two  species  of  property  should  be  uniform  ? 
What  can  be  more  absurd  than  that,  of 
two  species  of  property,  differing  not  in 
essence  but  in  name,  one  should  descend 
all  to  the  eldest  son,  while  the  other  is 
divided  equally  among  the  children  ?  Such 
is  the  law  as  it  stands  at  present.  A  man 
possesses  a  freehold,  and  a  leasehold  pro- 
perty for  999  years.  What  is  the  essential 
difference  between  the  two  ?  Yet  the  free- 
hold property  goes  exclusively  to  one ;  the 
999  years'  lease  is  equally  distributed 
among  all  the  children.  But  the  author 
already  cited  had  put  this  absurd  incon- 
sistency of  the  law  in  making  the  descent 
vary  according  to  the  tenure  (or  rather 
according  to  the  name)  of  the  property  in 
so  striking  a  point  of  view  that  he  (Mr. 
Ewart)  could  not  do  better  than  give  his 
description  to  the  House :  ''  A  merchant 
dies  without  a  will ;  he  leaves  a  share  in 
an  old  inland  navigation  company  worth 
2,000/. ;  this  (by  the  inconsistency  of  the 
law)  is  deemed  freehold  estate ;  conse- 
quently, the  eldest  son  takes  it  all.  He 
leaves,  further,  2,000^  worth  of  shares  in 
a  modern  canal ;  this  is  all  deemed  per* 
sonal  property,  and  goes  among  his  cniU 
dren  equally.  He  leaves  a  freenold  man- 
sion worth  4,000/.,  subject  to  a  perpetual 
rent  charge;  this  goes  entirely  to  the 
eldest  son.  And  he  leaves  a  warehouse 
worth  4,000^.,  built  on  land. leased  for 
999  years ;  this  is  divided  equally  among 
the  children."  Again  he  asked  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  whether  the  law 
should  not  be  uniform  ?  Did  they  admit 
it  ?  They  would  not  say  that  the  personal 
property  should  all  go  to  the  eldest  son, 
like  landed  property.  Then  they  could 
only  come  to  the  same  conclusion  with 
himself  (Mr.  Ewart),  and  make  landed 
property  (in  cases  of  intestacy)  descend  in 
the  same  just  and  equal  manner  with  the 
personal  estate  of  the  deceased.  Another 
question  on  the  legal  bearing  of  this  pro- 
posal he  would  put  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentlemen.  It  was  this — would  it  not 
be  better  that  all  property,  landed  like 
personal,  should  pass  through  the  execu- 
tor or  administrator,  instead  of  passing  the 
real  property  through  the  heirs  of  the  de- 
ceased, and  the  personal  property  through 
his  executor?  The  executor  and  admi- 
nistrator are  easily  found  ;  they  are  recog- 
nised representatives;  the  heirs  may  be 
scattered  in  different  localities,  or  they 
may  be  unknown ;  this  uncertainty  involves 
litigation.  Uniformity  and  economy  would 
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be  at  once  consulted  by  using,  for  both 
species  of  property,  the  same  channel  of 
conveyance,  and  adopting^,  as  the  repre- 
sentative both  of  landed  and  personal  pro- 
perty, the  executor  or  administrator  of  the 
deceased.  On  this  point,  also,  he  expected 
the  answer  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friends ; 
and  unless  their  affection  for  Chancery 
suits    dimmed     their    intellectual    vision 
(which  he  could  not  believe)  he  should 
have  their  answer  in  the  affirmative.     But 
it  was  by  no  means  to  mere  legal  amend- 
ment that  the  operation  of  this  change 
would  be  confinea.     It  was  better  for  the 
commerce  of  the -country  that  land  should 
be  subject  to  the  same  laws,  chargeable 
with  the  same  obligations,  and  descendible 
in  the  same  manner,  as  personal  property ; 
that  it  should  have  the  same  rules  of  in- 
terchange and  distribution,   and  be  en- 
dowed with  no  qualities  of  artificial  accu- 
mulation.    In  a  more  comprehensive  and 
political  view  of  the  question  he  would  ask 
what  civilised  nation  had  not  approached, 
more  or  less,  to  the  principle  of  equal  dis- 
tribution ?    Such  had  been,  in  a  greater 
or  less  degree,  the  law  of  the  ancients ; 
such  was  the  law  of  the  most  enlightened 
modern  nations.     "  In  the  code  of  Jus- 
tinian," says  Gibbon,   in   his  celebrated 
view  of  the  Roman  law,  in  the  44th  chap- 
ter of  his  '*  Decline  and  Fall,*'  <*  the  inso- 
lent prerogative  of  primogeniture  was  un- 
known ;  the  two  sexes  were  placed  on  a 
just  level;  all  the  sons  and  daughters  were 
entitled  to  an  equal  share  of  the  patri- 
monial estate."    The  same  view  is  taken 
by  the  most  eminent  writers  on  the  science 
of  legislation.  He  would  refer  them  to  the 
pages  or  Filangieri  and  of  Benthara.     Or, 
if  they  wished  for  an  authority  to  which 
both  parties  would  look  with  reverence,  he 
would  cite  the  words  of  Adam  Smith,  who 
said  (in  his  "  Wealth  of  Nations"),  '<  This 
natural    law   of  succession    took    place 
among  the  Romans,  who  made  no  more 
distinction   between  elder   and  younger, 
between  male  and  female,  in  the  inherit- 
ance of  lands,  than  we  do  in  the  distribu- 
tion of  moveables.  In  the  disorderly  feudal 
times  the  security  of  a  landed  estate  de- 
pended on  its  greatness.  Hence  the  origin 
of  the  law  of  primogeniture.     In  the  pre- 
sent state  of  Europe  the  proprietor  of  a 
single  acre  is  as  perfectly  secure  of  his 
possession  as  the  proprietor  of  a  hundred 
thousand."  And  this  is  manifestly  the  view 
taken  of  the  origin  of  primogeniture  by 
Buikc  in  his  *'  History  of  England."  But, 
VOL.  XXXVIL  {3*2} 


perhaps.  Gentlemen  preferred  a  legal  au- 
thority on  this  subject.  If  so,  let  them  turn 
to  the  pages  of  Blackstone.    In  the  second 
volume  they  will  find  this  passage  :  "The 
too  great  accumulation  of  property  is  the 
natural  consequence  of  our  doctrine  of 
succession  by  primogeniture,  to  which  the 
Athenians  were  strangers.     Of  this  accu- 
mulation the  ill  effects  were  felt  even  in 
feudal  times :    but  it  should   always  be 
strongly    discouraged    in    a    commercial 
country,  whose  welfare  dep^ends  on  the 
number  of  moderate  fortunes  engaged  in 
the  extension  of  trade?*'      Let  me  ask 
(said  the  hon.  Gentlemari)  whether  the 
sense  of  property,  the  feeling;  that  he  has 
something  which  he  can  call  his  own,  is 
not  a  natural  bond  which  links  a  man,  be 
he  rich  or  be  he  poor,  to  the  country  of 
his  birth  ?    We  acknowledge  the  truth  of 
this  principle  in  the  case  of  the  rich;  why 
should  we  renounce  it  in  the  case  of  the 
poor?     The  feeling  of  proprietorship  is 
the  parent  of  social  freeaom  and  of  per- 
sonal independence.      In   countries  like 
Norway,  and  France,  and  America,  where 
it  abounds,  you  will  readily  trace  its  re- 
sults in  the  elevated  independence  of  the 
people.     The  word  "  poor"  may  be  fa- 
miliar there,  but  the  word  "  pauper  *'  is 
unknown.    Is  it  or  is  it  not  wise  to  extend 
to  as  many  of  the  people  as  possible  an 
interest  in  the  well-being  oT  the  commu- 
nity ?     If  such  a  policy  be  generally  wise 
it  18  much  more  so  in  times  like  these, 
when  education  and  habits  of  good  order 
are  extending  and  giving  an  additional 
guarantee  for  the  independence  and  virtue 
of  the  less  wealthy  portion  of  the  people. 
But,  he  would  ask,  were  they  not  them- 
selves recognising  this  principle  in  adopt- 
ing the  allotment  system  ?    This  system 
of  letting  out  small  portions  of  land  to 
the  labouring  class  was  generally  approved; 
and  if  good  conduct  and  independence 
were  the  results  of  leasing  small  holdings, 
the  principle  must  hold  equally  good,  and 
even  be  more  apparent,  when  the  labourer 
is  a  small  proprietor  instead  of  being  a 
small  tenant.    But  it  is  not  to  the  inde- 
pendent character  alone,  it  is  to  the  moral 
and  social  feelings  engendered  by  the  sys- 
tems of  equal  and  unequal  partibility  of 
property  that  the  legislator  ought  to  look. 
All  experience  and  the  evidence  of  all 
writers  shewed  that,  where  the  system  of 
primogeniture  prevails,  the  bad  passions, 
the  more  selfish  motives  are  encouraged, 
while  domestic  peace  and  social  harmony 
2B 
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cm  the  offspring  of  tbe  principle  of  equal 
partibility.  He  might  be  mistakea  (and 
he  hoped  he  was) :  but  it  was  his  opinion 
that  when  history  came  to  trace  effects  to 
their  real  causes,  to  investigate  not  only 
the  outward  laws,  but  the  inward  manners 
and  habits  of  the  people,  much  of  what 
was  monstrous  in  the  social  and  political 
condition  of  this  country  would  be  traced 
to  the  prevalence  of  the  law  and  custom 
of  primogeniture.  Around  this  false  prin- 
ciple the  evil  passions,  human  interest, 
selfish  motives,  the  darker  feelings  which 
injustice  engendered,  grew  to  taint  and  poi- 
son the  atmosphere  around  them.  Around 
the  opposite  principle  of  equal  partibility 
you  find  the  household  virtues,  the  endear- 
ing affections  of  domestic  life— unestrang- 
ed  by  the  insolent  injustice  of  an  unequal 
law-^the  gentler  feelings,  which  at  once 
bind  together,  and  bless  and  adorn  society. 
He  confessed  he  looked  forward  to  the  time 
when  such  feelings  would  be  prevalent  in 
this  country.  At  all  events,  where  the 
testator  was  silent,  let  not  the  law  be  pre- 
sumptively unjust.  It  was  something  that 
the  principles  of  the  law  should  teach  the 
people  to  think  rightly — to  think  justly. 
With  this  impression  on  his  mind  he  moved 
'*  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  bill, 
providing  that -in  cases  of  intestacy  (and 
in  the  absence  of  any  settlement  to  the 
contrary)  landed  property  be  equally  di- 
vided amongst  the  children  or  the  nearest 
relatives  of  the  deceased." 

The  Attomey-Oeneral  said,  he  felt 
himself  bound  to  oppose  the  motion,  and 
could  not  help  expressing  a  wish  that  the 
hon.  proposer  would  turn  his  time  and  at- 
tention to  practical  reforms  of  the  law,  wh  ich 
would  be  much  more  acceptable  to  the 
House  and  beneficial  to  the  public  than 
theoretical  propositions.  If  the  arguments 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Liverpool  went 
for  anything,  they  went  to  support  the 
practice  of  an  equal  distribution  of  pro- 
perty, whkh  prevailed  in  France.  [Mr. 
Ewari,  No.]  He  could  not  understand 
tbe  arguments  of  the  hon.  Member  to  have 
any  other  bearing.  He  must  say,  that  he 
preferred  the  English  law  to  that  of 
France,  as  being  infinitely  the  better  of 
tbe  two.  The  hon.  Member  for  Liverpool 
had  said  the  latter  indeed  was  calculated 
to  promote  domestic  peace  and  filial  affec- 
tion, but  he  was  of  a  different  opinion, 
and  thought  that  the  English  law  was 
eminently  fitted  to  produce  those  desirable 
effects^   inasmuch  as   it  contributed    to 


maintain  the  proper  authority  of  the  pa« 
rents  over  their  families.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  said,  that  his  proposal  would  sim- 
plify the  law  and  reduce  litigation.  He 
believed  on  the  contrary  that  it  would 
create  complete  confusion,  and  instead  of 
preventing  litigation  would  increase  it 
fiftyfold.  It  would  require  the  introduc- 
tion of  an  entirely  new  code  of  laws,  be* 
cause  by  the  present  law  of  England  the 
distinction  between  real  and  personal  pro- 
perty was  universal ;  and  if  a  law  were 
passed  to  destroy  that  distinction,  volumes 
of  fresh  statutes  would  be  required  to 
meet  the  cases,  and  provide  for  the  con- 
sequences of  such  an  alteration.  But  he 
would  ask,  where  was  the  demand  for  this 
alteration  ?  The  House  had  received  no 
petitions  praying  for  it ;  no  public  meet- 
ings had  been  called  to  discuss  the  ques- 
tion and  to  declaim  against  the  existing 
law ;  no,  but  a  pamphlet  had  been  written 
and  because  certain  speculative  opinions 
had  been  put  forth  in  that  pamphlet,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Liverpool  would  have 
the  House  agree  to  the  great  and  univer- 
sal  change  which  he  had  proposed  to  make. 
He  would  not  oppose  any  change  in  the 
existing  law  which  was  likely  to  be  bene- 
ficial to  the  country,  but  he  considered  that 
the  alteration  contemplated  by  the  hon. 
Member  would  be  highly  prejudicial  to  the 
interests  of  the  whole  community,  and 
therefore  he  must  oppose  it.  Indeed,  it 
seemed  to  him,  that  in  this  respect  the 
existing  law  required  no  alteration  what- 
ever. He  must  add,  that  he  thought  no 
good  could  result  from  the  introduction  of 
such  a  bill  as  the  hon.  Member  asked  for 
into  that  House;  and  that,  in  fact,  it 
would  only  be  wasting  that  time  which 
might  be  much  more  beneficially  employed, 
and  therefore  he  should  give  his  vote 
against  the  motion. 

The   House  divided — Ayes  21  :  Noes 
54  :— Majority  33. 

Littofthe  Ayes. 


Aglionby,  II.  A. 
Brady,  D.  C. 
Bridgeman,  H. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Collins,  W. 
Flphinstone,  II. 
Gillon,  VV.  D. 
Grote,  O. 
Hardy,  ,1. 
Ilawps,  B. 
Hind  ley,  C. 
Leader,  J,  T. 


Lushington,  C. 
Molesworlh,  Sir  Vi, 
Ruthven,  E. 
Thompson,  Colonel 
Thomley,  T. 
Villiers,  C.P. 
W'halIey,SirS. 
Williams,  W. 

TELLEMS. 

Ewarl,  W. 
Rotbttck,  J.  A. 
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Archdall,  M. 
Balfour,  T. 
BUrclay,  D. 
Baring,  F.  T. 
Btrnanly  £.  G. 
Barron,  H.  W. 
BatesoD,  Sir  R. 
Bernal,  K. 
Blackstone,  W.  S. 
Bonham  R.  P. 
BuUer,  Sir  J.  Y. 
Dick)  Q. 
DuiMias  hon.  T. 
Eaton,  U.  J. 
Fector,  J.  M. 
Finch,  G. 
Fortter,  C  S. 
Gordon,  R. 
Omhani,  rt.  fm.  Sir  J» 
HooltwonhyT. 

LanMurd,  T.  B. 

Loifiher,  Viae. 
Lowther,J.  H. 
LvgOD,  bon.  General 
Martin,  J. 
Maule,  hon.  F. 
Morp#tb,  VifGOuAt 


OTerrall,  R.  M. 
Ossulston,  Lord 
Palmer,  O. 
Pe«I,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Riee,  rt.  hon.  T,  S. 
Richards,  R. 
Robinson,  G.  R. 
RosSyC. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Sandon,  Viscount 
Scott,  Sir.E.  D. 
I^beppard,  T. 
Sibiborp^  Colonel 
Somerset^  Lord  G. 
Stanley,  £.  J. 
Stanley,  C 
Stanley,  Lord 
Tracy,  C.  H. 
Treror,  hon.  A. 
Twisi,  H. 
Vivian,  J»  H. 
Vivian,  J.  £• 
WiUiaiBBon,  Sir  IL 
Wrighlson,  W.  B. 
Young,  G.  F. 
Young,  J. 

TELLERS. 

Catnpbell,  Sir  J. 
Bolfe,  Sir  R.  M. 


Duty  ok  Soap.]  Mr.  OiHon  rose  to 
bring  forward  the  motion,  of  which  he  had 
given  notice,  for  the  abolition  of  the  duty 
on  soap.  He  begged  it  to  be  onderfetood 
that  he  was  induced  to  take  up  the  subject 
from  t^o  feeltngof  hostility  to  his  right  hon. 
FHend,the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
or  to  the  Oovcrnmenf,  but  simply  from 
(he  conyiction  that  the  duty  on  soap  was 
one  of  the  most  oppressive  and  impolitic 
that  could  be  imposed.  In  bringing  the 
subject  forward,  he  calculated  confidently 
upon  the  support  of  all  the  Radical  Mem- 
bers, because  the  measure,  if  carried,  would 
tend  greatly  to  benefit  the  poor  ;  and  he 
calcumted  not  less  confidently  upon  the 
support  of  the  Conservatives,  because 
he  remembered  that  last  year  they  (the 
Conservatives)  brought  forward  a  similar 
proposition,  in  opposition  to  the  reduction 
of  the  duty  upon  newspaper  stamps.  It 
was  his  duty  in  the  first  place  to  show  that 
the  state  of  the  revenue  was  such  as  to 
admit  of  the  reduction  he  proposed,  and 
which  he  admitted  was  considerable.  It 
appeared,  then,  that  the  surplus  revenue, 
on  the  6th  of  January  last,  amounted  to 
2,570,957/.,  and  that  the  duty  upon  soap 
in  the  course  of  the  year  produced  a  gross 
revenue  of  977,067/,;  a  net  revenue,  after 
deducting  the  drawback  the  expense  of 


collection  and  other  charges,  of  779|0d7/. 
So  that  after  deducting  the  whole  clear 
revenue  paid  into  the  Exchequer  arising 
from  the  duty  on  soap,  there  remained  a 
very  considerable  surplus  of  revenue 
available  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  fbr 
relieving  the  people  from  any  other  par- 
ticular burthen  which  might  press  heavily 
upon  them.  Another  reason  why  the  duty 
on  soap  should  be  repealed  was,  that 
whereas  the  duty  had  gone  on  rapidly  in* 
creasing  with  regard  to  other  articles 
connected  with  the  excise,  the  duty  on 
soap  was  rapidly  decreasing.  The 
strongest  proof  of  this  was  to  bt  found  in 
the  fact,  that  the  quantity  of  soap  oti 
which  duty  had  been  charged  in  1896 
was  less  than  1835  ;  whilst  the  increase 
of  consumption  on  other  exciseable  artictes 
as  bricks,  glass,  malt,  paper,  spirits,  d^c*^ 
had  caused  a  surplus,  even  after  the 
reduction  of  the  paper  duty,  of  about 
1,200,000/. 

Quantities  of  soap  charged  with         lbs. 

duty  in  IBdS^beibre  reduction 

of  duty  *       .       •  141,000,000 

Ditto,  in  1634  •        *        -  i6a,000|900 

11,000,000 
Rates  of  iocrease  per  cent,  nearly  8, 

In  1835  the  quantity   charged 

with  duty  was     .        -        «    160,000,000 
Being  an  increase  of  4  per  cent. 

on  1834. 

During  the  last  year  ending  in  January, 
1836,  there  had  been  a  decrease  of  the 
sum  paid  into  the  Exchequer  for  duty 
collected  on  soap  from  one  to  two  per  cent, 
and  during  the  ouarter  ending  the  5th  of 
April  following  ttie  decrease  had  been  con- 
siderably greater.  This  had  occurred 
whilst  tne  country  was  in  a  state  of  un- 
exampled prosperity.  The  only  way« 
therefore,  to  account  for  it  was,  that  the 
population  had  been  supplied  with  sdap  by 
the  smugglers.  The  facilities  for  smuggling 
were  many  :  Ist,  the  concentrated  nature 
of  the  alkali  now  used,  as  compared  to 
that  formerly  employed.  2d,  the  great 
temptation  held  out  to  smugglers  -^  the 
cost  of  materials  being  57/.  5s.,  of  labour, 
(including  coals)  7/.  5*.,  duty  35/.— 100/. 
for  common  brown  soap.  3d,  the  number 
of  small  manufacturers  who  took  otit  a 
licence  with  the  sole  purpose  of  smuggling. 
4th,  the  fact  that  there  were  three  thousand 
candlemakers,  who  had  all  the  utensils  and 
materials  on  whom  there  was  now  no  excise 
survey  —  these  could  all  smuggle  if  they 
chose ;  5th,  the  facilities  of  intercourse  with 
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Ireland  where  there  was  no  duty.  The  » 
report  of  the  commissiooers  showed  the 
system  of  smuggling  going  on  there,  and 
the  annoyance  thereby  created  to  the 
owners,  of  vessels,  who  were  obliged  to 
give  large  bonds,  and  incur  heavy  losses, 
from  the  fraud  of  other  people.  So  that 
to  defraud  the  revenue  of  35/.  an  expendi- 
ture of?/.  IO5.  only  in  labour  was  required. 
Another  objection  to  the  duty  on  soap 
was  the  very  obnoxious  nature  of  the 
excise  regulations,  which  were  a  serious 
impediment  to  all  improvement  in  the 
manufacture  of  the  article.  The  absurd 
nature  of  the  utensils  required  by  law  in 
the  manufacture,  and  the  time  and  labour 
lost  in  the  process,  were  beyond  belief. 
The  loss  by  the  absurd  mode  of  taking  the 
soap  from  the  frames  in  one  soap  manu- 
facture amounted  to  600/.  per  annum  for 
duty  alone.  No  one  could  venture  to  make 
experiments  under  the  excise  regulations, 
as,  even  if  not  charged  with  duty  on  the 
quantity  spoiled,  it  was  impossible  to  keep 
tne  result  of  them  secret.  Candles  were 
now  made  bymachinery.  The  restrictions 
that  now  existed  were  originally  imposed 
in  the  reign  of  Queen  Anne  ;  but  many  of 
them  were  so  utterly  impracticable  that  an 
open  and  avowed  collusion  took  place 
between  the  Excise-office  and  the  manu- 
facturers,  which  must  necessarily,  and  in 
no  small  degree,  tend  to  promote  fraud  on 
the  revenue.  Again,  the  duty  on  soap 
▼ery  seriously  interfered  with  our  foreign 
trade  in  that  article.  There  had  been  a 
▼ery  material  progressive  decrease,  during 
the  few  past  years,  in  the  amount  of 
exportation.  The  export  of  soap  amounted 
in 


1830  to 

1831  to 
1833  to 


14^657,666 
15,506,561 
22,078,000 


lbs. 
lbs. 
lbs. 


^During  these  three 
years  there  was  a 
bounty  on  exporta- 
tion equal  to  the 
customs  duties. 
C  Year  of  the  reduction 
1833  to  25,650,868  lbs.  ^  of  the  duty  and  the  a- 

C  bolition  of  the  bounty* 
lbs. 


1834  to 

1835  to 


23,718,273 
22^946,674 


lbs. 


The  drawback  on  exportation  did  not 
cover  the  excise  duty  since  the  withdrawal 
of  the  tenths ;  besides  which,  there  was  a 
customs  duty  on  the  raw  materials.  To- 
gether they  amounted  to  nearly  3/  per 
ton.  The  British  manufacturers  were  met 
in  the  market  by  the  Americans,  who  being 
totallv  free  from  all  excise  restrictions,  and 
also  from  all  custom  duties  on  the  mate- 


rials imported  necessary  for  the  manufac- 
ture, completely  drove  the  British  manu- 
facturers out  of  the  market.  The  latter 
were  also  successfully  competed  with  by 
the  French,  in  the  manufacture  of  the 
finer  descriptions  of  soap.  There  was 
another  argument  which  he  wished  to 
press  upon  the  attention  of  the  House. 
Soap  formed  a  very  material  ingredient  in 
many  of  our  manufactures;  the  duty, 
therefore,  on  that  article  was  a  circum- 
stance that  essentially  affected  the  interest 
of  those  other  branches  of  manufacture. 
The  drawback  paid  to  manufacturers  in 
1835,  was  54,000/.;  the  amount  of  duty 
paid  on  the  soap  used  was  74,000/.  The 
manufacturers,  therefore,  paid  20,000/. 
duty  on  soap,  besides  the  increased  cost  of 
making  it  under  our  excise  laws.  Besides 
this,  the  manufacturers  were  in  the  habit, 
in  order  to  avoid  the  annoyance  and 
trouble  of  having  their  books  examined 
by  excise  officers,  of  mixing  together 
pure  alkali  and  oil,  and  thus  forming  an 
imperfect  soap,  the  quality  of  which  was 
very  inferior,  but  which  at  the  same  time 
paid  no  duty.  One  house  in  the  paper 
trade  used  to  pay  600/.  for  soap,  who  did 
not  now  purchase  a  single  pound.  Beyond 
this,  there  was  another  interest  which 
would  be  benefitted  to  a  very  considerable 
extent  by  the  abolition  of  the  duty  on 
soap ;  he  meant  the  agricultural  interest* 
In  consequence  of  the  heavy  duty,  all 
except  the  richer  classes  used  an  inferior 
kind  of  soap.  But  were  the  duty  repeated, 
there  was  no  doubt  the  consumption  of 
the  finer  qualities  of  soap,  manufactured 
from  tallow,  would  be  greatly  increased^ 
and  thereby  a  considerable  spur  would  be 
given  to  the  agriculturists.  But  the  most 
important  point  of  view  in  which  to  put 
the  case,  in  advocating  the  abolition  of  this 
tax,  in  his  opinion,  was,  to  show  that  it 
was  a  tax  which  operated  with  very  unequal 
pressure  on  the  different  portions  of  the 
population,  and  with  the  greatest  severity 
on  the  poor.  The  excise  duty  on  a  ton  of 
soap  was  14/.,  and  the  customs  duty  on 
the  materials  might  be  stated  at  3/,  more, 
making  together  a  duty  of  17/.  on  a  ton 
of  soap.  Now,  the  cost  of  a  ton  of  soap 
used  by  the  poorer  classes,  was  about  40/., 
the  duty  being,  as  he  had  said,  17/.  The 
cost  of  a  better  kind  of  soap  was  60/.  a  ton, 
the  duty  still  being  17/.;  while  thecostof 
a  ton  of  perfumed  soap,  which  was  con** 
sumed  by  the  rich,  was  about  100/.,  still 
bearing  a  duty  of  only  17/. ;  set  that  the 
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duty  of  the  article  consumed  by  the  poor 
man,  amounted  to  not* less  than  forty- five 
per  cent,  of  the  whole  price ;  while  the 
duty  on  the  article  consumed  by  the  rich 
man,  bore  only  the  proportion  of  from 
fourteen  to  twenty  per  cent,  on  the  whole 
price.  He  thought  he  could  not  bring 
forward  a  stronger  reason  for  the  abolition 
of  this  duty,  than  thus  to  show  the  in- 
equality of  the  pressure.  Unlike  the  duty 
on  tobacco  or  on  spirits,  which  affected 
only  certain  portions  of  the  community, 
the  duty  on  soap  was  a  tax  that  interested 
every  class.  \Vith  regard  to  the  duty  on 
tobacco  or  spirits,  the  only  question  with 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was,  how 
high  ought  the  duty  to  be,  consistently 
with  the  realisation  of  any  revenue  at  all ; 
but/. with  respect  to  soap,  there  were  other 
considerations  to  be  attended  to ;  for 
there  was  not  an  individual,  from  the 
highest  to  the  lowest,  who  would  not 
derive  a  benefit  from  the  abolition  of  the 
duty  on  that  article.  So  great  would 
be  the  competition  in  the  manufacture  of 
it,  that  the  benefit  of  the  abolition  would 
not  go  into  the  pockets  of  the  manu- 
facturers, but  would  go  wholly  to  the 
public.  It  would  not  be  difficult  to 
show,  that  the  abolition  of  the  duty 
was  much  more  preferable  than  a 
reduction  of  it,  because  if  any  portion  of 
the  duty  were  retained,  the  whole  of  the 
machinery  for  collecting  that  portion,  and 
for  protecting  the  revenue,  must  be  kept 
up.  The  expense  of  repaying  the  draw- 
backs was  very  great,  and  the  present 
syatem  gave  every  facility  to  fraud.  By 
abolishing  the  duty,  this  expense  would, 
of  course,  be  saved.  In  1835,  the  gross 
duty  was  977,132/.,  while  the  draw- 
backs on  exportation  on  manufactures 
in  Ireland  amounted  to  198,009/.  ; 
leaving  a  net  revenue  of  779,113/. 
It  must  be  observed  that  there  were  two 
deacriptions  of  drawback — one  paid  by 
the  customs  on  soap  exported,  and  the 
other  by  the  excise  to  manufacturers,  and 
requiring  distinct  sets  of  officers.  It  had 
been  said,  that  the  soap  duty  was  reduced 
in  1833,  and  therefore  other  trades  ought 
to  have  a  preference  over  it  in  1837.  But 
to  this  he  would  answer,  that  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  duty  in  1833  was  made  in 
consequence  of  the  proved  existence  of 
smuggling.  But  the  improvements  in  the 
maoufactare  of  alkalies,  which  were  then 
commencing,  had  placed  the  trade  in  a 
-wone  tituation  ^ith  respect  to  the  smug- 
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gler  than  it  was  at  that  time.  The  facili- 
ties  for  fraud  were  now  greater  than  ever, 
which  was  acknowledged  by  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Inquiry  in  their  seventeenth 
Report.  It  was  also  said,  that  glass  ought 
to  be  relieved  in  preference  to  soap.  But 
flint  glass  had  been  reduced  to  a  great 
degree,  and  sufficiently  to  prevent  smug- 
gling. No  one  complained  of  fraud  in 
window  or  plate  glass.  The  expenditure 
of  labour  to  make  either  the  one  or  the 
other  was  six  or  seven  times  greater  than 
that  required  for  soap,  and  the  difficulty 
and  danger  in  transmitting  it  was  such  as 
to  prevent  an  extensive  illicit  trade.  The 
duty  on  the  consumption  of  glass  was 
rapidly  increasing.  It  was  in  1832 
745,000/.,  in  1833,  862,000/.,  in  1834, 
922,000/.,  in  1835,  966,000/.  Notwith- 
standing a  reduction  of  2s,  3c/.,  the  duty 
on  flint  glass  in  1835  was  calculated  at 
155,000/.  The  manufacturers  of  glass 
did  not  apply  for  any  reduction.  The 
drawback  was  a  bounty  on  the  export 
trade,  which  enabled  the  manufacturers  to 
compete  with  foreigners;  and  the  reduc- 
tion would  only  benefit  the  wealthy,  and 
not  in  the  slightest  degree  the  poor.  The 
cost  of  the  materials,  labour,  and  duty  on 
plate  and  crown  glass,  and  on  soap,  stood 
thus : — 


Glass.  Soap. 

Materials   -    -  14/.  per  cwt  57/.  fif. 
Labour,  includ- 
ing coals  -    -  53 
Duty     -    -    -  33  35 


aoap. 

15  0  r 


For  com- 
,mon  brown 
soap  at  40/L 
per  ton. 


^100  4*100    0 

Therefore,  to  defraud  the  revenue  of  33/. 
in  the  manufacture  of  glass,  required  an 
expenditure  of  seven  times  the  labour  ne- 
cessary to  defraud  it  of  35/.  on  soap.  The 
manufacture  of  glass  required  a  bulky 
apparatus,  and  glass  could  only  be  made 
where  coals  were  cheap.  Soap,  on  the 
contrary,  could  be  made  in  a  few  hours. 
The  apparatus  and  the  materials  were  in 
the  possession  of  erery  candle- maker  in 
the  kingdom ;  the  process  was  simple,  so 
that  two  tons  could  be  easily  made  by  a 
man  and  his  son  or  assistant,  in  a  week. 
He  had  always  considered  this  to  be  a 
most  unjust  and  oppressive  tax ;  and  he 
trusted  he  had  shown  that  the  revenue  of 
the  country  was  in  so  flourishing  a  condi. 
tion  as  to  enable  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  dispense  with  it  altogether. 
No  doubt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
be  called  upon  to  afford  relief  by  the  re- 
duction or  abolition  of  other  taxes ;  but 
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it  WM  his  (Mr.  Gillon's)  conviction  that 
there  w^is  no  tax  which  was  more  urgonl 
or  which  called  more  immediately  for  re** 
peal,  than  the  duty  on  soap«  If  nis  Ma^ 
jesty's  Government  would  consent  to  ih\$ 
propositioni  they  would  thereby  confer  a 
boon  on  all  the  productive  cUsses  of  th4 
community,  and  contribute  materially  to 
the  healthy  comfort,  and  happiness  of  tha 
population  at  large.  The  hon.  Gentle** 
man  concluded  by  moving  for  leave  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  for  the  abolition  of  the 
soap  tax. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  wa« 
not  inclined  altogether  to  discountenance 
such  discussions  as  thQ  present.    It  was 
quite  right  that  hon,  Members  who  bad 
turqed  their  attention  to  particular  sub- 
jects co<inected  with  the  taxation  of  the 
country  should  lay  their  views  and  plant 
before  the  House»  in  order  that  when  the 
general  6nancial  statement  was  proposed, 
the  different  claims  to  relief  might  be 
fully,  fairly,  and  deliberately  considered. 
He  hoped,  however,  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, having  made  his  statement,  would 
follow  the  example  of  his  hon.  Friend,  the 
Member  for  Worcester,  when  he  brought 
forward   his   motion  on  the  subject  of 
marine  insurances,  and  not  call  for  an  im- 
mediate  decision  on  the  case  which   he 
had  made  out.     Indeed,  if  he  were  to  call 
for  an  immediate  decision,  on  the  ground, 
for  insianoe,  of  the  present  state  of  in- 
eoma  and  expenditure  as  he  had  stated  it, 
the  House  would  necessarily  be  led  astray, 
as  they  must  proceed  not  only  on  wholly 
inadequate  grounds, but  on  grounds  which 
were  delusive  and  fallacious.     Undoubt* 
ediy  the  revenue  of  the  quarter  showed  a 
given  amount  pf  surplus,   but  that  was 
anything  but   a  fair  criterion  to  go  by 
as  to  the  state  of  the  whole  financial  year. 
The  tea  duties  had  been  paid  by  anticipa* 
tion  last  year,  and  there  would  therefore 
be  a  deduction  in  that  respect.     Nor  did 
the  receipts  of  the  malutax  last  year  afford 
any  ratio  of  the  receipt  for  the  present. 
That  item  would  be  considerably  less, 
much  less,  than  the  corresponding  one 
last  year.     He    thought   this  would  be 
enoueb  to  induce  the  hon.  Gentleman  and 
Ihe  House,  without  prejudice,  to  postpone 
the  decision  of  this  question,  and,  as  they 
would  in  their  own  private  affairs,  not  de- 
cide what  they  would  do  with  their  revenue 
till  they  knew  exactly  what  income  they 
had  to  deal  with,  and  what  expenditure 
they  had  to  pr9vide  for.   He  waa  ready  to 


agree  in  many  observations  that  had  heen 
made,  particularly  with  respect  to  the  ay* 
cise  regulations^  They  were  arbitrary  and 
complicated,  and  subjected  the  manufac- 
turer to  great  and  unneoeasary  inconve^ 
niences.  The  customs*  regulations  had 
already  been  much  improvedi  and  it  was 
his  intention,  if  he  continued  in  the  office 
he  now  held,  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  consoli- 
date and  simplify  the  whole  of  the  excise 
law.  The  expenses  of  collection,  too. 
might  in  his  opinion  very  well  be  reduced ; 
but>  without  entering  upon  these  points 
at  present,  and  leaving  intentionally  the 
argument  of  the  question  altogether  un- 
touched, he  called  upon  his  hon.  Friend 
not  to  press  this  matter  to  a  division  until 
the  general  financial  statement  had  been 
submitted  to  the  House. 

Mr,  Hume  agreed  with  the  arguments 
brought  forward  by  the  hon.  Member  in 
favour  of  the  reduction  of  the  duty.    The 
tax  upon  soap  formed  a  great  impediment 
to  the  extension  of  the  manufacture  ;  and 
though  the  materials  from  which  soap  was 
made  were  cheaper  in  this  country  than  in 
the  United  States,  Canada,  and    many 
parts  of  the  Continent,  the  increase  in 
our  exports  of  this  article  had  borne  no 
proportion  to  the    increase  in  the  trade 
of  countries  possessingfar  inferior  faoilities. 
We    were  precluded  from    carrying   on 
a  valuable  trade  to  all  parts  of  the  world 
by  a  set  of  duties  which  prevented  tba 
application  of  science  and  industry  to 
the    processes   of  the   manufactuve.    U. 
was  well  known,  that  under  the  present 
system,  the  manufaclurers  sustained  tho 
most   ruinous  losses,    and  that  failures 
occurred  in  consequence  every  day.     No 
article  of  domestic  consumption,   except 
food,  was  more  important  U^an  soap ;  and 
it  formed  a  serious  item  in  the  expenditure 
of  a  poor  family.    He  thought  that  the 
Chancellor  of  tne  £xehec|qer,   whatever 
might  be  the  available  surplus,  ahoiild 
take  off  this  duty,  as  being  one  which 
would  give  relief,  not  only  to  the  fair 
trader,  but  to  the  whole  of  the  eommauityi 
If  there  should  be  a  deficiency  in  the 
i>evenue  from  ita  repeat*  there  were  fifty 
other  ways  of  raising  money  with  much 
less  iivjastice  to  the  public*  and  mucli  less 
injury  to  property. 

Mr.  H<intea  would  baye  been  better 
pleased  with  the  statement  of  the  Chan^ 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  if  the  right  hoQ^ 
Gentleman  had  discovered  a  dispositieii 
to  place  greater  relicokce  on  Uie  slatemeiiti 
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of  the  Conmaiftsioners  of  Excise  Inquiry, 
wbo  rccommeDded  the.  reduction  of  this 
duty.  It  was  at  present  utterly  impossible 
to  levy  it  equitably.  «nd  to  make  each  of 
the  iDftDufAclurers  contribute  his  fair  share 
to  the  revenue.  The  means  of  eflectually 
evading  tbe  tax  were  in  the  power  of  every 
otiitf  and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
waa  bound  to  abandon  it,  unleas  be  could 
point  out  a  method  by  which  its  coliectton 
could  be  insured.  This  country  was 
better  situated  for  carrying  on  this  branch 
of  manufacture  than  any  other;  it  was 
one  which  could  not  be  carried  on  without 
materially  benefitting  every  class  of  the 
cooimunity,  and,  at  the  same  time, 
greatly  augmenting  the  general  commerce 
of  the  country ;  yet,  although  population 
and  wealth  had  rapidly  increased;  this 
branch  of  the  revenue  had  been  consi- 
derably diminished,  which,  to  him,  was 
a  most  satisfactory  proof  that  the  tax  was 
impolitic  and  pernicious. 

Mr.  Gillon  regretted  that  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  not  given 
an  explicit  promise  to  abolish  the  duty. 
As  he  saw  no  chance  of  carrying  his 
motion,  he  would  not  press  it  to  a 
division. 

Motion  withdrawn. 


East  Inbia  Maritisib  Officebs.]  Mr. 
Ocoinge  JF.  Young  presented  a  petition 
from  Captains  Newall»  Barrow,  and  Glass- 
pole,  of  tbe  East-India  Company's  late 
oMiritinfte  aervice,  complaining  that  the 
Govpnnaatioa  t^  which  they  were  entitled 
waa  whbheld  hy  the  Board  of  Control. 
The  bciaf  and  aim  pie  facta  of  the  caae 
w^nld  not  render  it  necessary  for  him  to 
detain  tlie  House  at  any  length  ;  and  he 
waa  sure  that  tbe  Bouse,  and  lie  hoped 
the  xight  hoo.  Baronet  opposite^  tlie 
President  of  the  Board  of  Control,  would 
agfea  with  him,  that  this  waa  a  case  which 
demanded  inquiry.  In  the  year  1833»  the 
piihlic  were  allowed,  by  an  Act  of  the 
LefRslature,  to  participate  in  the  tfade 
w«Ui  China,  wluch  bad  fbnnerly  been  ex* 
elittisely  confined  to  the  East*  India 
Oauipany.  Tbe  Act,  also,  of  1833,  pro- 
hibited the  £ast-India  CMopany  from 
trading  for  a  term  of  forty  years.  To  meet 
tbe  case  of  tliose  parties  who  would  be 
Ukely  to  suffer  by  this  arrangement,  a 
elaase  waa  introduoed  into  the  Bill  to  pro- 
vide oompensation  for  tliem»  Some  difiL 
culty  was  subsequently  found  iu  awarding 
C^mpcngaliaa  to  tha  maritime  officers, 


whether,  as  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
J.  C.  Hobhouse)  stated  on  a  former  occa- 
sion— e«ich  individual  case  should  be  con- 
sidered on  its  own  merits,  or  some  general 
rule  should  be  established.     It  was  ulti- 
mately   decided,    that    a    general    rule 
►huuld  be  adopted ;  —-though  in  his  opinion 
it  would  have  been  much  better  to  have 
considered  each  case  on  its  own  merits. 
The  rule  was,  that  all  persons  who  gave 
notice  before  the  expiration  of  August^ 
1833,  that  they  did  not  intend  to  leave 
the   raantime    service  of  the  East-India 
Company,  were  entitled  to  compensation. 
That  this  plan  had  acted  unequally,  by 
excluding  some  gentlemen  justly  entitled* 
and    compensating    others  who  had,  in 
justice,  no  duim,  was  quite  evident.     He 
would  refer  to  the  case  of  the  petitioners^ 
on  tbe  one  hand,  and  that  of  a  persooal 
friend  of  liis  own   (the  aon  of  the  hon* 
Member   fur    Guildford)    on   the  other* 
This    gentleman    had  actutdly    left  the 
service,  and,  in  fact,  had  embarked  in 
trade,    but   he  sent  in    tbe  declaration 
according  to  the  rule,  and  was  ultimately 
allowed   compensation.     But  the  petitt. 
oners,  who  had  sent  in  their  declaration 
according  to  this  rule,  and  had  actually 
proved  that  they  had  made  arraagenoenta 
for  again  entering  the  service,  were  told, 
that  as  they  had  served  five  years,  which, 
according  to  a  regulation  of  the  East* . 
India  Company,  was  tbe  time  allotted 
to  officers  commanding  the  Company's 
ships,  they  would  not  have  been  eligible  to 
serve    again,  and,    tlierefore,    were  not 
entitled  to   compensation.     But  though 
they  were  not  eligibla  to  comoMad  the 
Company's  ships,  they  were  eligible  to 
command  chartered  ships ;  and  as  a  great, 
number  of  the  shipa  freighted  by   tha^ 
Company  were  chartered  for  the  voyaga» 
these  oG^cera  would  have  been  eligible  to 
have  served^  in  any  of  those   ships,  and 
were,  therefore,    clearly  entitled  to    be 
ccMnpensated.     He  conui  mfiation  an  ia- 
stance  in  which  a  captain,  who  bad  served 
four  years,  received  ^,000/.  as  compensa-^ 
tion*    The  petitioners  were  equally  eli-« 
gible  to  serve  as  any  other  ofiicers  in  the 
service.  And  as  a  stronger  and  unanawcr* 
able  proof,  that  they  were  entitled  to  the 
compensation  tliey  claim,  he  would  state 
to  the  House,  that  the  justice  of  their 
claiofts  had  been  admitted  by  tlie  Coart  of 
Directors  and  the  Court  ^i  Proprietors  of 
tl^  £ast-India  Company  ;  and  those  par- 
ties  (who   had  to  pay  the  nooney)  bad 
recommended  tbe  BcMird  of  Control  tQ 
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allow  the  compensation.  How,  then, 
cOnld  they  account  for  the  refusal  of  the 
Board  to  comply  with  this  recommenda- 
tion ?  He  had  shown  that  these  gentle- 
men, whose  interests  be  was  now  advo- 
cating, had  conformed  to  the  regulation : 
they  had  done  more  ;-*they  had  proved 
their  actual  intention  to  serve.  They  had 
also  proved  an  actual  loss,  hy  showing 
that  they  had  been  offered  employment  in 
the  merchant  service,  which  they  refused, 
in  order  to  remain  eligible  for  tne  service 
of  the  East-India  Company.  He  therefore 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  J.  C. 
Hobhouse)  would  offer  no  objection  to 
the  appointment  of  a  Committee.  The 
hon.  Member  concluded  by  moving,  that 
**  The  petition  be  referred  to  the  con- 
sideration of  a  Select  Committee." 

Sir  John  Hobfumse  said,  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  did  him  no  more  than  justice 
in  supposing  that  if  he  had  seen  any 
reason  to  alter  the  course  he  had  adopteo, 
he  should  have  done  so— but,  in  opposing 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  motion  for  a  Com- 
mittee, he  was  doing  no  more  than  right. 
He  would  take  the  liberty  to  state  his 
objections  to  the  motion;  but  he  must  be 
excused  if  he  were  not  so  brief  as  he 
could  wish  to  be.  It  was  due  to  the 
claimants  that  he  should  repeat  the 
arguments  which  had  influenced  him  in 
opposing  their  claims.  He  did  not  deny 
that  those  Gentlemen  considered  them- 
selves aggrieved  ;  but  when  principles 
were  laid  down,  it  was  essential  to  abide 
by  them.  According  to  those  principles, 
in  this  case  the  petitioners  were  in  that 
class  which  were  not  to  be  compensated  ; 
they  had,  in  fact,  completed  five  voyages, 
and  were  consequently  precluded  from 
receiving  compensation.  The  case  of  the 
officer  to  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tvnemouth  had  referred  was  not  applica- 
ble to  the  present  case ;  for  having  con- 
formed to  the  regulation,  and  coming 
within  the  required  limit,  the  Board  of 
Control  was  not  in  a  condition  to  refuse 
his  claim.  But  what  had  these  gentlemen 
done,  that  their  cases  should  be  specially 
considered?  They  had,  as  he  had  said 
before,  derived  all  the  advantages  of  five 
voyages;  and  if  they  had  not  been  so 
fortunate  in  making  money  as  some  other 
gentlemen  similarly  situated-^-it  surely 
would  not  be  contended  that  they  had  a 
right  to  come  to  Parliament  to  interfere 
in  order  to  make  good  the  deficiency, 
yi^  he  first  entered  into  the  office  he 
field  he  found  that  a  similar  case  had  been 


refused  by  Lord  Ellenborough ;  «^  the 
question  was,  therefore,  decided  before 
he  came  into  office,  and  he  could  not 
see  any  ground  to  reverse  that  deeisioD. 
Certain  persons  had  said  they  would 
have  employed  these  gentlemen,  and  it 
was  sought  to  establish  what  might  be 
called  a  prospective  loss.  These  gen- 
tlemen came  down  to  the  House,  and  said 
that  they  would  certainly  have  been 
employed,  but  they  reserved  their  ser- 
vices for  the  East  India  Company.  If 
that  were  really  the  case,  it  ought  to  have 
been  stated  originally,  althougn  it  woakL 
not  have  altered  the  state  of  the  claims. 
[Mr.  G.  F.  Young  :  It  was  in  the  original 
statement.]  —  It  was  not  stated  in  the 
original  certificate  of  these  gentlemen,  nor 
till  after  it  was  found  that  the  omission 
might  be  prejudicial  to  their  claims.  It 
was  true,  as  had  been  stated,  that  some 
parties  who  had  not  performed  the  five 
voyages  might  have  received  some  allow- 
ance ;  but  be  should  like  to  know  whether 
that  allowance  was  anjrthing  like  the 
profits  which  would  have  been  derived 
firom  the  voyages  ?  It  appeared  to  him 
that  the  simple  auestion  was, — were  these 
gentlemen  entitled  to  have  their  cases 
considered  specially,  or  were  they  to  come 
under  the  general  rule?  The  Board  of 
Control  had  decided  the  latter,  and  he 
was  at  a  less  to  know  what  the  hon. 
Member  expected  to  get  by  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Committee.  Without  an 
alteration  in  the  law,  the  decision  of  a 
Committee,  even  if  it  were  favourable  to 
the  claims  of  these  gentlemen,  would  not 
be  compulsory  upon  the  Board  of  Control. 
The  law,  as  it  stood,  gave  a  certain  dia* 
cretion  to  the  President  of  that  Board ; 
and  if  that  discretion  were  not  properly 
exercised,  let  him  be  removed;  but  it  was 
not  proper  that  he  should  be  brought 
before  a  Committee  of  this  House,  for  the 
purpose  of  being  called  upon  to  rererte 
any  decision  which,  in  the  discharge  of 
his  dul|fi  he  might  have  adopted.  He 
adrirttted  all  the  iacts,  so  that  a  Com- 
mittee to  inquire  into  them  would  be 
perfectly  useless  ;  and  as  the  Committee 
would  have  no  power  to  reverse  the  deci- 
sion of  the  Board  of  Control,  he  trusted 
the  hon.  Member  would  see  ^e  propriety 
of  not  pressing  his  motion.  If  the  hon. 
Gentleman  persisted,  though  his  interest 
would  say  « yes,*'  his  duty  said  <'  no, ' 
and  he  must  oppose  the  appointment  of  a 
Committee. 
Mr.  Bobinwn :  The  qnestioo  was»  wbe« 
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tlier  the  right  hon.  Baronet  and  the  Board 
of  Control  were  to  defeat  the  intentions  of 
the  Act  of  Parliament?  If  the  right 
hoD*  Baronet  admitted  that  the  prospectire 
ittterests  of  these  officent  might  have 
saffered,  he  contended  that  they  had 
suffered;  and  that,  consequently,  they 
were  entitled  to  compensation.  The  Courts 
of  Directors  and  of  Proprietors  had  de- 
cided that  they  should  have  compensa- 
tion ;  hat  the  hon.  Baronet  said  to  the 
proprietors,-—*^  you  have  no  right  to  re- 
ward your  own  servants.*'  Under  the 
Act,  they  had  a  claim  for  compensation ; 
and,  if  it  were  contended  that  Parliament 
had  no  power  to  interfere,  of  what  use  was 
this  discussion?  If  the  House  should 
decide  in  their  favour,  the  hon.  Baronet 
would  reconsider  his  decision. 

Mr.  Bagihaw  had  paid  some  attention 
to  this  subject,  and  fully  agreed  with  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  J.  Hobhouse).  It 
was  a  fallacy  to  talk  of  the  proprietors 
paying  the  money  required  in  compensa- 
tions. Every  sixpence  came  out  of  the 
pockets,  not  of  the  proprietors,  but  of 
the  people  of  India.  Let  the  House 
consider  what  was  due  to  them  :  they  had 
no  representatives  in  that  House;  and  the 
Board  of  Control  was  bound  to  protect 
them. 

Mr.  Praed  said,  the  simple  question 
was,  whether  an  Act  of  Parliament,  passed 
four  years  ago,  granting  compensation  to 
Ahese  officers,  was  to  be  carried  into 
efiiect  ?  Was  a  certain  rule  of  serrice,  not 
referred  to  in  that  Act,  to  supersede  it  ? 
As  to  whether  certain  statements  were  or 
were  not  omitted  in  the  certificate  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  referred 
•^thisi  in  his  opinion,  had  nothing  at  all 
to  do  with  the  case.  It  was  evident  that 
the  interests  of  these  officers  had  been 
affected  by  the  alteration  in  the  East- 
India  Company's  trade;  and  that  the 
Legislature  intended  they  should  be  com- 
pensated. The  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Control,  appeared 
to  expect  him  to  support  the  view  of  the 
case  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
taken,  but  he  was  at  a  loss  to  know  on 
what  ground  that  expectation  was  based. 
When  he  was  attached  to  the  Board  of 
Control,  and  these  same  claims  were 
brought  before  him,  he  treated  them  in  a 
very  different  light  from  that  in  which 
they  were  viewea  by  the  ri^ht  hon.  Baro- 
net opposite,  and  he  would  tell  the  hon. 
Member  for  Teignmouth,  that  his  opinion 
OD  the  real  merits  of  the  question  was  not 
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changed.  The  Board  of  Control,  under 
Mr.  Grant,  had  determined  that  compen- 
sation should  not  be  given  to  those  mari- 
time officers  who  had  served  five  years 
under  the  East-India  Company.  This  he 
had  ever  considered  unjust.  On  coming 
into  office,  however,  he  discovered  that 
whenever  an  officer  served  five  years  in 
the  Company's  own  vessels,  he,  after  that 
period,  had  invariably  left  the  service. 
But  the  state  of  the  case  was  somewhat 
altered  by  the  appointment  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  that  House.  The  Committee 
had  said  that,  as  it  appeared  that  the 
East-India  Company  had  laid  down  as  a 
rule  that  five  years  should  be  the  period 
of  service  for  its  maritime  officers,  they 
would  recommend  the  Court  of  Directors 
to  consider  the  case  of  those  officers  who, 
not  having  completed  that  service,  were 
still  excluded  from  compensation.  It 
could  not  have  been  the  intention  of  Lord 
Glenelg  that  the  rule  so  laid  down  should 
have  excluded  such  officers  from  com- 
pensation. Whatever  might  be  said  of 
his  entertaining — from  the  different  aspect 
the  case  had  now  assumed— -an  opinion 
opposite  to  that  he  acted  upon  when 
Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Control,  he 
must  say,  that  he  would  rather  be  thought 
inconsistent  than  that  the  House  should 
be  unjust. 

Mr.  Vernon  Smith  said,  that  the  opinion 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down  was  of  some  consequence.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  had  forgotten  the  case 
which,  when  Secretary  to  the  Board  of 
Control,  he  decided.  His  opinion  on  this 
subject  was  formed  from  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's opinion.  He  had  a  letter,  written 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  when  he  held  the 
office  of  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Control, 
by  which  it  would  appear,  that  the  rule 
the  hon.  Gentleman  acted  upon  was  not 
one  laid  down  by  Mr.  Grant,  but  by  Mr. 
Praed.  The  letter  stated,  *^  that  after 
serious  attention  had  been  given  to  the 
claims  of  these  officers,  the  Board  had 
decided  they  were  inadmissible."  He 
could  not  consider  these  gentlemen's  in* 
terests  were  in  any  way  affected  by  the 
alteration  in  the  £ast-India-Company*B 
trade;  for  though,  as  they  stated,  they 
were  eligible  to  command  the  charterea 
ships  of  the  Company,  yet  there  was  not  a 
single  instance  in  which  a  captain,  having 
performed  five  voyages,  was  afterwards 
called  upon  to  command  a  chartered 
vessel.  It  had  been  generally  considered, 
that  in  five  voyages  the  commanders  had 
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au  oppoTtuiiity  of  ifiMkiMg  «  bnndionie 
fQrtune  i  ^ixi  if  tbo»Q  gQntltiuieii  h«d  not 
done  »Q«  it  yi^%  not  the  fnult  of  the  Pro- 
pvittor^  And  they  had  no  right  to  call 
upon  tHe  Propvietora  to  make  up  tha 
detivioucy,  It  muit  not  b<}  forgotten, 
fJiat  the  money  out  of  ^hicb  thaat  com* 
peniationa  would  ba  paid  was  not  that  of 
the  Court  of  Propriatora>  but  of  the  people 
of  India.  The  Board  of  CootroU  thaua 
wa«  at  a  Iom  to  discover  what  daims  tbeee 
ojQSc«fa  had  on  tho  funds  und«r  their 
coutrol  i  and  he  trusted  the  House  would 
mark  its  sense  of  the  justice  of  the  deci- 
sion of  the  Board  of  Control  by  refusing 
to  grant  the  Committee.  Whelber  the 
compensation  would  ever  have  bt^n  ol>> 
tained  or  not,  after  the  case  had  been 
considered  by  Mr.  Macau  ley  and  other&i  or 
undtiranv  other  constitution  of  the  Boardj 
he  could  not  state«  but  he  thought  the 
compensation  excessive.  Never  had  be 
known  any  thing  of  the  kind  granted.  If 
the  hon.  Memlier  for  Middlesex  had  been 
as  active  ain)  vigilant  as  u»ua)i  this  would 
n^ver  have  happened*  He  must  protest 
against  the  principle^  tltat  because  other 
men  happened  to  hare  received  o  great 
deal  more  than  what  waa  reasonable  or 
justi  therofore  the  same  measure  of  ex« 
(*et«ive  compensation  was  to  bo  extended 
to  all  other  applicants;  As  to  tl>e  case 
of  Captain  MangUst  he  surely  recreived 
mora  than  he»  by  possibility,  could  have 
any  right  to.  He  had  not  accomplished 
hia  fourth  voyage,  but  the  Company  gave 
him  2tOQ0^«  Ti^t  was  a  monstrous 
*^  Gog9ip^nsatinn»"  It  might  as  well  be 
contended^  that  these  cautains»  because 
tt^y  bad  not  been  allowed  to  embark  ia 
freight  traide,  were  entitled  to  compensa" 
tion  to  the  extent  of  what  thej  might 
aUege  tb«^  had  lost«  by  being  limited  to 
the  Company's  maritime  service.  The 
hoB,  Geatleman  said,  that  since  the  period 
at  which  these  grants  were  made,  an  ex* 
ception  to  the  rule  of  compensation  as  to 
captains  bad  been  made,  limiting  this 
soale  to  the  cases  of  persona  who  had 
performed  the  five  voyages,  but  had  not 
entered  the  freight  service*  Wheu  the 
bun.  Member  was  one  of  the  Board*  they 
had  not  tigae  to  go  through  the  whole  de*- 
laiU  of  every  case ;  but  lie  was  now  ready 
to  vQte  away  the  money  whicht  when  in 
offices  he  was  disposed  to  refuse,  Tbe 
hi»u«  Geeytloman^  wa&  on  the  Committee 
and  divided  against  his  friend's  opiniona. 
ThA  petitiomera  not  having  been  acU 
ittilted  into  the  freight  service,   uuil 


rest  their  claims  on  no  higher  ground  than 
mere  contingent  eligibility.  He  did 
not  say  they  werci  ineligible*  but  th^  had 
nut  been  elected.  The  Court  of  Direor 
tors,  acting  on  that  reporti  considered 
these  cases  special,  and  threw  them  on 
the  Poplar  Fund«  If  be  understood  the 
argument  of  the  hon.  Gentleman*  it  would 
appear  that  Government  behaved  mpet 
generously.  His  right  hon«  Friend  might, 
bad  he  ao  pleased,  have  adopted  some 
other  course,  but  he  had  thought  it  tbe 
fairer  and  more  manly  course  to  r^eet 
these  claims  at  once.  The  Houses  he  was 
sure,  would  give  full  oredit  to  the  Board 
for  being  actuated  by  no  Qther  motive. 
than  tbe  desire  to  perform  their  duty* 
The  claim  of  these  parties  was  for  ooiu^ 
pensation  for  that  which  had  been  no  lose, 
to  them.  If  the  House  should  now 
sanction  the  claim,  it  must  recollect  that 
tbe  principle  on  which  it  was  made  would 
be  extensive  in  its  operation.  He  should 
oppose  it. 

Mr«  //ame  said,  if  his  vote  would  re-open 
the  qweittion  he  would  not  oppose  the 
prayer  of  the  petitioners*  It  w^s  evident, 
that  Lord  Glenelg,  and  these  who  were 
associated  with  him  in  his  official  depart- 
moiit,  had  very  ill  discharged  their  duty 
to  the  public.  After  this  case  had  .beea 
argued,  inatead  of  going  to  a  division 
upon  it  tluit  night,  they  ought  to  have 
time  allowed  to  review  the  whole  ques« 
tion.  In  the  speech  delivered  by  an  hoo« 
Gentleman  formerly  connected  witli  tbe 
Board  of  Control,  there  waa  a  great 
mistake  in  the  a^aumptioo,  that  these 
gentlemen  did  not  come  within  th« 
meaning  and  ficope  of  the  Act  of  Parlia^ 
ment  If  the  rule  of  compensation  were 
a  bad  oac'  "as,  perhaps,  it  waa — it  waa 
a  very  hard  case  on  these  three  individuals^ 
after  it  bad  been  adopted  and  acted  apou 
in  the  cases  of  others,  that  tbev  should 
not  have  the  benefit  of  \U  They  had 
beea  efficient  and  able  officers,  and,  m  far 
as  meiits  went,  his  mind  was  made  up  iiv 
their  favour*  These  individuala,  after 
performing  five  voyages,  must  have  had 
as  good  opportuoitiea  of  making  tbeir 
fortune*  as  any  men  could  meet  with.  If 
the  question  had  been  put  ta  tbeiii,befoit 
entering  into  the  service,  in  tfaia  maoner, 
"  will  you,  after  performing  theae  voy- 
ages, ejo^oj  your  pension,  or  eoler  into 
the  freight  service?*'  they  doablleas 
would  have  said,  <'  we  will  ee^  ou« 
peoMon."  For  they  would*  perhepsb 
hava  Qonsidered  it  desogaitoy  to  the  pa* 
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aition  they  bad  occupiedj  to  pas»  into  the 
liitter.  The  rule  whifsh  hud  been  )»id  down 
in  respect  to  the  discharged  officers  of  the 
£ii8t«India  CompaB/a  service,  was  this :«-» 
that  alt  those  who  wotUd  sqfier  loas  from 
tha  abolition  of  the  Company's  trade 
shonld  receive  compensation.  He  wislied 
that  rule  had  been  adhered  to ;  but  he 
regretted  to  say,  it  was  not :  and  many 
persons  who  had  retired  from  the  servioe 
for  years,  and  bad  engaged  in  other 
bttstoess»  from  which  they  could  not 
withdraw,  had  signed  the  required  dec|a«- 
ration»  and  haa  received  compensation. 
Men  who  were  offered  a  handsome  retire- 
ment, preferred  such  a  compensation  to 
continuing  in  active  employment,  what* 
ever  might  hare  been  their  gains  in  the 
Companjr's  service.  It  was  to  put  a  price 
on  inactivity  or  indolence  to  make  such 
oflers.  The  public  had  great  reason  to 
complain  of  the  extraordinary  conduct 
which  had  been  pursued  by  the  Board  of 
Control.  Captnin  Mangles  seemed  to 
have  retired  from  the  freight  service,  and 
toliave  taken  up  a  service  which  he  never 
originally  meant  to  adopt,  and  yet  he  ^t 
connpenaation  for  losses  by  the  extinction 
of  a  service  he  had  voluntarily  thrown  up. 
Because  injustice  had  been  done  in  one 
Quae,  wua  a  similar  species  of  ii\jnstice  to 
be  done  in  every  other }  He  was  satisfied 
that  two-thirds  of  the  pensions  were  paid 
to  those  who  ought  to  h\\ye  acquired  snffi* 
cient,  by  prudence  and  industry  wUla  in 
the  service  of  the  Company,  to  have  ab^ 
stained  from  coming  on  the  pension  list. 
The  Court  of  Directors  had  acted  most  pro* 
perly,  while  thtCoTirt  of  Proprietors  came 
to  an  inconsistent  vote^  which  completely 
damnified  the  voteof  the  Court  of  Direct** 
ora*  The  directors,  by  the  constitution  of 
the  Company,  were,  in  a  great  mea»ure, 
bound  by  the  opinioi>s  of  the  Board  of 
Control;  and  that  Board  should  have 
regulated  and  determined  the  proper 
scale  of  conifwnsatioo.  Notwithstanding^ 
he  thought  these  petitioners  might  have 
expected  better  terms  thani  they  had 
received.  He  could  not  support  their 
petition- 
Lord  Graftet7le&Mfiera0^hop«d,  that  the 
concluding  observations  of  tlie  hon.  Mem* 
ber  fbr  Middlesex  would  not  have  much 
effect  on  the  House.  The  hon.  Member 
said,  that  to  open  the  case  of  these  indi-> 
vidnals»  would  risk  the  opening  the  cases 
of  all  the  other  officers  under  similar 
circumstanGeB.  If  that  were  the  case, 
hft  abottld  say  with  the  hon.  Member  for 


Middlesex,*— that  they  sat  there  for  the 
benefit  of  all,  of  those  iuiludvd  within 
the  rule  alluded  to  by  the  right  hon.  the 
President  of  th«  Board  of  Control,  and  of 
those  who  wera  not.  Ho  had  no  knowledge 
of,and  waspotboundtoinauirt  what  n^iprht 
bot  the  consequences  of  their  proceeding 
in  this  case  with  respect  to  other  caset« 
Qne  thing  said  bv  the  right  hon*  Bamnat 
(Sir  John  Hobnouse),  rather  alarmed 
him.  He  said,  that,  whatever  should  be 
the  vote  which  the  House  of  Commofis 
might  come  to  on  this  question,  the 
Board  of  Control  would  not  alter  the 
deqision  they  had  arrived  at«  If,  after  a 
vote  of  that  House,  the  Board  of  Control 
was  to  reply  :  '<  we  will  have  nothing  to 
do  with  your  detarminationS}*'  it  was  very 
useless  for  the  Commons  to  think  of 
legislating  independently  on  such  ques«* 
tions.  He  believed  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  was  actuated  by  the  purest  mo« 
tives,  but  he  could  not  carry  nis  respect 
for  that  purity  so  fur  as  to  concur  with 
him  in  resisting  all  claim,  on  the  part  of 
these  Individ uiils,  for  compensation.  They 
alleged  that  they  had  sustained  an  injury 
through  the  passing  of  the  last  Act  for 
the  renewal  and  regulation  af  the  Com* 
pany*s  charter  ;  which  Act  contained  a 
clausci  providing  a  remedy  for  such 
injuries.  The  doctrine  of  the  hoiu  8a* 
cretary  to  the  Board  of  Control  (Mr« 
Vernon  Smith),  that  beeausa certain  other 
iudividuals  had  received,  in  the  shape  of 
compensation  from  the  Kast-India  Com- 
pany, too  much,  therefore  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  bad  done  well  in  r<gectinig  the 
prayer  of  these  petitioners  altogether*— 
did  not  meet  the  justice  of  the  case. 
Because  those  other  individuals  had  re» 
ceived  too  much*  were  these  parties  to 
receive  too  little?  Because  they  had 
exceeded  in  former  cases  all  proper 
amount  of  compensation,  they  were  now, 
therefore,  to  give  an  alisolute  denial  of 
justice  to  those  who  had  well  founded 
claims  t  Because,  in  the  cases  referred  to» 
some  officers  had  been  overpaid,  the  right 
hoo.  Gentleman>  by  anticipation,  repu* 
diated  any  decision  to  which  they 
might  come  with  leapect  to  the  cases  w 
others  f  He  considered  these  parties 
entitled  to  the  favoumble  considemtioQ  of 
the  House.  From  what  had  fislleo  from 
the  right  hon.  Baronet*  the  Secretary  to 
the  Board  of  Control,  it  was  impoesible  to 
look  forward  with  much  eocoumgemcnl 
to  the  result  of  this  ap|dioalion  to  tha 
House  i  but  it  was  idle  to  insert  a  daust 
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ia  that  Act  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
himself  carried  through  the  House — pro- 
viding a  certain  remedial  course  in  cases 
of  grievance*  if,  with  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  they  rejected  the  application  of 
those  who  thought  themselves  injured. 
If  the  treatment  of  these  parties  had  been 
as  they  represent — and  he  was  bound  to 
assume  the  facts  of  their  case — he  must 
give  his  vote  in  favour  of  referring  the 
petition  to  a  Select  Committee. 

Mr.  G.  Palmer  had  been  much  struck 
with  the  difference  between  the  different 
views  of  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  spoken. 
One  hon.  Gentleman  grounded  his  objec- 
tion to  granting  a  Select  Committee  on 
the  objection  formerly  taken  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Control,  to  entertaining  such  appeals 
from  the  decision  of  that  Board.  Was  it 
not  possible  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
might  have  been  deceived  by  a  statement, 
that  officers  in  the  East-India  Company's 
service  must  have  supposed  that  after 
making  five  voyages  they  would  have  no 
further  occasion  to  concern  themselves 
about  pensions  or  compensation  ?  Within 
the  last  few  years  there  had  been  very  few 
instances  of  gentlemen  who  had  left  the 
Company's  service,  afler  performing  five 
voyages.  Their  rank  in  the  service,  thus 
acquired,  was  very  valuable,  no  doubt ; 
but  it  was  a  mistake  to  suppose,  that 
in  other  respects  they  were  thereby  placed 
in  such  a  condition,  that  a  pension 
was  not  of  very  great  importance  to  them. 
It  would  be  very  hard  on  any  individual 
or  class  of  men  to  whom  a  pension  had 
been  assigned  by  the  Court  of  Directors, 
and  confirmed  by  the  Court  of  Proprietors, 
to  have  it  afterwards  taken  away  by  the 
Board  of  Control.  He  was  not  of  opinion, 
as  it  had  been  very  unfairly  insinuated, 
that  the  Court  of  Proprietors  would  be 
disposed  to  vote  this  money  recklessly 
away,  merely  because  they  had  not  to 
pay  it  themselves*  Such  an  imputation 
it  was  hardly  justifiable  to  throw  out  upon 
a  great  body  like  the  East-India  Com- 
pany. If  those  gentlemen  had  a  claim 
founded  on  justice,  what  did  it  signify 
whether  the  Uast-India  Company  on  the 
one  hand,  or  the  parties  referred  to  in 
the  former  case  on  the  other,  had  or  had 
not  granted  or  received  an  improper 
amount  of  compensation  }  He  was  sure 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  would 
allow,  that  an  officer  who  had  performed 
ftve  voyages  prior  to  his  commanding  a 
fmght  vessel»  derived  no  advantage  as  an 


officer  in  the  East-India  Company *8  own 
service  from  that  freight  service,  even 
after  the  term  was  over.  If  the  House 
should  be  inclined  to  do  justice  in  this 
case,  either  by  agreeing  to  refer  this 
petition  to  a  Select  Committee,  or  adopt- 
ing any  other  course  of  examination 
which  might  seem  expedient,  he  shoold 
be  satisfied.  And  then  he  was  sure  they 
would  vote  for  the  compensation  claimed 
by  the  petitioners. 

Mr.  Cressett  Pelkam  would  remunerate 
these  parties  upon  principle, — and  would 
give  them  every  thing  which  the  means 
that  were  at  his  disposal  would  allow, 
with  justice  to  other  parties.  He  had  no 
doubt  but  those  individuals  were  most 
meritorious  officers,  who  had  established 
a  legitimate  claim  upon  the  Company,  or 
rather,  upon  the  bounty  of  the  House* 
But  he  must  own,  that  no  rule  had  been 
laid  down  by  the  Company  or  the  Govern- 
ment, which  would  enable  the  House  to 
give  it.  They  did  not  come  within  the 
purview  of  that  Act  of  Parliament  to 
which  he,  unfortunatel}',  was  no  party. 
They  were  called  upon  to  express  their 
judgment  as  a  public  body,  on  the  ex*- 
pediency  of  compensating  these  officers 
out  of  funds  which  were  not  within  their 
own  disposal.  If  he  were  to  hold  out  his 
hands,  as  a  Member  of  Parliament,  to  give 
the  public  money  away,  he  did  not  know 
how  he  should  resist  the  endless  applica- 
tions of  other  gentlemen,  who,  on  grounds 
of  similar  services,  would  prefer  similar 
applications.  Such  a  precedent  might 
lead  to  most  serious  misapplications  of 
the  public  money.  It  was  to  be  remem- 
bered, moreover,  that  if  these  petitioners 
had  applied  to  remain  in  the  Company^s 
service  at  the  expiration  of  their  voya^, 
they  might  have  had  this  compensation 
without  question ;  and  he  should  have 
been  disposed  to  give  it  the  more  readily, 
remembering  that  in  former  times  they 
had  had  a  very  difficult,  though  a  very 
profitable,  employment. 

Mr.  Alderman  Thompson  had  no  per^ 
sonal  connexion  with  any  of  these  petH 
tioners,  and  was  not  influenced  by  any 
personal  considerations  whatsoever.  He 
was  at  a  loss,  however,  to  comprehend 
the  force  of  the  argument  upon  whch  the 
right  hon.  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Control  resisted  the  motion  of  his  hon. 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Tynemouth.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  contended,  that  those 
gentlemen  having  served  five  voyages  in 
the  command  of  the  East-India  Com^ 
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pany*!  diipsy  it  woDid  be  derogatoiy  to 
tbeniy  after  holding  such  high  situations 
io  timt  seiricPy  to  command  fraghted 
ships.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  said,  there 
was  no  precedent  for  a  man,  who  had 
commanded  a  Company's  ship,  afterwards 
accepting  the  command  of  a  freighted 
ship.  But  even  if  that  were  the  case, 
those  parties  might  have  secured  to 
themselves  a  competency  ;  still,  justice 
would  not  be  doue  under  the  Act  of 
Parliament,  unless  compensation  be 
g^raoted,  or  these  parties  fail  to  make  out 
their  case  of  having  been,  for  this  number 
of  voyages,  in  the  employment  of  the 
East-India  Company.  It  was  essential, 
therefore,  to  justice,  that  the  petitioners 
should  have  an  opportunity  of  proving 
that  they  come  within  the  terms  of  the 
rule  laid  down  by  Lord  Glenelg,  and 
oneht  not  to  be  excluded  from  its 
apPliction. 

Mr.  G.  F.  Young  was  convinced  that 
he  should  best  consult  the  interests  of 
the  individuals  whose  cause  he  advocated 
by  detaining  the  House  only  a  very  few 
minutes  in  reply.  One  or  two  circum- 
stances, however,  had  been  alluded  to  in 
the  course  of  the  debate,  which,  if  he  did 
not  explain  them,  might  prejudice  their 
interests.  In  the  first  place,  he  thought 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  laid  rather  too 
much  stress  on  the  power  which  these 
Gentlemen  had,  he  says,  of  so  conforming 
themselves  to  the  arrangements  which 
were  established  in  regard  to  the  grant  o 
compensations,  as  to  have  qualified  them* 
selves  to  make  out  their  present  claims 
beyond  doubt  or  dispute.  He  knew  not 
whether  there  was  the  disposition  or  not 
to  communicate  the  necessary  information 
to  the  parties  concerned,  at  an  earlier 
period  after  the  arrangement  upon  that 
bead  was  settled ;  bat  he  did  know  that  it 
was  not  till  after  the  House  of  Commons 
had  given  its  sanction  to  that  arrangement, 
that  the  parties  whose  petition  he  wished 
to  have  referred  to  a  Committee,  had  the 
remotest  chance  of  knowing  what  the 
particulars  connected  with  it  were.  The 
right  hon«  Baronet  was  aware  that,  by  the 
custom  of  the  East-India  Company,  it  was 
usual  to  make  such  terms  with  their  offi- 
cers, that  those  looked  forward,  from  their 
first  entry  into  the  Company's  service,  to 
the  period  of  their  becoming  captains, 
with  the  prospect  of  obtaining  pensions  in 
viftne  of  their  service,  and  the  rank 
1 — and  that  it  had  become  the 


practice  for  the  merchants  of  this  country 
employing  shipping  of  a  certain  tonnage 
to  retain  their  services  as  captains  of  the 
merchantmen.  He  had  the  express  au- 
thority of  these  officers  for  saying,  that 
their  views  embraced  the  whole  of  the 
advantages  from  which  they  conceived 
themselves  to  have  been  unjustly  shut  out. 
With  regard  to  the  allusion  to  the  case  of 
one  captain,  he  was  not  interested  to  show 
that  it  might  not  have  been  a  case  of 
excessive  compensation ;  but  even  if  it 
were,  it  was  not  pretended  that  his  service 
had  been  as  long  continued  as  those  of 
these  gentlemen ;  and  therefore  the  peti- 
tioners were  not  to  be  prejudiced  by 
anything  which  was  done  in  that  instance. 
Could  the  House  refuse  to  satisfy  the  just 
demands  of  these  gentlemen,  who  had 
performed  their  five  voyages — after  having 
behaved  in  the  most  handsome  and  generous 
manner  to  others  who  had  performed  but 
one,  or  two,  or  three  voyages  each ;  some 
of  whom,  however,  received  5,000/. 
gratuity  or  compensation,  and  a  pension 
besides  1  Others,  who  had  performed  bat 
four  voyages,  received  an  equivalent  com- 
pensation for  five.  As  to  what  has  been 
said  by  the  right  hon.  Secratary  for  the 
Board  of  Control,  with  regard  to  the 
danger  of  the  precedent  which  would  be 
fixed  by  the  concessioa  of  the  prayer  of 
these  (xentlemen,  one  word  would  set  all 
apprehension  on  this  score  at  resL  These 
three  gentlemen  were  the  only  captains  in 
the  East-India  Company's  maritime  ser- 
vice who  could,  by  possibility,  claim  this 
rate  of  compensation  ;  and,  in  order  to 
obviate  all  doubt  upon  the  matter,  e  waa 
authorised  to  say,  that  his  hon.  Friend, 
the  Member  for  Worcester,  who  had 
shown  much  anxiety  for  the  success  of  the 
petitioners,  had  offered  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
for  the  specific  purpose  of  barring  out  the 
possibility  of  establishing  such  a  prece- 
dent. If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
only  withdraw  his  own  wayward  objec- 
tions, how  could  granting  the  Committee 
establish  a  precedent?  Beyond  those 
three  individuals  there  was  not  a  single 
servant  of  the  Company  who  could  set  up 
a  claim  such  as  theirs.  He  must  add,  that 
until  the  facts  of  their  cases  were  brought 
under  his  notice,  he  had  never  possessed 
even  the  slightest  personal  acquaintance 
with,  or  knowledge  of,  any  of  the  peti- 
tioners. He  never  had  had  any  commu- 
nication with  them  until  he  took  up  their 
case;   and,   in  doing  so,  he  had  acted 
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•ntirel]^  upon  the  strong^  conviction  he 
entertainea  of  the  jastice  upon  which  their 
claims  were  founded.  In  the  same  man- 
ner he  could  vouch,  that  no  influence, 
direct  or  indirect,  bad  been  exercised  over 
him,  to  induce  him  to  become  their  ad- 
vocate ;  and  he  could  only  regret,  that  he 
had  too  feebly  discharged  his  duty  in  that 
capacity.  It  was  not  until  they  found 
their  applications  rejected  by  the  Board 
of  Control,  under  a  very  arbitrary  exercise 
of  the  restraining  powers  vested  in  that 
body,  that  they  came  before  the  House  on 
the  plea  that  the  law  of  the  land  entitled 
them  to  this  remuneration.  If  they  were 
to  be  told,  however,  that  the  law  of  the 
land  did  not  entitle  them  to  what  they 
asked,  ihen  it  became  a  very  fitting 
subject  for  the  consideration  of  the  House, 
—whether  that  law  should  not  be  so 
modified  as  to  meet  the  merits  of  such 
cases  as  this. 

The  Hooae   divided:  Ayes  45;  Noes 
M :  Majority  15. 
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Tobacco  Duties.]  Mr.  Bwart  hav- 
ing presented  a  petition  for  a  reduc- 
tion of  the  duty  on  tobacco,  then 
brought  forward  the  motion  of  which 
he  had  given  notice  on  that  subject.  He 
did  not  deny  that,  abstractedly  speaking, 
tobacco  might  be  a  fair  object  of  taxation  : 
but,  practically,  it  had  turned  out  to  be 
otherwise,  for  it  had  given  rise  to  smug- 
gling, and  the  extensive  demoralisation 
which  always  accompanied  smuggling. 
The  duty,  compared  to  the  pricey  was 
actually  1,200  per  cent.;  and  the  con- 
sequence was,  that  no  law  could  prevent 
smuggling.  To  prove  that  smuggling 
took  place  to  a  great  extenii  it  was 
oikly  necessary  to  state  that  the  duty 
was  3s.  per  pound,  and  yet  tobacco 
might  be  bought  in  the  country  for  Si.  8dL| 
8t.  M.,  and  even  ^s.  a  pound.  That 
cooM  only  arise  in  consequence  of  smug- 
gling, which  he  knew  was  carried  on  to  a 
remarkable  extent,  tobacco  being  intro* 
duced  in  casks  of  fish,  of  resSo,  and  even 
in  the  interior  of  loavvt  of  bread.  The 
only  contraband  trade  which  equalled  it 
was  that  of  opium  in  the  Celestial  Empire. 
The  Excise  CommissioB,  and  Sir  Henry 
P^neQ,  who  he  wished  had  been  present, 
had  tecommeaded  the  reduction  of  the 
duty.    That  right  hon.  C^tleman  had 

*  ptoved  that  smuggled  tobacco  amounted 
to  ott«  half  of  that  which  paid  dutv ;  sO 
th4it»  e«tin»atiiig  the  whole  consumption  of 

'  tb#<wsitryatl5«000,000lb6.,5,000,0001bs. 
=  ^  \\9X  WIN*  stttuggled.  Not  less  than 
^  tvVVO  p^fWM  weii  engaged  in  smug^ 
.  c* '<^v  at»4  It  had  a  most  pemiciotts  elfhct  on 
;  K^^e  WhNp*K    This  brought  with  It  the 

•  '•vsv^\^  v*^  tl'^  c<Mist^r^iard  establishment, 
'  *^.v¥  ^>iMi  s'l^nMlY  emploTed  in  repressing 

s^^  ^v»-,»x^HM  >fiKl<»  m  tobacco,  and 
,  ^*^  \  Jv  ^Nv^^v,.<^|  i^ii  annual  outlay  of 
*A\ AW  W  h%n>M(t  trader  was  obliged 
V  i  \y  ¥^*^  x\mJ  -^  v,^  tobacco  altogether. 
'm'  x^^^t  %  sy  V  %uie  the  case  of  one  gen- 
.i.*^,4  >fc.v  Vvh<  N^w  in  the  habit  of 
xyx  .*,i  ^  ,  V  A«K^^iftt  v*f  ftowi  16,000/.  to 
v\\A\^.  ^  \yi*^  t>.»^x,  ami  He  owned  that 
•^  vN-'  V  >M^  «  iK  iIh«  sanuggler  was  so 
•*  >^  ,v^sa  \{\\c\x  dealing,  the 
•v  ^^^^.x♦  iK^ii  profitlfss.  The 
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effect  of  tbit  coufte  of  things  was,  that  it 
taught  the  trader  to  confound  alt  distinct 
tions  of  right  and  wrong.  For  these 
reasons  he  had  thought  it  his  duty  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Chanoellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  the  subject ;  and  he  would 
conclude  by  moving,  that  the  duty  on 
tobacco  be  reduced  from  39.  to  \s,  per 
pound. 

Mr.  HufM  seconded  the  motion,  on  the 
ground,  that  if  suocessful,  it  would  have 
the  eflfect  of  putting  an  end  to  smuggling. 
The  evidence  of  this  fact  from  every 
quarter  of  the  country  was  so  strong,  that 
he  was  quite  surprised  to  find  so  high  a 
tax  kept  on.  He  was  quite  sure,  that  if 
the  proposed  reduction  were  made,  it 
would,  instead  of  diminishing,  increase  the 
revenue. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ob- 
servedi  that  his  hon.  Friends  who  had  last 
spoken,  in  the  present  state  of  the  House, 
<k>uld  hardly  be  serious  in  proposing  that 
the  House  should  come  to  a  resolution 
upon  a  point  of  such  extraordinary  im- 
portance after  so  slight  a  discussion. 
Some  observations,  however,  had  been 
made  by  both  his  hon.  Friends,  from 
wbteh  he  must  express  his  dissent.  The 
present  amount  of  duty  he  admitted  was 
not  defensible,  but  he  had  some  remarks 
to  offer  to  their  consideration  before  the 
House  came  to  any  conclosion  on  the 
subject.  He  would  state  a  few  of  the 
considerations  which  had  operated  with 
the  Government,  and  which  ought  to  have 
bad  some  weight  with  the  House,  in 
abstaining  from  proposing  any  reduction 
on  that  article.  His  noble  Friend,  Lord 
Spencer,  in  1831,  when  he  brought  for- 
ward his  budget,  proposed  to  reduce  the 
doty  on  this  very  article  of  tobacco  ;  and 
how  was  that  motion  met  by  the  House? 
His  hon.  Friend,  who  brought  forward  the 
present  motion,  was  not  in  that  Parlia- 
ment; but  if  there  was  one  part  of  that 
budget  which  was  objected  to  more  than 
another,  it  was  that  very  proposed  reduc- 
tion of  the  duty  on  tobacco,  and  particu- 
larly on  the  ground  that  the  reduction 
would  not  prevent  smuggling,  and  would 
promote  the  coosumption  of  the  article 
itself.  The  chief  point  in  his  hon.  Friend's 
speech  whkh  called  for  an  immediate 
examination  was  the  alleged  extent  of  the 
coatratMmd  trade.  He  thought  that  a 
fairer  subject  for  taxation  than  the  article 
itself  could  not  be  pointed  out.  It  came 
unquestionably  within  the  definition  of  a 


voluntary  tax.  The  question  then  was 
was  the  present  amount  of  duty  too  high 
for  the  purpose  of  revenue  ?  If  it  could 
be  shown  to  him  that  the  same  amount  of 
revenue  could  be  obtained  when  the  pro- 
posed reduction  was  made,  undoubtedly 
no  man  standing  in  the  position  in  which 
he  did  could  hesitate  at  lowering  the  rate 
of  duty.  He  certainly,  however,  was  of 
opinion  that  the  amount  of  tobacco  smug- 
gled was  exaggerated.  He  admitted,  that 
a  great  deal  of  tobacco  was  smuggled,  but 
not  so  much  as  was  represented.  He 
could  not  help  thinking,  if  the  statements 
which  were  made  on  thfs  head  were  cor. 
rect,  that  the  revenue  derived  from  to- 
bacco would  either  have  remained  sta- 
tionary, or  would  have  receded  in  amount. 
He  would  begin  with  the  years  1826-7, 
after  the  last  reduction  of  the  duty.  In 
1827  the  tobacco  which  paid  duty  in 
England  was  1 4,700,000  lbs. ;  in  1828, 
14,500,000 lbs.;  in  1829,  14.700,000 lbs.; 
again,  the  next  year,  15,100,000 lbs.; 
in  1831,  15,300,000  lbs. ;  in  1832, 
15,800,000 lbs.;  in  1833, 16,000,000 lbs.; 
the  next  year,  16,400,0001bs.;  and  the 
next  year,  17;000,0001b8.  Here,  then, 
was  a  progressively  increasing  quantity, 
on  which  duty  was  paid  since  1827. 
He  did  not  mean  in  the  slightest  degree  to 
deny  the  statement,  that  smuggling  had 
gone  on  to  a  very  considerable  extent,  but 
he  merely  mentioned  these  facts  for  the 
purpose  of  fortifying  his  doubt  that  the 
smuggling  which  was  no  doubt  carried  on 
was  so  extensive  as  was  supposed.  But  it 
might  be  argued  that  the  returns  which  he 
had  quoted  applied  only  to  England,  and 
that  the  smuggling  was  carried  on  to  a 
greater  extent  in  Ireland.  He  would 
therefore  take  from  the  year  1831  and 
upwards  the  returns  for  Ireland  alone.  In 
)83l  the  amount  was  4,100,000  lbs.;  in 
1832,4,300,0001bs.;inthefollowingyears, 
4,500,000lb8.,4.700,000lbs.,4,800,000lb8., 
and  5,000,000 lbs.  Here  again  the  duty 
steadily  and  progressively  increased.  He 
thought,  therefore,  that  there  was  nothing 
to  prove  the  allegation,  that  half  of  the 
tobacco  consumed  did  not  pay  duty.  Why 
did  he  rely  on  these  facts  ?  Because,  the 
returns  thus  taken  show  that  smoggit  g 
could  not  have  prevailed  to  the  extent 
supposed.  This  excess  of  the  consump- 
tion of  one  year  over  the  preceding  year 
had  regularly  continued  throughout  this 
period  ;  and  it  became  a  serious  question 
how  far  the  attempt  to  convert  the  con* 
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traband  trade,  at  present  carried  on,  into 
a  large  extension  of  the  legitimate  trade, 
under  the  operation  of  reduced  duties, 
would  be  likely  to  succeed?  When  he 
saw  that,  in  a  former  year  2,600,000  lbs. 
was  the  amount  of  consumption  in  Ire- 
land, and  757,000/.  was  the  total  amount 
of  duty  paid  on  that  consumption,  he  was 
pretty  sure  that  the  experiment  of  low 
duties  was  fairly  tried.  He  turned,  then, 
to  a  period  when  the  duty  on  tobacco  was 
lower,  and  the  price  of  the  commodity, 
also,  lower,  than  at  the  period  in  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  had  spoken. 
Of  1782  the  records  were  unfortunately 
lost,  but  he  had  those  of  1786.  In  1786 
the  duty  was  only  lOd,  per  pound.  At 
that  period  the  amount  consumed  in 
Oreat  Britain  was  6,800,000  lbs.,  in  Ire- 
land 3,400,000  lbs.,  making  together 
10,200,000  lbs.  The  present  consumption 
of  tobacco  was  in  Great  Britain  upwards  of 
17,000,000 lbs.;  inlreland,  5,000,000 lbs.; 
making  together,  in  round  numbers, 
23,000,000  ibs.,  as  compared  with  the 
10,000,000  Ibs.  consumption  of  1786. 
Now,  comparing  the  present  times  with 
the  year  1786,  he  begged  to  say,  that  there 
had  been  no  such  increase  of  the  popula- 
tion, or  alteration  in  their  habits,  during 
the  interval,  as  would  enable  him  to  come 
to  the  conclusion  which  his  hon.  Friends 
had  arrived  at, — that  only  one  half  of  the 
quantity  of  tobacco  which  was  consumed 
in  the  United  Kingdom  paid  duty,  and 
consequently  that  only  one  half  of  the 
revenue  which  ought  to  be  derived  from 
the  tobacco  actually  consumed  was  paid 
into  the  Treasury.  If  he  could  think 
with  his  hon.  Friends,  he  should  be  very 
happy  to  give  them  the  benefit  of  his 
concurrence  in  their  suggestion.  At  the 
present  hour  of  the  night  it  would  not  be 
proper  for  him  to  occupy  the  attention  of 
the  House  further;  but  when  he  told  his 
.hon.  Friend  that  the  subject  of  his  motion 
engaged  the  anxious  consideration  of  the 
Government,  he  felt  confident  that  he 
would  not  press  it  before  the  Government 
was  able  to  come  to  a  decision.  If  he 
could  arrive  at  the  same  conclusion  with 
his  hon.  Friend,  it  would  give  him  great 
satisraction,  but  he  must  see  that  it  would 
be  impossible  for  him,  till  he  could  see 
that  the  public  revenue  would  not  suffer 
from  the  reduction,  to  pledge  himself  to 
his  hon.  Friend's  resolution.  It  would  not 
do  for  him  to  be  trying  experiments  with 
the  revenue.    If  he  had  the  means  of 


diminishing  the  amount  of  taxation,  he 
should  first  wish  to  give  greater  develope- 
ment  to  the  productive  industry  of  the 
country,  which  was  now  languishing.  He 
was  desirous  certainly  of  putting  down 
smuggling,  but  he  was  first  of  all  anxious 
to  protect  and  encourage  the  productive 
industry  of  the  nation.  If  a  report  were 
to  go  abroad  that  the  House  or  the  Go- 
vernment were  pledged  to  reduce  the  duty 
upon  any  article  of  general  consumption, 
the  effect  of  it  would  be  to  throw  the 
trade  into  confusion,  by  stopping  sales  and 
suspending  orders.  In  this  case  he  should 
be  extremely  sorry  to  take  such  a  step,  for 
the  article  of  tobacco  yielded  a  revenue  of 
3,000,000/.,  and  the  duty  impeded  no 
manufacture.  At  the  same  time  he  could 
assure  his  hon.  Friend  that  the  whole 
subject  was  under  the  consideration  of 
Government,  and  should  have  their  best 
attention. 

Viscount  Sandon  thought,  that  his  right 
hon.  Friend,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer would  find  that  there  was  such  an 
immense  mass  of  smugglingi  that  it  would 
be  almost  incumbent  on  him  to  take  mea- 
sures for  the  reduction  of  the  duty,  if  not 
immediately,  at  some  future  time.  That 
such  was  the  case  was  abundantly  proved 
by  an  accumulation  of  evidence  from  Com- 
mittees, Commissioners,  and  facts  derived 
both  from  private  and  public  sources, 
showing  that  the  honest  dealer  could  not 
gain  a  livelihood  under  the  existing  sys- 
tem. The  question,  however,  after  all, 
must  be  left  in  the  hands  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer.  It  was  idle  for  a  Mem- 
ber of  that  House  to  attempt  to  dictate  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  such  a  sub- 
ject, and  all  that  private  members  could 
do  was  to  bring  the  case  before  the  public, 
and  trust  to  their  good  sense  for  the 
ultimate  adoption  of  the  measure.  Much 
as  he  desired  to  see  the  duty  put  an  end 
to,  he  would  recommend  his  hon.  Col- 
league not  to  press  his  Motion. 

Motion  negatived. 

HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  April  5, 1837. 

MmOTSt.]  Bilb.  Rcmd  a  Snt  time:— HaUeybnry  CoK 
l^gt  I  EtfUIndfai  Oflloen^  Salariii.--IleKl  a  Moood  tbatz^ 
SheriA*  Feci;  Attonieyt  and  SoUdtari}  Recovery  oT 
Tenemcnti. 

Petithmi  prcMoted.  BySirA.  Aojriw^ftmBTnloiaplaea. 
fbr  ttie  Better  OtMerrance  of  the  Sabbath.— By  Mr. 
Oboti*  Mr.  UaxwmIsL,  and  Mr.  Gilmk,  from  StnUhaven 
and  Avondale,  againrt  further  Endomnent  of  Churdi  of 
Seotlandt  from  Whitburn,  complidning of  UieQraatiQB of 
Fictitioui  Votef  (Scotland) ;  and  ftom  Deptfotd,  oomplaln- 


og  of  the  King*!  Dock  and  Yictualling  Yaid«  not  being 
:huged  with  the  Land-tax  i  and  ftom  St.  Mary-le-Bow, 
'or  the  £<]uaUaation  of  the  Land-tas.— By  Sir  J.  GbahaXj 
vfr.  HaaKSTR  FuiaTwooD,  Ci4>tain  Boldibo,  Mr. 
■Ianolbs,  Mr.  A.  Smith,  and  Mr.  Waltbbs,  from 
Vether  and  Upper  Dentoo,  that  they  may  not  be  compelled 
o  enter  the  Brampton  Union;  and  from  Glamoigan, 
loghton,  Irthington,  and  Preston,  for  the  Repeal;  and 
rem  Guildford  and  Hertford,  against  the  Repeal  of  the 
^\Kir>lBw  Aet ;  ftom  Conham  and  Chippenham,  for  Inquiry 
nto  the  mode  of  proriding  Medical  Attendanoe«->By  Sir 
f.  Obabav,  Mr.  GouLBURN,  Mr.  Lowtbbr,  Captain 
Xlsaobb,  General  Ltook,  Mr.  Wilkb,  Lord  Stanlby, 
Sir  R.  VvTTAw,  Six  G.  Sibolaib,  Mr.  Barnabd,  Mr. 
Jix.LON«  and  other  Hon*  Mbicbbrs,  from  various  places, 
igainst  the  proposed  Measure  for  the  Abolition  of  Church- 
Tstes; 
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Bankrupts'    Estatbs  (Scotland).] 
he  Lord  Advocate,  in  moving  the  second 
adingof  the  Bankrupts*  Estates  Scotland 
illy  said,    that  as  the  enactments  of  it 
ere  the  same  in  all  respects  as  the  Bill 
hich    passed  through  the    House    last 
•essiony  it  was  unnecessary  for  him  to  take 
p  time  by  entering  into  any  general  view 
i  the  nature  of  the  Bill,  the  object  of 
/hich  was  to  carry  into  efFect  improve- 
ments in  the  sequestration  law,  which  bad 
>een  contemplated  and  under  consider- 
.tion  for  a  period  of  about  twenty  years, 
ie  was  desirous,  however,  to  point  out 
he   circumstances    which    had    hitherto 
)revented  the  country  receiving  the  benefits 
jf  the  improvements  called  for,  although 
nany  Bills  had  been   brought    forward 
3y    his    predecessors    in    office    and  by 
limself.     These   arose  chiefiy    from  the 
reat   difference  of  opinion   in    different 
parts  of  the  country,  with  regard  to  the 
nature  of  the  provisions  which  ought  to  be 
adopted.     It   was    contended    by    many 
persons  that  the  sequestration  of  bankrupt 
estates  should  be  carried  on  in  the  Su- 

Ereme  Court,  as  hitherto.  On  the  other 
andy  it  was  not  less  strenuously  urged, 
that  sequestrations  might  be  commenced 
and  finished  in  each  of  the  Sheriff*  Courts 
throughout  Scotland.  There  were  great 
objections  to  both  those  courses  of  pro- 
ceeding. If  sequestrations  might  be  com- 
menced in  each  of  the  Sheriff*  Courts, 
from  the  very  limited  jurisdictions,  and 
many  individuals  and  companies  carrying 
onbusinessindifferentcountiesytheremight 
be  jarrings  and  confiiciiog  proceedings  in 
eacn  sheriffdom,  and  there  would  also  be  a 
want  of  general  superintendence  and  check 
to  prevent  abuse  taking  place  in  particular 
districts.  On  the  other  hand,  the  expense 
of  the  procedure  was  much  greater  by  the 
d|May»  of  sequestration  being  confined  to 


•9     BamkruptB^  Estates  ( Scot )     {April  5}  Bankruptcy  (Scot.)  770 

the  Supreme  Court  than  if  they  were 
carried  on  in  the  parts  of  the  country 
where  the  business  was  conducted.  The 
Bill  reconciled  those  difficulties,  by  pro- 
viding that  all  sequestrations  should  com- 
mence by  proceedings  in  the  Supreme 
Court,  and  the  management  be  cooducted 
by  the  sheriffs  in  the  different  couatiee, 
subject  to  appeal  to  the  Court  of  Session* 
This  arrangement  would  not  satisfy  per* 
sons  of  extreme  opinions  either  way,  but  it 
was  approved  of  by  the  great  majority  of 
persons  who  had  directed  their  attention 
to  the  subject,  and  whose  opinions  were 
subject  to  no  bias.  Another  difficulty 
arose,  from  many  individuals  who  had 
devoted  a  great  deal  of  time  and  attention 
to  the  subject  being  unwilling  even  to 
consider  any  clauses  which  deviated  from 
their  expressions  or  views.  Many  persons 
engaged  in  particular  branches  of  trade 
wished  the  Bill  to  suit  the  mode  of  carrying 
on  their  business,  without  regarding  the 
difficulties  it  might  give  rise  to,  or  the 
frauds  which  might  take  place  from  the 
arrangements  they  suggested.  It  was 
extremely  natural  they  should  do  so, 
for  their  experience  arose  from  the  trans- 
actions with  which  they  were  most 
familiar.  The  Bill  had  also  at  one  time 
been  so  framed  as  to  nearlv  meet  the  views 
of  the  greatest  commercial  town  in  Scot- 
land, but  when  further  improvements  and 
changes  were  made  to  place  it  more  in 
accordance  with  the  views  of  the  rest  of 
the  country,  they  complained  that  any 
other  suggestions  had  been  listened  to  or 
adopted.  He  trusted  that  there  would  be 
a  general  feeling  of  conciliation  in  the 
country,  and  all  the  local  interests,  to  con- 
sider the  present  Bill,  and  adopt  the 
improvements  which  it  contained.  If  not, 
the  law  must  remain  on  its  present 
footing.  He  had  been  ready  to  receive 
suggestions  from  every  quarter,  and  he 
had  adopted  them  freely.  He  was  still 
ready  to  make  any  further  alteratiokis  in 
the  Bill,  or  to  correct  an^  errors 
which  could  be  shown  to  exist  in  it, 
and  with  these  observations  he  recom- 
mended the  Bill  to  the  attentive  consider- 
ation of  the  House. 

The  Bill  read  a  second  time. 


Bankruptct  (Scotland).]  The 
Lord  Advocate  ohwryedy  that  the  Bank- 
ruptcy Scotland  Bill  was  closely  con- 
nected with  the  other.    The  object  of  it 
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wftf,  to  dicDNiish  expetifie  and  intrieacy  of 
procedure.  It  comprehended  enactments 
wbichy  at  one  time,  had  been  dUtribated 
ittto  ten  difierent  BilU.  It  and  another 
Bill  reapecttog  Sheriff  Coarttt,  which  stood 
neat  in  the  orders  of  the  day,  were  founded 
upon  the  report  of  the  Scotch  Law  Com- 
jnieaioners.  He  moved  that  they  be  both 
now  read  a  second  time. 
BUis  read  a  second  time. 

RsCOTfiRT     OF      TjBNEMElTTS.]        Mr. 

AgUcmhy^  in  moving   the   second    read* 
ing    of    the     Recovery    of   Tenements 
BiUy  said,  that  for  the  sake  of  tenants 
thamaelves  it    was  absolutely    necessary 
there    should    be    a  snmmary    mode  of 
fftcovering  possession  of  tenements.     He 
tegretted  the  Attorney-General  had   not 
thought    proper    to   take  upon   himself 
the  management  of  a  Bill  of  this  nature, 
bacaose  ha  was  convinced  the  law  as  it 
•now  ftood  required  some  alteration.    The 
present    Bill    did  not  alter  the  law  of 
landlord  and  tenant,  because  it  only  ap* 
plied  to  cases  where  a  system  of  swindling 
had    been    carried    on  by   persons  who 
obtained  possession  of  tenements  under  a 
false  character.    The  principle  of  his  Bill 
was  that  which  had  been  recommended  by 
the  Commissioners,  who  had  investigated 
narrowly  the  common  law  which  made  the 
distinction  ;  and  he  would  not  occupy  the 
House  longer  than  in  stating,  that  he  did 
not  beiieve  that  by  this  Bill  the  situation 
of  the  tenants  would  be  rendered  worse 
than  at  present,  but  rather  better  by  its 
provisions,  as  it  would  enable  their  land- 
lords to  aflford  them  more  indulgence,  as 
they  would  not  run  the  same  risk  of  being 
defrauded  by  violence  or  bad  faith.  There 
would    be  quite  a  sufficient  time  given 
before  they  went  into  Committee  to  offer 
any  suggestions  for  the  improvement  of 
its  provisions,  and  he  would  be  glad  to 
adopt  any  which  he  considered  would  be 
beneficial. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Sale  op  Beer.^  Mr.  Arthur  Trevor 
moved  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill. 

Mr.  Roebttck  objected  to  the  motion. 
The  best  way  for  him  to  point  out  his 
objection  would  be  to  read  those  clauses 
to  which  he  was  more  especially  op|K)sed. 
In  the  first  place  it  was  provided  that  no 
licence  should  be  granted  without  a  cerli- 
ficate  from  the  parson  of  the  parish.  Now 
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he  wanted  to  know  if  there  erer  bad  been 
such  a  pfOceediBg  as  that  which  would 
compel  a  clergyman  of  the    Church  of 
Englaod    to  tell  where  beer  and  cider 
should  be  sold,  and  he  would  inquire  if 
it  were  the  peculiar  privilege  of  their  holy 
office  to  tell  where  travellers  could  obtain 
good  beer  ?     He  wooid  ask  if  the  Hoase 
were  likely  to  pass  a  Bill  which  would 
render  the  clergymen  inspectors-general 
of  beer  shops  ?  tor  it  was  now  sought  to 
erect  them  into  anew  set  of  functionaries, 
who  would  not  have  the  spiritual  requisites 
of  the  parishioners  in  vieWj  but  who  would 
be  made  to  tell  at  what  particular  place 
travellers   would   get  good  beer.     But  it 
was  not  only  the  parsons  who  were  to  be 
put  into  requisition  by  this  measure,  but 
the  constables  also,  so  that  he  supposed 
the  system  would  be  under  the  regulation 
of  the  parson,  constable,  and  company. 
But  mark    the  difference  which  was  to 
exist  between  these  functionaries !    The 
parson  was  not  to  be  pnnished,  although 
the  constable  was^  if  he  did  not  undertake 
the  office  assigned   to  him.     The  con- 
stable was  to  be  liable  to  a  fine  of  10/.  for 
neglect  of  duty.    There  was  another  ex- 
traordinary provision,  which  was,  that  the 
Bill  should  extend  to  England  and  Wales, 
except  cities  and  boroughs.     What  was 
the  meaning  of  that  ?   Why,  that  country 
gentlemen    did     not    like     beer-houses. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  knew  the  Bill  would 
not  be  tolerated  in  towns ;  he  dared  not 
bring  it  into  operation  in  cities  and  towns, 
but  confined  it  to  those  places  where  the 
poor  might  be  trampled  on  with  impunity, 
it  was  further  provided,  that  no  licence 
should  be  granted  for  any  house  situated 
further  than  500  yards  from  a  turnpike 
road.     The    object  was  to    prevent  the 
poor    labourers  recreating  themselves  in 
by-roads  and   lanes,  where  they  were  in 
the  habit  of  playing  quoits  and  cricket,  to 
thrust  them  out  upon  the  high  road  ;  and« 
finally,  to  deprive  the  poor  man,  crossing: 
the  country,  and  who  could  not  afford  to 
ride  in  a  post-chaise  or  on  horseback,  of 
the  opportunity  of  slaking  his  thirst  with 
a  drink  of  beer.     He  could  not  help  ex* 
claiming  against  such  a  measure  when  he 
found  hon.  Gonllemen  opposite,  who  were 
up  in  arms  in  defence  of  the  yu*}\U  of  the 
poor,  under  pretence  of  taking  care   of 
their  morals,  attempting   to   fuist  such    a 
Bill   upon   the  House.     Nothing  was,   in 
his  opinion,  so  peculiarly  contemptible 
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the  pretence  aefc  up  of  taking  care  of  the 
morels  of  the  poor  by  Act  of  Parliament. 
It  was  not  to  be  done  in  that  form ;  but 
if  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  the  morals  of 
the  population  at  hearty  why  not  enter  at 
once  into  a  crusade  against  the  g^in 
palaces?  Let  him  try,  and  he  (Mr. 
Roebuck)  would  be  bound,  that  he  would 
find  hon.  Gentlemen  in  that  House  who 
were  connected  in  the  distilleries  standing 
up  in  their  defence,  and  detailing  the 
injury  it  would  inflict  on  country  Gentle- 
men, in  the  reduced  consumption  of  malt, 
barley,  oats,  and  rye.  Anything  they 
would  countenance  but  an  attack  upon 
themeelvesy  and  under  pretence  of  taking 
care  of  the  morals  of  the  poor  they  were 
grinding  them  down  in  eyery  possible  way. 
For  these  reasons  he  should  move  that  the 
Rill  be  read  a  second  time  that  day  six 
months. 

Sir  Ronald  Ferguson  agreed  in  what 
had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath, 
and  wished,  at  the  same  time,  to  remind 
the  House,  that  the  retailers  of  beer 
already  laboured  under  many  hardships  to 
which  the  licensed  victualler  was  not 
fiubjected. 

Mr.  Arthur  Trevor,  in  reply  to  the 
observations  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath, 
said,  the  clergyman's  interference  was  to 
extend  merely  to  the  granting  of  a  certifi- 
cate as  to  previous  character,  and  he  had 
confined  himself  to  the  country  parishes, 
because  it  was  there  the  evil  had  been  felt. 
Every  county  magistrate  would  say,  that 
the  evils  were  so  great  that  there  was  an 
absolute  necessity  for  something  being 
done.  He  was  taunted  also  for  not  inter- 
fering with  gin  palaces.  He  considered 
them  the  receptacles  for  every  species  of 
vice ;  but  if  he  were  to  interfere  with  them 
at  all,  he  would  be  told  by  the  hon. 
Member,  or  some  of  his  Friends,  that  he 
was  Interfering  with  the  amusements  of 
the  people.  The  next  charge  was,  that 
he  was  favouring  country  gentlemen,  by 
obliging  all  beer*shops  to  be  within  a 
certain  distance  of  the  high  road.  The 
reason  was,  as  country  gentlemen  knew, 
that  many  of  those  beer.shops  were  on  the 
borders  of  forests,  and  it  was  notorious 
that  they  were  the  haunts  of  poachers, 
sheep-steaiers,  and  persons  guilty  of  every 
other  species  of  crime.  From  the  temper 
of  the  House,  he  had  no  doubt  the  Bill 
would  be  rejected,  but  it  did  not  damp 
hioi  :    he   would    continue   to    turn    his 


attention  to  the  subject  until  the  evils 
were  remedied.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Bath  objected  to  the  appointment  of  a 
clergyman  to  give  the  licence;  but  who 
could  be  a  better  judge  than  a  clergyman 
of  the  morals  of  his  neighbours  ?  It  was 
a  subject  of  which  the  hon.  Member  was 
wholly  ignorant.  The  hon.  Member  called 
himself  the  champion  of  the  people.  If 
he  were  really  so  he  would  support  this 
Bill.  He  felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  take  the 
sense  of  the  House  upon  his  motion. 

Mr.  Thomas  Buncombe  thought,  that  if 
the  clergy  had  any  reason  to  complain,  it 
was  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Durham,  not 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath.  He  (Mr. 
Duncombe)  had  heard  of  a  place  in  Yorlu 
shire,  where  the  parsonage -bouse  had 
actually  been  let  for  a  beer-shop.  As  to 
the  clergyman  being  allowed  to  licence  or 
not,  it  should  be  remembered  that  a 
clergyman  might  be  a  member  of  a  tem- 
perance society,  in  which  case  it  was 
hardly  to  be  expected  that  be  would 
licence  a  place  where  liquor  was  to  be  bad, 
which  he  thought  injurious  to  those  who 
drank  it.  In  his  opinion,  a  more  ridiculous 
and  arbitrary  measure  had  never  been 
brought  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  Wynn  hoped  his  hon.  Friend,  tb« 
Member  for  Durham,  would  not  press  his 
motion  to  a  division.  The  Bill  would,  ia 
his  opinion,  impose  a  most  invidious  and 
irksome  duty  upon  the  clergyman  of  every 
parish. 

Mr.  Wilks,  on  the  contrary,  advised  the 
hon.  Member  for  Durham  to  go  to  a 
division,  because  he  was  convinced  that 
the  opinion  of  the  House  would  be  dis* 
tinctly  expressed;  and  it  was  highly 
important  that  those  persons  who  had 
invested  their  capital  in  beer-houses, 
should  not  be  annoyed.  Session  after 
Session,  by  experimental  notices  and  mea- 
sures. He  was  convinced  that,  upon  the 
whole,  the  establishment  of  beer-houses 
had  been  productive  of  great  good,  moral 
and  physical,  by  diminishing  the  consump- 
tion of  ardent  spirits. 

Mr.  Trevor  would  defer  to  the  opinion 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for 
Montgomery,  and  would  not  press  the 
Bill  to  a  second  reading.  At  the  same 
time  he  must  protest  against  the  doctrines 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Boston. 

Amendment  carried.  Bill  put  off  for 
six  months. 
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GOTERNMEKT   OF    THE    ArMY.]      On  I 

the  question  that  the  Speaker  do  leave  the 
chair,  to  go  into  a  Commiltee  of  Supply, 

Colonel  Thompson  said,  he  had  a  noiice 
upon  the  book,  which  he  should  have  been 
glad  to  have  brought  forward  many  weeks 
ago,  and  of  which  he  should  have  been 
happy  to  have  offered  some  explanation 
when  the  notice  was  given,  if  he  had  not 
been  prevented  by  forms  of  the  House, 
which  he  hoped  were  a  portion  of  the  wis- 
dom of  our  ancestors,  and  not  our  own. 
The  consequence  of  his  being  prevented 
from  giving  any  such  explanation  was,  that 
he  had  received  a  number  of  letters,  from 
which  it  appeared  that  there  was  a  per- 
suasion that  he  intended  to  enter  into  an 
examination  of  the  details  of  the  office  of 
the  commander-in-chief.  Now,  he  begged 
to  say,  that  he  had  no  more  intention  of 
doing  that,  than  he  had  of  inquiring  into 
the  details  of  the  office  of  the  Archbishop 
of  Canterbury,  if  there  was  one.  His 
object  was  simply  to  bring  before  the 
notice  of  the  House,  that  the  government 
of  the  army  was  withdrawn  from  the  prac- 
tice and  application  of  that  constitutional 
law,  which,  according  to  the  principle  set- 
tled in  tiroes  of  struggle  and  danger,  gave 
us  a  remedy  for,  and  prevention  of  the  mis- 
application of  the  power  of  the  Crown,  by 
placing  the  administration  of  all  the  impor- 
tant departments  of  the  state,  in  the  hands 
of  the  ministers  whose  real  responsibility 
consisted  in  the  necessity  for  all  going  out  of 
office  together,  whenever  they  ceased  to  be 
able  to  maintain  a  majority  in  that  House. 
Though  not  a  lawyer,  his  object  could  not 
be  mistaken  by  any  fair  inquirer.  If  that 
mace  or  its  predecessor  could  tell  stories, 
it  would  speak  of  times  when  there  was 
little  doubt  of  what  our  forefathers  meant 
by  the  customs  and  constitution  of  the 
realm,  as  distinct  from  Acts  of  Parliament. 
But,  not  to  travel  out  of  his  immediate  line, 
when  the  Mutiny  Act  said,  that  the  raising 
and  keeping  up  an  army  in  the  realm  with- 
out consent  of  Parliament,  was  against  law, 
was  there  a  drum-boy  that  believed  that 
meant,  against  an  Act  of  Parliament?  It 
was  written  and  stamped  upon  the  minds 
of  all  men  that  there  was  a  law  in  this 
country  to  which  even  statutes  made  in 
that  and  the  other  House  of  Parliament 
were  subservient.  To  that  law,  therefore, 
he  appealed,  and  he  would  ask  whether 
the  government  of  the  army  had  beenkept 
in  the  state  in  which  it  had  been  placed  by 
their  forefathers?   What  on  this  point  said 


history?  When  the  Tories  came  into 
office,  the  first  time  he  believed  they  had  a 
chance  after  the  Revolution^  did  theycon«> 
tinue  the  Duke  of  Marlborough  in  his 
office  of  commander-in-^chief  an  hoar 
longer  than  they  found  themselves  unable 
to  withdraw  him  from  abroad?  When  the 
Whigs  again  came  into  powor  under 
George  L,  they  restored  their  commander- 
in  cliief ;  and,  on  the  next  change  of  mi- 
nistry, which  took  place,  he  believed,  on 
Sir  R.  Walpole's  retirement,  the  comman- 
der-in-chief, like  other  ministers  of  state, 
was  again  changed.  He  contended  that 
these  precedents,  occurring  as  they  did  in 
critical  times,  when  it  was  unsafe  to  tamper 
with  the  just  jealousy  felt  by  the  people  of 
that  formidable  machine  a  standing  army, 
justified  him  in  saying,  that  by  the  ancient 
law  and  practice  of  the  realm^  there  ought 
to  be  a  constitutional  administrator  of  the 
army,  removable  with  the  other  ministers, 
as  there  was  of  the  king's  navy  and  the 
king's  courts.  By  giving  up  this  point, 
a  door  would  be  open  to  every  possible 
mal-practice  and  mal-application  of  the 
military  force,  and  we  might  be  paying  for 
the  maintenance  of  a  numerous  and  expen- 
sive army,--  amounting  to  about  100  regi- 
ments of  foot,  and  thirty  of  cavalry — with- 
out knowing  whether  they  might  not  at 
any  time  be  directed  against  ourselves. 
Look  to  the  case  of  Spain ;  did  any  one 
believe  that  the  government  would  have 
committed  themselves  to  all  the  dangers 
and  difficulties  arising  from  sending  out  a 
force  in  so  avowedly  inferior  a  state  of 
discipline— without  casting  any  disparage- 
ment on  those  who  were  engaged  in  it — 
had  they  not  known  that  the  army  was  not 
really  at  their  disposal  ?  They  could  move 
the  marines,  because  they  were  under  the 
direction  of  the  Admiralty ;  and  the  artil- 
lery and  engineers,  because  they  were 
under  the  master  of  the  ordnance ;  but  of 
the  superb  regiments  of  infantry  and  ca- 
valry which  made  the  rest  of  the  British 
army,  the  constitutional  and  responsible 
advisers  of  the  Crown  knew  they  could 
not  move  a  corporal's  guard.  They  could 
not  move  a  single  soldier  towards  Spain. 
And  the  result  of  this  misgovernment  of 
the  army  was,  that  our  countrymen  en- 
gaged in  the  Spanish  struggle  must  suffer 
all  the  misfortunes  which  were  daily  fall- 
ing upon  them.  Again,  there  were  some 
apprehensions  of  this  country  being  in- 
volved in  a  struggle  with  Russia.  Was 
there  nobody  to  tell  the  northern  autocrat, 
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that  the  British  army  was  not,  in  fact,  at 
the  disposal  of  the  constitotional  ministers 
of  the  CrowD,  and  though  the  King's 
government  might  wish  to  put  a  stop  to 
his  aggressions,  that  army  might  even  be 
directed  to  his  assistance  ?  It  had  been 
said  by  some  hon.  Gentlemen  in  that 
House,  that  they  hoped  never  to  see  the 
day  when  the  army  should  be  brought 
under  the  control  of  the  House  of  Com- 
monst  If  this  was  merely  an  expression  of 
personal  opinion,  he  had  no  more  wish  to 
interfere  with  it^  than  he  had  for  inter- 
ference with  his  own.  But  if  it  was  to  be 
taken  as  the  expression  of  a  political 
party,  then  he  must  say,  that  the  construc- 
tion put  upon  it  by  the  political  party  to 
which  himself  belonged  was,  that  those 
hon.  Gentlemen  hoped  the  army  would 
always  be  under  the  direction  of  an  irre- 
sponsible power  behind  the  throne,  which 
power  should  be  themselves.  In  this  coun- 
try there  had  not  been  wanting  instances  of 
the  dangers  that  might  arise  from  the 
government  of  the  army  being  in  the  hands 
of  others  than  the  responsible  ministers  of 
the  Crown.  In  the  unfortunate  events  which 
had  occurred  at  Bristol,  it  was  believed 
that  the  king's  ministers  were  not  held  the 
proper  judges  of  the  time  and  mode  of 
allowing  military  execution  to  commence 
upon  the  erring  men,  and  that  the  gover- 
nors of  the  army  had  had  recourse  to  ex- 
traordinary measures  to  effect  that  end. 
In  the  event  of  similar  circumstances  oc- 
curring in  Ireland,  was  there  no  fear  of 
the  military  force  being  directed  by 
irresponsible  persons?  Had  there  not 
already  been — though  he  knew  this  was 
a  sore  subject  for  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite— a  disposition  manifested  in  cer- 
tain quarters  to  tamper  with  the  army  ? 
The  direction  of  the  army  was  manifestly 
the  sorest  point  in  the  concernments  of  a 
free  country ;  and  therefore  it  was  the  last 
that  ought  to  be  withdrawn  from  the 
securities  furnished  by  the  practice  of  the 
constitution.  But  if  it  was  so  with- 
drawn, what  was  the  consequence,  but  that 
the  moment  the  power  became  illegal,  the 
right  to  obedience  vanished  ?  He  was  not 
disposed  to  modify  one  jot  of  his  assertion, 
that  the  only  security  any  country  had 
against  arbitrary  power,  was  in  maintain- 
ing the  principle,  that  obedience  was  coe- 
val with  legality.  Let  those  who  exercised 
Dower  illegally,  take  the  risk  ;  he  did  not 
not  mean  to  stir  from  his  position,  that  if 
.  the  major  was  true,  the  minor  and  conclu- 


sion  followed.  He  hoped  hon.  Gentlemen 
would  not  imagine  he  had  come  down 
with  any  expectation  of  making  a  grand 
coup  de  lance  on  the  present  occasion,  but 
to  make  a  beginning  with  a  subject  which, 
by  pains  and  perseverance,  would  be  car* 
ried  to  some  fruit.  He  had  not  even 
asked  anybody  to  second  his  motion ;  but 
if  anybody  did,  he  would  certainly  go  to 
a  division.  If  they  did  not,  he  knew  very 
well  where  he  should  go  and  say,  that  no 
man  had  stood  by  him ;  and  he  did  not 
believe  that  in  the  end  he  should  be  the 
worse  for  that.  If,  however,  as  he  hoped 
would  be  the  case,  some  hon.  Gentleman 
came  forward  to  his  support,  he  would,  by 
dividing  the  House,  give  himself  the  plea- 
sure of  recording,  with  the  "  two  or  three 
gathered  together,"  who  might  be  wilHog 
to  assist  him,  in  his  sentiments  on  tbb 
question.  He  now  moved,  as  an  amend- 
ment to  the  motion  for  going  into  Com- 
mittee, that  the  government  of  the  army, 
as  at  present  conducted,  is  against  law, 
and  no  man  is  held  to  obedience  to  the 
same  ;  and  that  no  supply  be  granted  till 
remedy  applied. 

No  hon.  Member  seconding  the  Amend- 
ment, the  original  motion  was  carried, 
and  the  House  went  into  a  Committee  of 

Supply — Army  Estimates.]  Vis- 
count Howick  said,  that,  except  in  one  or 
two  points,  the  present  estimates  were  pre- 
cisely the  same  as  those  of  the  last  two 
years.  In  the  effective  force  there  was 
this  year  an  increase  to  the  amount  of 
27,875/.,  but,  in  the  non-effective  force 
there  was  a  diminution  to  the  amount  of 
38,182/.,  ^  that  there  was,  in  fact,  a 
decrease  this  year,  as  compared  with  the 
hst,  amounting  to  10,307/.  The  increase 
in  the  effective  force  arose  partly  from  the 
circumstance,  that  last  year  a  regiment 
being  on  its  passage  home  from  India, 
was  for  half  a  year  in  the  pay  of  the  East 
India  Company,  whereas,  in  the  present 
year,  the  whole  of  its  pay  had  fallen  on 
the  public.  This  had  caused  an  increase 
of  13,700/.  The  price  of  provisions  and 
forage  was  this  year  higher  than  it  was 
last  year,  and  this  had  caused  a  consider- 
able increase.  The  most  important  cause 
of  increase  was,  the  alteration  which  had 
taken  place  in  regard  to  the  increase  of 
pay,  and  the  pensions  of  the  army.  For- 
merly every  soldier,  at  the  expiration  of  a 
service  of  fourteen  years,  whether  his  con- 
duct had  been  good  or  bad,  was  entitled 
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to  receive  ao  increase  of  pay  to  the  amount 
of  2d.  a*day.     Durbg  the  debate  on  the 
Mutiny  Bill  last  Session,  a  strong  desire  was 
manifested  by  many  hon.  Members,  that 
increased  facilities  should  be  afforded  for 
holding  out  rewards  to  soldiers,  as  an  in- 
centive to  good  conduct — and  a  recom- 
mendation to  that  effect  was  made  by  the 
Committee  on  military  punishments.  Con- 
sidering the  subject  as  a  most  important 
one,  he  (Lord  Howick)  had,  in  the  course 
of  last  Session,  in  concert  with  the  Gom- 
maoderMU'chief,    drawn    up    a  warrant, 
which  afterwards  received  his  Majesty's 
sanction,  and  was  dated  the  1st  of  Sep- 
tember, by  which  it  was  declared,  that  no 
soldier  who  should  enlist  after  that  period 
should  be  entitled  to  an  increase  of  pay, 
merely  on  account  of  length  of  service ; 
but  that,  on  the  other  hand,  every  soldier 
who  should  have  served  seven  years,  and 
whose  name  for  two  years  of  that  time 
had   never  appeared    on  the  defaulter's 
book,  should  receive  a  mark  of  distinction, 
and  a  penny  per  day  additional  pay  ;  that 
at  the  end  of  fourteen  years'  service,  on 
similar  conditions,   he   should  receive  a 
second  mark  of  distinction,  and  another 
penny  additional  pay,   and   that  at  the 
expiration  of  a  period  of  twenty-one  years, 
lie  should  be  entitled  to  receive  a  third 
mark  of  distinction,  and  to  have  another 
penny  per  day  added  to  his  pay;  and 
further,  that  when  pensioned,  he  should 
have  his  pension  increased  in  proportion 
to  the  increase  of  pay  which  he  had  re- 
ceived for  ^vt  years.    Thus,  if  for  five 
years  he  had  received  an  additional  penny 
per  day,  and  for  two  years,  an  additional 
twopence,  he  should  be  entitled  to  have 
three  halfpence  per  day  added  to  his  pen- 
sion.    He  thought  that  those  regulations 
would  tend  greatly  to  the  improvement  of 
the  army,  by  holding  out  a  boon  to  well- 
conducted  soldiers.    To  meet  the  probable 
expense    arising    from  this  warrant,  an 
additional  sum  of  9,800/.  was  inserted  in 
the  estimates  this  year,  to  which  he  was 
confident  no  objection  could  be  made.  As 
he  bad  said  before,  deducting  the  increase 
of  27,875/.  on  the  effective  force  from  the 
decrease    on  the    non-effective  force  of 
38,182/.  (owing  to  the  falling-in  of  pen- 
sions and  other  causes),  there  remained  on 
the  whole,  even  taking  into  account  the 
additional  expense  incurred  by  the  late 
brevet,  amounting  to  8,468/.,  a  decrease 
this  year  of  more  than  10,000/.    With 
regard  to  the  brevet,  at  it  would,  he 


believed,  be  brought  separately  under  Che 
consideration  of  the  House,  he  would 
make  no  remarks  at  present.  He  begged 
to  move,  that  the  sum  of  3, 11 1,1 52/.  U.  lOel. 
be  granted  to  defray  the  esmenses  of  bis 
Majesty's  land  forces  in  Great  Britain, 
and  on  foreign  stations,  from  the  1st  of 
Aprils  1837,  to  the  31st  March,  1838. 

Mr.  Robinson  said,  that  he  for  one 
should  make  no  objection  to  the  increase 
of  expense  which  had  been  incurred  in 
consequence  of  the  new  warrant,  ^s  he 
believed  the  system  of  rewards  which  it 
established,  would  be  one  great  step  in 
advance  towards  the  abolition  of  corporal 
punishment  in  the  army,  of  which,  except 
in  time  of  war,  he  entirely  disapproved. 

M  r.  Hume  would  shortly  state  the  ob- 
jections which  he  felt  to  the  keeping  up 
of  the  large  military  establishment  whieh 
at  present  existed  in  the  country.     Since 
the  war,  the  national  resources  had  been 
lavished   on   an  immense   military  force, 
without  any  regard  to  the  privations  which 
heavy  taxation  inflicted  on  the  community, 
He  said  *'  privations,"  for  seventy  per  cent. 
of  the  whole  amount  of  taxation  levied 
in  this  country,  fell  upon  the  poorer,  the 
working    classes. — In      consequence    of 
enormous  expenses  which  were  incurred 
by  our  large  military  force,  the  Chancellor 
of  the   Exchequer,    as  in    the  instance 
of  soap   last   night,   the  duty  on  which 
pressed    on    every  individual,  but  most 
heavily   upon   the   working  classes,  was 
unable  to  give  them  any  relief  from  taxa- 
tion.    In   1792,  the  number  of  men  em- 
ployed in  the  army  was  45,242 ;  in  the 
navy,  16,000;  in  the  ordnance,  4,000; 
making  a  total  of  65,242.    Yet  in  those 
times  France  was  hostile  to  us,  and  the 
Spanish  fleet,  then  considerable,  opposed 
us.     Now,  when  there  was  not  a  single 
naval  force   in   Europe,  except  that    of 
France,  which  could  bear  comparison  with 
ours,  in  a  state  of  profound  peace  we  had 
33,700marinesandseamen,81,3198oldier8, 
and  8,255  men  in  the  ordnance  and  engineer 
department — in  all,  no  less  than  123^274 
men ;  and  this,  let  it  be  recollected^  was 
our  efficient  establishment.    In  addition 
to  this,  we  had  48,113  yeomanry,  bestdea 
militia  available,  as  well    as  the  armed 
police  of  Ireland,  amounting  to  7,397, 
and  the  new  police,  numbering  3,300. 
The  entire  force  amounted  to  182,000,  ex- 
clusive of  the    troops    in  India,  whle^ 
amounted  to  19,000  more.  What  was  the 
reason  for  keeping  up  such  a  force  u  that  t 
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Taking  the  average  of  the  years  1822, 
1823,  and  1824,  they  had  only  an  anuy 
of  72,200  ineo ;  and»  takincr  the  average 
of  1835,  1836,  and  1837,  the  army 
amouDied  to  81,257  men.  What  wa»  the 
Q«ed  of  this  large  ibrco?  Were  the 
IdioisUrs  afraid  ofan  invasion?  Or  were 
they  going  to  send  out  troops  to  carry  on 
a  war  abroad?  He  hoped  the  day  for 
thai  was  gone  by ;  and  On  the  part  of  the 
people  he  protested  against  ihe  continuance 
of  this  extravagant  system.  What  he  had 
io  propose  was,  that  the  estimate  be  re- 
duced  by  the  whole  amount  of  the  allow- 
ance for  twenty  thousand  men.  There 
were  at  this  day  tiearly  that  number  of 
men  more  than  in  the  times  of  the  Tories. 
He  knew  that  the  noble  Loid,  the  Secretary 
at  war  was  not  altogether  to  blame  in  that 
luaiter.  The  noble  Lord  had  his  master 
of  the  Horse-guards— a  thing  which  was 
perfectly  ridiculous.  He  knew,  indeed, 
that  it  was  the  opinion  of  some  Gentlemen 
thai  the  Commander-in-chief  should  be 
under  no  controli  but  that  of  the  King 
in  person,  and  that  the  Secretary  at  War 
ought  not  to  be  allowed  to  interfere  with 
that  officer.  But  he  contended  that  such 
doctrine  was  against  the  constitution. 
The  King  could  do  nothing  but  through 
his  Ministers ;  and  orders  issued  to  the 
Commander-in-chief  must  be  signed  by 
the  Secretary  at  War.  The  noble  Lord's 
predecessor,  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Dundee,  had  found  himself  mastered  by 
the  Commander-in-chief,  so  much  so,  that 
he  was  obliged  to  confess  to  the  Chancel* 
lor  of  the  Exchequer  that  he  could  not 
prepare  such  estimates  as  he  would  feel 
justified  io  submitting  to  the  House  of 
Commons;  and  thus  were  the  Ministers 
baffled  by  a  person  openly  opposed  to 
them  and  to  the  majority  of  that  House. 
He  hoped  that  Ministers  would  not  con- 
sent (o  go  on  in  that  way.  It  was  said 
that  their  interference  with  the  Com- 
mander-in-chief would  be  unconstitutional. 
But  it  was  the  existence  of  a  standing 
army  in  time  of  peace  that  really  violated 
the  constitution.  The  control  of  the  army 
by  the  ministers  of  the  Crown  was  required 
by  the  same  principle  of  the  constitution  by 
which  they  were  responsible  for  the  acts 
of  the  Crown.  It  was  dastardly  of  them  to 
allow  the  command  of  the  army  to  be 
vested  in  a  man  who  was  openly  opposed 
to  them.  When  the  members  of  the  pre- 
sent jgovernment  sat  upon  the  other  side  of 
the  119080,  they  were  Uud  in  their  com- 


plaints of  the  expensiveness  of  the  standing 
army,  and  they  were  continually  badgering 
the  Tories  on  the  score  of  extravagaoce. 
Why,  then,  did  they  increase  the  force  from 
69,144  men,  as  it  was  under  the  Tory 
Government  in  1822  to  81,319.^  What 
was  there  in  the  state  of  this  country  or  of 
Europe  which  rendered  such  an  increase 
necessary  ?  The  army  cost  seven  millions 
a-year,  without  the  commissariat  or  the 
ordnance.  That  was  an  immense  sum. 
But  before  the  French  war  the  expenditure 
on  the  same  account  was  little  more  than 
two  millions.  He  could  not  account  for 
the  apathy  which  was  evinced  in  the  House 
on  the  subject  of  the  present  enormous 
cost  of  the  army,  whilst  there  was  on  all 
sides  so  much  complaint  of  the  amount  of 
oppressiveness  and  taxation,  and  almost 
every  Gentleman  was  calling  for  the  re* 
duction  of  one  tax  or  other.  Some  Gen- 
tlemen called  for  the  repeal  of  the  tax  upon 
cotton.  Well,  let  them  cut  off  10,000 
men  from  the  standing  army,  and  the 
cotton  tax  could  be  spared,  i^lthough, 
in  strictness,  the  expense  of  the  army  was 
the  subject  before  the  Committee  ;  yet  he 
had  brought  forward  also  the  numerical 
state  of  the  navy,  in  order  that  the  Gentle- 
men might  have  the  whole  expense  of  our 
warlike  force  by  land  and  sea  at  one  view. 
And  surely  when  the  whole  expense  was 
looked  at,  it  was  not  surprising  that  the 
working  classes  were,  to  a  great  extent, 
unable  to  obtain  the  means  of  sub- 
sistence, as  had  been  fully  made  out  before 
a  Committee  which  was  recently  appointed. 
Every  thing  they  consumed  was  taxed 
nearly  in  the  rate  of  seventy  per  cent. 
Before  he  sat  down  he  must  observe  that 
the  estimates  were  brought  forward  in  a 
very  improper  and  unsatisfactory  manner. 
Why  did  not  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  bring  forward  his  estimates 
in  the  same  clear  and  satisfactory 
manner  in  which  such  propositions  were 
brought  before  the  Parliaments  .  of 
other  countries?  Why  did  he  not  give 
an  explanation  of  the  purposes  for  which 
those  forces  were  to  be  maintained  at  so 
great  an  excess  above  those  of  1822  and 
1823  ?  The  regiments  of  the  guards 
seemed  to  be  kept  for  nothing  but  show. 
On  some  occasions  they  had  been  useful 
in  preserving  the  peace.  But  of  late  years 
the  metropolis  had  been  free  from  distur* 
bances  and  riot;  and  especially  since  the 
establishment  of  the  police,  there  had  beea 

no  Qccasioa  whatever  for  the  guards.    Tb^ 


783 


Supply-- 


{COMMONS} 


Army  Eslimaies. 


784 


right  bon.  Gentleman^  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  might  depend  upon  it, 
that  before  long  it  would  become  a 
question,  whether  the  expensiveness  of 
the  existing  form  of  government  in  this 
country  was  compensated  by  its  utility. 
For  his  part,  he  (Mr.  Hume)  was  desirous 
6f  preserving  the  present  form  of  govern- 
ment ;  but  every  thing  connected  with  the 
expenditure  of  the  public  money  at 
present,  was  calculated  to  produce  dissatis- 
faction in  the  minds  of  the  people  ;  a  large 
portion  of  whom  were  almost  deprived  of 
the  meaiSs  of  subsistence  by  the  effects  of 
taxation.  It  was  the  duty  of  the  Govern- 
tnent  to  curtail  every  expense  as  much  as 
possible ;  and  they  coula  very  well  afford 
a  considerable  reduction  in  the  present 
item.  There  need  be  no  fear  that  Eng- 
land would  not  be  at  all  times  able  to 
defend  herself  from  foreign  aggression. 
In  the  mean  time,  whilst  this  country  was 
at  peace  with  all  the  world,  it  ought  not 
to  be  burthened  with  the  support  of 
80  large  an  army.  To  bring  the  question 
in  a  tangible  shape  before  the  Committee, 
he  should  move  as  an  amendment  that  the 
proposed  sum  of  3,111,652/.  Is.  lOd. 
should  be  reduced  by  500,000/.,  which 
would  require  the  reduction  of  10,000 
from  the  troops  of  the  most  expensive 
class ;  in  which  there  had  been  an  increase 
of  6,600  men  since  1822.  Perhaps  some 
Gentlemen  might  not  be  aware  of  the 
difference  of  expensiveness  amongst  diffe  - 
ent  classes  of  regiments ;  but  he  held  in 
his  hand  a  return  signed  by  Lord  Pal- 
merston,  from  which  it  appeared  that  the 
cost  of  maintaining  a  private  in  the  Life 
Guards  was  74/.  per  annum  in  the  Dra- 
goon Guards  561.  per  annum,  and  in  the 
Foot  Guards  34/.  per  annum,  the  cost  of 
a  private  of  infantry  being  21/.  Although 
the  guards  were  not  very  numerous,  yet 
they  were  numerous  at  present  in  compa- 
rison with  former  periods.  With  the 
reduction  of  500,000/.,  or  the  allowance 
for  ten  thousand  men,  he  would  propose  a 
reduction  of  120,000/.  from  the  estimates 
for  the  ordnance  and  commissariat ; 
vrhich  sums,  taken  together,  would  be 
equal  to  the  whole  of  the  soap  duty ;  with 
'which  the  right  hon.  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  said  he  could  not  dispense  at 
present.  But  he  (Mr.  Hume)  was  quite 
satisfied  that  the  reduction  which  he  pro- 
posed could  be  made  with  perfect  sa^ty, 
and  the  soap  tax  accordingly  might  be 
tepealed.   Tb^  hoo ,  Member  concluded  by 


moving,  as  an  amendment,  that  the  sumo 
2,611,652/.   Is.  \0d.  be  inserted  in   the 
resolution  instead  of  3,1 11,652/.  Is.  lOd,^ 
as  proposed  by  the  noble  Lord. 

Viscount  Homick  observed ,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex  had  called  upon 
him  to  show  some  grounds  for  maintaining 
the  amount  of  the  force  which  it  was 
proposed  to  keep  up,  and  had  asked, 
**  Why  not  return  to  the  amount  of  force 
kept  up  in  1792  ;  or  why  not,  at  all 
events,  come  down  to  the  force  maintained 
by  a  Tory  Government  in  the  years  1822 
and  1823  r'  With  respect  to  the  com- 
parison between  the  year  1792  and  the 
present  time,  he  wished  to  call  the  hon. 
Member's  attention  to  this  fact,  that  since 
the  year  1792  the  colonial  possessions  of 
this  country  had  been  very  greatly  ex- 
tended. The  amount  of  force  required 
for  garrisoning  the  colonies  which  this 
country  held  previous  to  the  year  1792 
did  not  at  this  moment  materially  differ 
from  the  amount  of  force  required  for 
garrisoning  those  colonies  at  that  period. 
There  certainly  had  been  a  large  increase 
in  the  garrisons  in  New  South  Wales ;  but 
when  the  increase  of  the  number  of 
convicts,  and  the  extent  of  territory  over 
which  those  desperate  men  were  dispersed, 
were  considered,  the  absolute  necessity 
for  maintaining  a  large  military  force  for 
the  safety  of  the  colonists  must  be  appar- 
ent to  every  one.  In  fact,  very  recently 
only  a  necessity  existed  for  sending  an 
additional  regiment  to  New  South  Wales. 
When  he  had  the  honour  of  being  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  on 
one  occasion  a  very  serious  alarm  existed 
in  that  colony  from  the  difficulty  of 
maintaining  the  peace  in  consequence  of 
the  disorderly  conduct  of  the  convicts. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  said,  that  the 
object  of  the  Government  in  maintaiDing 
such  a  large  military  force  was  for  the 
purpose  of  overawing  the  people  both  at 
home  and  in  the  colonies.  If  that  really 
had  been  the  object,  he  begged  to  assure 
the  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  should  not 
have  been  the  person  to  frame  the  esti- 
mates, or  to  bring  them  forward.  He 
begged  to  tell  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  it 
was  for  no  such  purpose  that  the  present 
vote  was  proposed.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
bad  also  been  pleased  to  say  that  the 
Government  had  no  voice  or  control  over 
this  matter.  This,  also,  he  begged  to 
deny. .  If  be  had  not  possessed  the  means 
of  ascertaining  the  reasons  for  which  it 
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was  proposed  to  keep  up  this  force,  he 
should  not  have  been  the  person  to  submit 
such  a  TOte  to  the  House.  At  the  same 
time,  he  admitted  that  a  period  might 
arrive  when  a  considerable  diminution  of 
the  force  now  required  in  some  of  the 
colonies  might  take  place.  He  believed, 
that  after  the  lapse  of  a  few  years,  this 
country  would  reap  the  advantage  of  that 
great  measure  of  justice  which  was 
adopCed  in  the  year  1833,  by  the  emanci* 
pation  of  the  slaves,  and  that  it  would 
become  practicable  very  considerably  to 
reduce  the  garrisons  in  those  colonies 
where  it  was  the  hardest  upon  the  troops 
to  remain  in  garrison,  and  where  neces- 
sarily the  largest  amount  of  expense 
to  this  country  was  incurred.  The  com- 
parison between  the  year  1792  and  the 
present  period  being  thus  completely  dis« 
posed  of,  he  would  advert  to  another  part 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  speech.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  had  said, that  the  amount 
of  the  household  troops  had  been  greatly 
increased;  but  the  hon.  Member  had 
fallen  into  an  error  in  reckoning  those 
called  dragoon  guards  among  the  house- 
hold troops.  On  the  contrary,  they  were 
entirely  upon  a  level  with  the  other  regi- 
ments of  cavalry,  and  were  liable  to  the 
same  kind  of  service.  There  certaifily  had 
been  an  increase  since  the  year  1 792  in 
the  number  of  the  household  troops ;  but 
that  increase  in  rank  and  file  in  the  cavalry 
was  only  about  379  men,  and  in  the  foot 
guards  about  800  men.  Now,  considering 
that  for  the  protection  of  the  metropolis 
the  Government  had  no  other  than  these 
troops,  and  considering  the  enormous 
augmentation  of  the  population  since  1 792, 
he  could  not  say  that  this  did  appear  to 
him,  as  compared  with  the  force  in  the 
year  1792,  to  be  a  very  disproportionate 
mcrease.  But  the  hon.  Member  had  also 
aaid,  that  the  proportion  of  the  number  of 
officers  to  the  number  of  men  was  enor- 
mously large,  and  that  this  large  propor- 
tion was  kept  up  merely  for  the  purpose 
of  finding  employment  and  providing  emo- 
luments for  the  aristocracy.  It  would  be 
as  well  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
attend  a  little  to  what  was  the  state  of 
things  in  the  year  1792,  and  what  at  the 

E resent  moment;  if  he  had,  he  would 
ave  found  that  in  1792  the  number  of 
officers  to  the  men  was  in  the  proportion 
of  one  to  twelve ;  and  that  in  the  present 
year  the  proportion  was  no  more  than  as 
on^  to  tw6Dty*eigbtt  The  hon.  Gentleman 


next  referred  to  the  military  establishment 
for  the  year  1821  and  1822,  when  the 
amount  of  force  was  reduced  to  69,144 
men,  whereas  now  the  amount  of  force 
was  81,000  men;  making  a  difference 
not  of  20,000  men  as  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  stated,  but  of  about  12,000  men. 
Now,  he  was  inclined  to  believe,  that  the 
reduction  which  took  place  in  the  year 
1821-2  was  one  not  of  very  g^at  eco- 
nomy, and  his  reason  for  believing  so  was 
this: — In  the  course  of  the  year  1822  a 
great  number  of  soldiers  who  were  per- 
fectly fit  for  service  were  discharged,  and 
in  the  following  year,  1823,  it  was  found 
that  the  military  force  of  the  country  had 
been  too  much  reduced,  and  it  became 
necessary  to  raise  six  additional  regiments. 
The  effect  of  the  previous  reduction,  con- 
sequently, was,  that  in  the  course  of  a  few 
months  after  the  reduction  had  been  made 
the  country  had  to  pay  for  the  whole 
previous  amount  of  force,  as  well  as  to 
pay  pensions  to  a  very  considerable  num- 
ber of  men  who  had  been  discharged 
before  there  was  any  necessity  for  dis- 
charging them.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had 
further  said,  that  his  Majesty's  Ministers, 
when  sitting  on  the  opposition  side  of  the 
House,  used  to  concur  with  him  in  his 
motions  for  the  reduction  of  the  army 
estimates.  He  must  correct  the  hon. 
Gentleman  in  that  respect.  He  had  the 
honour  of  sitting  on  the  opposition  side  of 
the  House  for  four  Sessions  with  the  hon. 
Member;  and  he  had  the  most  distinct 
recollection,  that  in  the  course  of  that 
period  he  never  voted  for  a  reduction  in 
the  amount  of  the  force  to  be  kept  up, 
because  he  did  not  thinks  that  with  the 
demand  upon  the  army  for  colonial  service, 
they  could  prudently  reduce  the  force 
below  the  amount  then  maintained.  Be- 
fore the  House  agreed  t(f  the  proposition 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  it  became  them 
to  consider  what  was  the  demand  upon 
the  army  for  colonial  service.  That  demand 
had  arisen,  not  as  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said,  for  the  purpose  of  overawing  the 
people,  but  for  the  necessity  of  protecting 
the  different  fortifications  and  manning 
the  garrisons  of  the  various  colonies  which 
this  country  possessed.  Out  of  the  103 
battalions  of  the  line  of  which  the  whole 
force  was  now  composed,  it  was  required 
that  there  should  be  continually  abroad 
eighty-two  battalions;  leaving  at  home, 
out  of  the  whole  force,  only  twenty-one 
battalions.    The  effect  of  this  was,  thM 
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when  the  regiments,  ftfter  a  very  long 
period  of  foreign  service,  were  brought 
home»they  could  acaroely  be  kept  aihome 
for  four  year,  when  it  would  become  their 
turn  again  to  go  abroad*  In  conBeqnence 
of  this  demand  for  affording  relief  to 
regiments  coming  home,  it  was  necessary 
that  seven  battalions  should  go  out  from 
this  eoantry  in  the  present  year.  Now 
the  period  during  which  these  seven  batta* 
lionst  by  being  setit  abroad  again  in  the 
order  in  which  tbey  came  home,  could 
possibly  remain  in  England^  would  not  in 
any  case  exceed  four  years.  One  of  these 
battalions  returned  to  England  in  Sep*- 
lember^  1833^  after  a  service  of  twenty 
years  in  New  South  Wales  and  India. 
Another  came  home  in  the  year  1834, 
after  a  service  of  ten  years  in  the  West 
Indies.  He  could  assure  the  House,  that 
he  had  taken  some  pains  to  look  into  the 
manner  in  which  the  colonial  service 
pressed  upon  the  British  troops  at  the 
present  moment ;  and  in  concert  with  the 
Commander«in^chief  he  had  also  endea- 
voured, as  far  as  was  practicable,  to  de- 
crease that  pressure  without  making  an 
increase  of  the  force  necessary ;  and  in 
GOnaequence  of  this  an  arrangement  had 
been  made  which  he  trusted  would  be 
productive  of  very  considerable  alleviations 
of  some  of  the  worst  parts  of  that  pressure 
upon  the  troops.  Since  he  had  had  the 
honour  of  filling  the  office  of  Secretary  at 
War  he  had  caused  to  be  made  a  very 
detailed  and  elaborale  examination  of  all 
the  returns  that  had  been  oblained  from 
the  medical  departments  of  the  setvice ; 
and  he  found  from  those  returns  that  a 
prolongped  tropical  service  was  attended 
with  most  seriously  injurious  effects 
upon  the  troops.  The  system  had  hi'- 
therto  been,  that  a  regiment  should 
pass  ten  years  in  the  West  Indies*  AU 
though  it  would  be  impracticable  with- 
out an  augmentation  of  the  forces  to  make 
any  diminution  in  tha  period  for  which  a 
regiment  was  sent  abroad,  yet  an  arrange- 
ment was  in  contemplation  by  which  the 
period  so  passed  abroad  would  be  divided 
into  different  climates.  A  regiment  in- 
atead  of  having  to  pass  the  whole  of  the 
ten  years  in  the  West  Indies,  a  prospect 
which  appalled  the  minds  of  the  men  and 
deprived  them  of  the  courage  to  keep  up 
against  the  influence  of  a  climate  that  al- 
ways materially  affected  their  health,  for 
the  fotura  would  paaa  the  earlier  portion 
of  tba  period  during  which  tbey  were 


absent  from  this  country  in  the  diflkreiit 
garrisons  in  the  Mediterranean.  They 
would  thenoe  prooeed  to  the  West  Indies ; 
and  from  the  West  Indies  they  would  pro* 
ceed  belbre  they. came  home  to  Canada* 
Thus  the  whole  period  of  their  foreign 
service  would  be  divided  among  those 
three  climatesf  thereby  giving  to  &e  dif* 
ferent  regiments  a  fairer  proportion  of 
service  ia  good  and  bad  climates  than  the 
system  which  had  been  hitherto  pursued 
allotted  to  them.  At  the  same  time  an 
arrangement  was  about  to  be  made  with 
the  Treasury  for  improving  the  foodf  pro- 
visions^  and  comforts  of  the  troops  in  the 
tropical  Qlimates«  He  found  that  in  the 
West  Indies  ii  was  the  practice  for  the 
troops  to  receive  only  two  days'  fresh 
provisions  in  a  week;  and  he  learned 
from  an  examination  of  the  returns  of  the 
medical  men  that  this  was  exceedingly 
prejudicial  to  their  health.  An  arrange-* 
ment  was  about  to  be  made  that  for  the 
future  the  troops  should  always  receive 
five  days*  fresh  provisions  in  a  week ;  and 
in  some  particular  colonies  which  were 
peculiarly  unliealthy— as,  for  iostancei  in 
Jamaica— they  would  receive  fresh  pro^ 
visions  every  day.  He  mentioned  thia  to 
show  that  the  Government  had  done  all 
that  lay  in  its  power  to  diminish  the 
heavy  burthen  on  the  troops  sent  to  the 
colonies,  and  he  apprehended  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  would  not  destroy  all  these 
arrangements  by  making  a  large  reduction 
in  the  force ;  for,  if  this  were  to  take 
place,  it  would  be  utterly  impossible  to 
afford  the  relief  he  had  alluded  to  with 
regard  to  the  station  of  the  troops.  He 
was  quite  convinced  tliat  the  House 
would  not  pursue  such  a  course.  He 
would  only  further  state,  in  answer  to  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  respecting 
the  management  of  the  army,  that  it  in- 
volved matters  of  such  importance  and 
delicacy  that  the  subject  should  be  re- 
served for  a  distinct  discussion.  He  did 
not  agree  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  in  the 
view  that  he  had  taken  of  the  subject : 
far  from  it*  He  thought  that  the  hon. 
Member  was  ilLinformed  on  the  subject; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  he  agreed  with  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  there  must  be  some 
important  changes  in  the  management  of 
the  army.  The  grounds  of  this  opinion 
were  stated  in  the  Report  of  the  Com* 
missioners,  which  was  on  the  Table ;  and, 
as  that  was  a  document  which  must  come 
under  diicttsaioni  be  abould  reaerve  what 
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he  had  to  say  on  that  point  until  the  tiib.  | 
jtct  was  regularly  before  the  House.     He 
only  made  this  obseryation  with  a  view  to 
protest  against  being  supposed  to  agree 
with  ihe  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex. 

Mr.  W.  Williams  exprejned  his  deter* 
mination  to  vote  in  favour  of  the  Amend*- 
meni  of  his  hon.  friend,  and  he  must  say 
that  the  noble  Lord  had  not  made  out  any 
case  why  so  large  a  military  force  should 
exist  in  this  country.  The  noble  Lord 
bad  entirely  failed  to  show  any  solid 
reason  why  the  present  amount  of  force 
should  be  larger  than  that  which  existed 
in  1792.  The  police  of  Ireland  and  of 
London  performed  duties  which,  before 
the  establishment  of  those  forces,  were 
required  from  the  military ;  and  with  the 
poiice  force  in  the  metropolis,  it  did  ap- 
pear 10  him  that  so  large  an  armed  force 
was  not  onl^  unnecessary,  but  monstrous 
and  unconstitutional.  It  appeared  that  a 
Reformed  Parliament  was  more  extravagant 
in  its  expenditure  than  the  unreformed, 
and  particularly  with  regard  to  a  branch 
of  the  public  service  which  was  most  ob- 
noxious to  the  principles  of  public  liberty. 
The  maintenance  of  such  a  force  af^er 
twenty-two  years  of  peace  was  wholly  un^ 
called  for,  and  was  a  proposition  which 
the  Representatives  of  the  people  in  the 
House  of  Commons  ought  not  to  sanction. 

Mr*  Barlow  Hoy  thought  that  no 
person  who  considered  the  hardships  en- 
dured by  the  British  soldiers  during 
a  long  and  dreary  exile  in  unhealthy 
climates  cottld  wish  to  see  them  aggra- 
vated by  a  diminution  of  the  military 
force.  He  wished  to  direct  the  noble 
Lord's  attention  to  the  present  state  of  the 
transport  service,  which  he  thought  ought 
to  be  placed  under  the  immediate  care  of 
Government,  and  on  the  same  footing  as 
the  navy.  This  he  considered  as  a  matter 
of  deep  importance  when  they  recollected 
the  time  the  soldieni  would  now  pass  on 
board  ship  in  the  ^passage  from  colony  to 
colony.  He  entirely  approved  of  the 
cbasge  proposed  by  the  noble  Lord  as  re-' 
garded  increasing  the  comforts  of  the 
troops  in  the  cofonSes.  There  was  one 
regulation  which  he  should  like  to  see 
altered,  as  he  thought  it  unjust  to  the 
troops  of  the  line.  The  household  troops 
held  rank  superior  to  the  rest  of  the  army, 
and  they  were  allowed  to  exchange  into 
the  line  with  that  full  benefit  of  the  rank. 
He  had  no  objection  to  their  holding  a 


superior  rank,  but  he  thought  the  pri*> 
vilege  of  conducting  exchanges  in  this 
way  gave  them  an  unfair  advantage. 

Mr.  Richards  observed  that  the  noble 
Lord  had  referred  to  the  hardships  ea«- 
dored  by  regiments  on  foreign  servioe,  but 
he  had  not  said  a  word  as  to  the  services 
of  the  troops  at  home.  He  considered 
20,000  men  not  too  large  a  force,  in  ofdar 
to  ensure  peace  and  good  order  in  Eng- 
land, Scotland,  and  Ireland?  The  noble 
Lord  had  enumerated  with  just  applause 
the  valuable  services  of  the  army  abroad  ; 
but  he  had  forgotten  their  valuable  ser- 
vices in  keeping  the  peace  at  home.  And 
he  would  put  it  to  the  common  sense  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex,  whether 
for  the  preservation  of  the  peace  in  Engf- 
land,  Ireland  and  Scotland,  the  present 
military  force  was  more  than  sufficient. 
If  an  increase  had  been  proposed,  he 
certainly  should  have  voted  for  it  In  pre- 
ference to  supporting  a  vote  for  reducing 
the  number. 

Mr.  Hume  was  as  sensible  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Knaresborough  of  the  ne- 
cessity of  preserving  the  peace  at  home. 
The  best  way  to  keep  the  peace  would,  in 
his  view  of  the  question,  be  to  reduce  the 
enormous  standing  army  kept  up  in  time 
of  peace,  despite  of  the  continually  ex- 
pressed dissatisfaction  of  the  publto  at 
every  meeting  throughout  the  country. 
He  should  have  preferred  obtaining  the 
returns  he  had  asked  from  the  noble  Lord. 
If  he  would  not  grant  them  he  must  use 
such  as  he  could  procure  hereafter.  From 
all  that  had  transpired  he  should  feel 
himself  wanting  in  his  duty  to  the  public, 
were  he  not  to  press  the  question  of  a 
reduction  to  a  division. 

General  Sharpe  contended  that  the 
present  number  cf  troops  was  no  more 
than  was  sufficient  for  the  protection,  not 
of  the  peace,  for  that  he  knew  was  hardly 
ever  in  danger,  owing  to  the  efficiency  of 
the  civil  power,  but  of  property  in  cases 
of  sodden  commotion. 

Mr.  Htane  remarked  that  every  great 
town  h^d  now  a  well-organiseed  police, 
which  rendered  the  military  less  neeeseary 
than  hitherto. 

Captain  Cheiwpnd  had  been  fifteen 
years  in  the  Blues,  and  risen  to  the  rank 
of  captain,  with  the  cheering  prospect  of 
being  captain  these  ten  years  to  come. 
Was  not  this  an  answer  td  the  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex's  assertk^n,  thftt 


791  Supply--- 

the  household  troops  were,  as  respected 
promotion  of  their  officers,  too  partially 
regarded  at  the  Horse  Guards? 

Mr.  Ruthven  believed,  that  if  the  Mu- 
nicipal  Corporations  (Ireland)  Bill  were 
agreed  to  by  the  Legislature,  a  great 
portion  of  the  military  force  now  required 
in  Ireland,  might  be  altogether  dispensed 
with. 

TheCommitteedivided— on  the  Amend- 
ment.    Ayes  1 1 ;  Noes  48 :   Majority  37, 

List  of  the  Ayes. 
Aglionby,  U.  A.  Thompson  Colonel 
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Bridgman,  H. 
BrothertoD,  J. 
Browne,  R.  D. 
Ewart,  W. 
Leader,  I,  T. 
Ruthven,  £. 


Talk,  C.  A. 
Warburton,  H. 
Wood,  Alderman 

TELLERS. 

Hume,  J 
Williams,  W. 


List  of  the  Noes. 
Bagshaw,  John  Hoy,  James  Barlow 


Balfour,  T. 
Barnard,  £.  G. 
Boldero,  Henry  G. 
Bulwer,  Edw.  L. 
Butler,  Hon.  P. 
Chalmers,  P. 
Chapman,  A. 
Chetwynd,  Capt. 
Cowper,  Hon.  W.  F. 
Dalbiac,  Sir  C. 
Dalmeny,  Lord 
Dick,  Q. 
Dundas,  J.  D. 
Klley,  Sir  J. 
Etwall,  Ralph 
Fergusson,  K.  C. 
Forster,  C,  S. 
Goring,  H.  D. 
Goulbum,  H. 
Grey,  Sir  G. 
Hall,  B. 

Hay,  Sir  And;  Leith 
Hobhouse,  Sir  J.  C. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Ho  wick,  Viscount 


J. 


Johnston,  Andrew 
Lambton,  Hedwortli 
Morpeth,  Vise. 
Murray,  J.  A. 
O'Conner  Don 
O'Ferrall,  R.  M. 
Palmerston,  Vise. 
Parker,  John 
Philips,  G.  R. 
Rice,  Rt.  Hon.  T.  S. 
Richards,  R. 
Robinson,  G.  R. 
Russell,  C. 
Sharpe,  General 
Stanley,  Edward 
Strangways,  Hon.  J. 
Thoruley,  T. 
Troubridge,  Sir  T. 
Ward,  H.  G. 
Wood,  C. 
Young,  G*  F. 

TELLERS. 

Gordon,  Robert 
Stanley,  E.  J. 


Vote  agreed  to. 

On  the  question  that  56,917/.  for  the 
allowances  to  the  principal  officers  in  the 
public  departments,  their  deputies,  clerks, 
and  contingent  expenses,  be  granted. 

Mr.  Hume  asked  whether  it  was  the 
intention  of  Government  to  act  upon  the 
Report  of  the  Commissioners  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  civil  service  of  the  army  ? 

Viscount  Hounck  said,  the  recommend- 
ations contained  in  the  Report  could  be 
carried  into  effect  only  by  an  Act  of 
Parliament.  The  Session  was  now  too 
far  advanced  to  iatroduce  any  measure 
upon  the  subject. 


{COMMONS} 

Mr.  Hume  thought,  that  Ministers 
ought  to  bring  in  a  Bill  even  in  the  present 
Session,  if  it  were  only  for  the  purpose  of 
showing  that  they  were  sincere. 

Viscount  Howick  said,  that  the  Commis- 
sioners had  drawn  up  the  plan  of  reform 
which  they  were  prepared  to  recommend ; 
but  before  a  Bill  could  be  got  ready  there 
were  many  details  and  difficulties  to  be 
considered.  It  was  not  intended  that  the 
Report  should  be  left  a  dead  letter.  He 
would  allow  himself  deserving  of  the  hon. 
Member's  censure  if,  before  the  lapse  of 
another  Session,  some  measure,  founded 
on  the  Report,  should  not  be  proposed,  or 
some  satisfactory  reason  given  for  not 
doing  so.  It  was  desirable  that  the  coun- 
try should  first  have  an  opportunity  of 
seeing  the  Report.  Ministers  were  anxious 
to  get  on  with  the  public  business,  but 
the  portion  of  time  allowed  them  for  this 
purpose  was  very  inconsiderable. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  the  subject  had  been 
two  or  three  years  under  consideration. 
The  charge  in  this  item  for  the  Com- 
mander-in-chief's office  was  enormous. 
There  could  be  no  hope  of  a  better  ad- 
ministration of  this  department  unless  the 
present  Commander-in-chief  was  turned 
out  of  office,  and  some  person  placed  in 
his  situation  who  would  act  upon  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  present  Liberal  Government. 
If  Ministers  found  they  could  not  get  on 
with  Lord  Hill,  let  them  get  another  in  his 
place.  H^  meant  no  personal  imputation 
on  the  gallant  officer,  but  was  it  not 
enough  to  make  the  country  doubt  the 
sincerity  of  Ministers,  when  they  retained 
in  so  important  an  office  a  man  who  had 
not  the  confidence  of  that  House,  or  of 
the  country  ?  The  Government  by  such 
shilly-shally  conduct  were  not  doing  jus- 
tice to  themselves  or  to  the  country.  The 
charge  for  the  Commander-in-chief't 
office  was  out  of  all  reason,  particularly 
when  it  was  considered  that  the  duties  of 
it  were  almost  exclusively  confined  to  the 
army  at  home. 

Viscount  Howick  wouTd  admit  that  the 
charge  was  too  great  if  the  staff  of  the 
Commander-in-chief  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  army  abroad ;  but  in  this  respect 
the  hon.  Member  was  completely  misin- 
formed. In  fact  there  was  as  much  la- 
borious duty  connected  with  the  army 
abroad  as  with  that  at  home.  There  were 
no  men  whose  time  was  more  fully  occu-i 
pied  than  that  of  the  staff  of  the  Com- 
mander-in-chief.     Under  the  heed   of 
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public  departments  there  was  a  reduction, 
m  consequence  of  the  reduction  of  the 
Deputy  Quarter-Master-General's  office. 
He  could  assure  the  hon.  Gentleman  that 
if  Government  saw  any  want  of  co-oper- 
ation on  the  part  of  the  Commander-in- 
chief,  they  would  feel  it  their  duty  to 
recommend  to  his  Majesty  to  substitute 
another  officer  in  his  room. 

Mr.  Cutlar  Fergysson  complained,  that 
the  Commander-in-chief  and  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Military  Secretary,  were  the 
constant  objects  of  attack  from  the  hon. 
Member,  rle  did  not  know  upon  what 
ground  the  hon.  Member  was  always 
bringing  such  charges  against  the  Com- 
mander-in-chief ana  the  Military  Secre- 
tary. It  was  impossible  that  any  men 
could  receive  more  general  testimony  to 
their  oonduct. 

Sir  Charles  Dalhiac  said,  that  a  great 
deal  of  heavy  duty  was  thrown  upon  the 
Horse  Guards  by  the  troops  on  foreign 
stations. 

Captain  Chetwifnd  f^xA^  that  all  military 
men  were  perfectly  satisfied  with  the 
conduct  of  the  Commander-in-chief. 
The  slowness  of  promotion  in  the  army 
might,  in  his  opmion,  be  remedied  by 
permitting  certain  classes  of  officers  to 
sell  out  after  a  certain  period  of  service, 
allowing  their  names  to  remain  on  a  re- 
served list  for  a  specified  time,  with 
permission  to  re-purchase,  if  they  should 
desire  to  do  so. 

Mr.  Hume  meant  no  personal  reflection 
on  Lord  Hill,  but  he  would  not  give  him 
his  confidence,  for  the  same  reason  that  he 
would  not  give  it  to  Sir  Robert  Peel  or 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  though  as 
hon.  men  as  any  in  the  House.  The  charge 
against  the  Government  was,  that  they 
allowed  Lord  Hill  to  employ  the  patronage 
of  his  office  against  the  views  and  interests 
of  the  Liberal  party.  Nothing  was  now 
more  necessary  to  get  promotion  in  the 
army  than  to  have  Tory  interest.  Would 
the  Tories,  if  they  came  into  power,  allow 
a  Whig  to  remain  in  such  an  office  ?  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Pergusson)  was  now  a  Colleague  of  Lord 
Hill's,  and  therefore  it  was  that  he  stood 
up  to  defend  him. 

Mr.  Cuilar  Fergtason  did  not  know 
of  a  single  instance  in  which  political 
opinions  had  influenced  the  conduct  of 
Lord  Hili  with  regard  to  the  patronage  of 
the  army. 

Mr.  Thomas  Duncombe  did  not  doubt 


Lord  Hill's  military  capacity;  but  that 
nobleman  had  political  functions  to  dis- 
charge, and  they  would  of  course  be  used 
against  the  present  Government*  He 
advised  the  Government  no  longer  to 
attempt  to  conciliate  their  enemies ;  and 
said,  that  the  whole  influence  of  the  Horse- 
Guards  was  exerted  against  the  existing 
Liberal  Administration. 

Viscount  Howick  would  admit,  that  the 
Commander-in-chief,  if  he  had  political 
functions  to  perform,  should  be  a  person 
entertaining  the  same  political  opinions  as 
the  Members  of  the  Government ;  but  he 
maintained  that  the  duties  which  devolved 
on  Lord  Hill  were  only  of  an  administra- 
tive  and  executive  nature.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex  differed  from  him 
in  opinion  on  this  pointy  and  it  was  his 
duty,  therefore,  not  to  seize  an  opportunity 
for  making  an  incidental  attack  on  Lord 
Hill,  but  to  move  an  address  to  the  Crown 
for  the  removal  of  that  nobleman  from  the 
office  he  at  present  held. 

Mr.  £ii^ar/ contended,  that  subordinates 
ought  always  to  co-operate  with  the  Go- 
vernment under  which  they  acted. 

Mr.  Leader  inquired  how  it  came  to 
pass,  that  the  Judge-Advocate  under  the 
last  Administration,  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Leeds,  who  was  admitted  he  believed 
to  be  a  very  good  Judge- Advocate,  was 
removed  when  the  present  Ministry  came 
into  office?  The  Commander-in-chief 
ought  to  concur  in  opinion  with  the 
Executive  Government.  Lord  Hill  might 
not  bestow  his  patronage  in  an  improper 
manner,  but  it  was  believed  in  the  country 
that  he  did^  and  the  effect  of  that  belief 
in  the  country  generally,  and  in  the  army 
itself,  was  very  injurious. 

Mr.  Goring  observed,  that  there  was  no 
man  whose  conduct  had  been  so  closely 
watched  as  Lord  Hill's  with  regard  to  the 
appointments  which  he  had  made,  and  if 
there  had  been  any  ground  for  the  charges 
which  had  been  brought  against  him,  such 
representations  would  have  been  made  to 
the  House,  that  it  would  have  been  impos- 
sible for  him  to  continue  in  his  office. 
Such  appointments  as  had  come  to  his 
(Mr.  Goring's)  knowledge,  had  been  made 
on  the  most  equitable  principles. 

Captain  Boldero,  with  reference  to  the 
vote  before  the  House,  wished  to  remark, 
that  he  had  obtained  returns  of  the 
number  of  officers  who  had  been  killed 
and  wounded,  both  from  the  Horse-Guards 
and  the  Ordnance  Department;  but  when 
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he  applied  to  the  Admiralty  for  similar 
returns  respecting  the  officers  of  Marines 
for  the  last  fifteen  years,  that  Board,  which 
was  so  much  of  a  pet  with  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,    beings   managed    by   Commis* 
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sioners,  was  unable  to  give  him  the 
information  he  required,  as  no  list  was 
kept, 

Mr.  Hume  wished  he  had  had  the 
assistance  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer 
when  he  moved,  a  short  time  ago,  for 
returns  of  the  services  of  a  great  number 
of  officers  belonging  both  to  the  army 
and  navy,  as  his  evidence  would  have  been 
very  vsluable  to  him.  His  motion  was 
met  by  an  assurance  from  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Secretary  at  War,  that  it  would  take 
at  least  three  years  to  make  up  the  returns 
which  he  had  asked  for.  It  appeared, 
however,  that  there  would  not  have  been 
so  much  time  spent  afer  all.  With  regard 
to  what  the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer  said 
about  the  Admiralty,  he  thought  he  roust 
be  mistaken,  because  in  Sir  John  Barrow's 
evidence  it  was  stated  that  there  were  two 
books  kept,  which  formed  one  of  the  most 
complete  registers  that  was  to  be  found  in 
any  department,  and  that  it  was  only 
necessaryfor  the  admiral  or  anyother  officer 
requiring  information  to  ring  a  bell,  and 
in  five  minutes  he  would  obtain  all  be 
wanted* 

Viscount  Homek :  There  was  a  list  at 
the  Horse-Guards,  and  a  very  full  and 
correct  list,  of  the  services  of  officers  who 
hsd  been  killed  and  wounded,  but  that 
would  not  enable  him  to  get  a  statement 
made  out  of  the  services  of  officers  who 
had  neither  been  killed  nor  wounded. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

On  the  question  that  the  sum  of 
105,407/.  ^i.  8d.  for  the  Volunteer  Corps, 
be  granted, 

Mr.  Hume  thought,  this  the  most 
objectionable  vote  of  the  whole,  as  the 
keeping  up  of  the  yeomanry  corps  was 
most  injurious  to  the  peace  of  the  country. 
He  proposed,  therefore,  to  negative  this 
vote  altogether. 

Tlie  Committee  divided,    Ayes    42 ; 
Noes  16  :— Majority  26. 

Lut  (^  the  AyjBS. 

Adam,  Sir  C.  Coote,  Sir  C 

Ang«rstein,  John  Dalbiac,  Sir  C. 

Ualfour,  T.  Dalmeny,  Lord 

Boldero^  Capt.  II.  G.  Dick,  Quiotin 

Biadshaw,  James  Donkin,  Sir  R. 

Brownrigff,  S.  Dundas,  J.  D. 

Chstwynd,  Captain  Ellice,  E. 


Etwall^  R. 
Ferguson,  U* 
Fitzroy,  Lord  C. 
Forster,  C.  S. 
Goring,  Harry  Dent 
Goulburn,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Grey,  Sir  Geo.,  Bart. 
Harcourt,  G.  S. 
Hay,  Sir  A.  L.  Bart. 
Hobhouse,  Sir  J.  C. 
Howard,  P.  \l 
Howick,  Vise. 
Hoy,  J.  B- 
Lefevre,  Charles  S. 
Morrison,  J. 
Murray,  J.  A. 


O'Ferrall,  R.  M. 
Palmerston,  Vise. 
Parker,  J. 
Ponsonhy,  J. 
Rice,  rt,  hon.  T.  S, 
Rolfe,  Sir  R.  M. 
Scott,  Sir  £.  D. 
Sharpe,  General 
Smith,  Robert  V. 
Stanley,  £• 
Thomas,  Colonel 
Woody  Charles 


TELLERS. 

Gordon  R. 
Troubridge,  Sir  T. 

List  of  the  Noes. 


Lennox,  Lord  G. 
Maijoribanks,  S. 
Ruthven,  E. 
Thornley,  Thomas 
VVarburton,H. 
Wood,  Alderman] 

TELLERS. 

Hume,  J. 
Duncombe,  T. 


Aglionby,  H.  A. 
Bridgman,  Hewitt 
Brotherton,  J. 
Chalmers,  P. 
Divett,  E. 
Ewart,  W. 
H  urn  phery,  John 
Hutt,  Wm, 
Johnston,  Andrew 
Leader,  J.  T. 

Vote  agreed  to 

Several  other  votes  were  agreed  to^ 
and  the  House  resumed. 

Hackney  CoACUEs.]  Alderman  Wood 
moved  the  second  reading  of  the  Hackney 
Carriages  (Metropolis)  Bill. 

Cou)neI  Sibthorp  opposed  it.  He 
disapproved  of  it  in  toto^  and  considered 
it  utterly  inadequate  to  its  purpose. 

Mr.  Warburton  thought,  it  unfair  to 
move  the  second  reading  then,  as  many 
Members  desirous  of  opposing  it  had  gone 
away  when  they  found  that  the  hon. 
Alderman,  at  another  part  of  the  evening, 
was  not  in  his  place. 

House  divided,  there  being  with  the 
four  tellers  and  the  Speaker  41  Members 
present  :«-Ayes  28 ;  Noes  8 :  Majority  20. 

List  qftke  Aybs. 


Adam,  Admiral 
Aglionby,  H.  A. 
Angersteio,  J. 
Brotherton*  J. 
Ellice,  E. 
Goring,  H.  D. 
Hobhouse,  Sir  J. 
Howard  P.  H. 
Howick,  Vise. 
Johnston,  Andrew 
Lennox,  Lord  George 
Marjoribanks,  S. 
Maule,  hon.  E. 
Morpeth,  Vise. 
GTerrall,  R.  M. 
PalmersioD,  Vise. 


Parker,  John 
Hussell,  Lord  J. 
Scott,  Sir  £.  D. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Sharpe,  General 
Smith,  R,  V. 
Stanley,  Edward  J. 
Thompson,  Aid. 
Villers,  Charles  P. 
Vyvyan,  Sir  R. 
Wallace,  Robert 
W^ood,  Charles 

TTLLERS. 

Sibthorp,  Col. 
Wood,  Alderman 


tw 


The  Mint. 
Litt  of  the  Noes. 
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Ewart,  W. 
Forsler,  Charles  S. 
Hughes,  Hughes 
Hume,  J. 
Leader,  J.  T. 
Bice,  T.  &. 


Thompson,  Col. 
Thornley,  T. 

TELLERS, 

Warburton,  il. 
Chalnaers,  F. 


Bill  read  a  second  time. 


HOUSE   OF  LORDS, 
Thur9day,  April  Q,  1837. 

MiMiirsft.3  Petitioa  preMDted.  By  liOrds  ELLsmoitovoB, 
lUrBNiwoirrH,  Kbhtok,  SmAitaroBo,  the  Btotaopi  of 
St.  Oatid«  UjuuBroju>»  the  ArchbUiop  of  CASTSRaoiiT, 
the  Earls  Hows,  Hjibbowby,  fhe  Msrquea*  of  Doww- 
SHIRB,  and  the  Duke  of  Wkllimotoh,  IVoai  a  grett 
BumiiOT  of  pteoei,  wamat  the  AboUtkm  of  Churrh-mteL — 
By  Lord  Brooohau*  from  Dunbaiton*  for  the  Abolitioo 
of  Churoh-tates ;  end  fr jm  various  odier  places,  for  Ae 
same  Otjeel,  By  Enl  Gasv,  fhmi  NorthombtilBiMl,  that 
the  Managameat  of  the  County-nutas  may  be  placed  under 
the  eflSdent  control  of  the  Rate-payers;  and  ftom  Ber- 
wtek-npoiwTweed,  for  the  Imertlon  of  a  ProvisloB  to  alter 
the  Claiiae  which  prerails  Iham  Amn  tmaeftfitng  eertain 
Itefato  of  the  Ooq^ontioBw— By  the  Earl  of  Rodsv,  fran 
Elphtn  and  Clou^^  fbr  a  Reriaioa  of  the  National  Systan 
ofSdttcition(IrefaBd). 

The  Mikt.]  Viscount  Duncannon 
brouglit  ap  the  report  of  the  Royal  Mint 
Bill. 

Lord  Brougham  said,  he  still  objected, 
on  constitotional  grounds,  to  the  4th  clause 
of  this  Bill.  It  was  the  first  time,  to  his 
knowledge,  that  power  was  given  to  the 
Treasory  to  issue  money  without  limitation. 
This  Bill  did,  however,  authorise  the  issue 
of  money  to  any  amount  out  of  the  Con- 
solidated Fund,  for  the  purpose  of  pur- 
chasing bullion.  It  might  be  said,  that  it 
was  not  possible  to  know  what  amount 
of  money  would  be  required  for  the  pur- 
chase of  bullion,  nnder  diflferent  circum- 
stances :  but  he  conceived  that  the  amount 
to  be  issued  ought  to  be  restricted  to  some 
specific  sum,  if  it  were  50,000/.  or 
100,000/.,  or  160,000/.,  beyond  which  it 
should  not  be  legal  for  the  Treasury  to  go. 
Due  provision  was  not  made  in  the  Bill 
for  the  payment  into  the  Exchequer  of 
any  balance  which,  after  the  purchase  of 
bullion,  might  remain  in  the  hands  of  the 
Master  of  the  Mint.  It  was  only  provided, 
that  every  such  issue  should  t>e  applied  to  no 
other  purpose  than  the  purchase  of  bullion. 
Now,  if  50,000/.  were  issued,  and  in 
consequence  of  the  state  of  the  market, 
the  Master  of  the  Mint  deemed  it  more 
advisable  to  purchase,  in  tlie  first  instance, 
bollion  to  the  amount  of  only  40,000/., 
the  balance  of  10,000/.  might  be  still  re- 
Uftied  by  him,  because  finally,  and  when 


opportunity  served,  it  would  be  applied  to 
the  purchase  of  bullion.  There  was  no 
provision  rendering  imperative  the  imme- 
diate payment  of  such  balance.  He  also 
objected  to  that  portion  of  the  Bill  which 
provided,  that  the  issues  made  by  the 
Treasury  to  the  Master  of  the  Mint  should 
be  laid  before  both  Houses  of  Parliament 
within  ten  days  after  the  commencement 
of  every  Session.  That  clause  of  the  Bill 
appeared  to  him  to  be  very  vague  and 
unsatisfactory. 

Viscount  Me/6otfmesaid,  that  the  ob- 
ject of  the  Bill  was,  to  bring  under  the 
control  of  Parliament  certain  actsoflBci- 
ally  performed  by  the  Master  of  the  Mint, 
in  the  discharge  of  which  he  wasnow 
irresponsible ;  and  to  cause  the  whole  of 
the  expenses  of  this  department  to  be  voted 
annually  by  Parliament,  upon  estimates, 
as  had  never  been  the  case  before.  With 
respect  to  the  objection  of  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend,  he  had  to  observe  that  it 
was  absolutely  necessary,  with  regard  to 
the  purchase  of  silver  bullion,  that  a  dis- 
cretionary power  such  as  was  specified  in 
the  Bill  should  be  vested  in  the  Lords 
of  the  Treasury ;  because  it  was  impossi- 
ble beforehand  to  say  precisely  what 
amount  would  be  required,  or  at  what 
period  the  outlay  should  take  place.  He 
had  no  hesitation  in  admitting  that  the 
latter  portion  of  the  section  had  not  been 
very  carefully  drawn,  and  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  was  quite  justified  in  com- 
plaining of  its  being  inaccurately  worded. 
It  was  apparent,  however,  that  the  clause 
meant  that  an  account  of  the  issue  of  the 
preceding  year  should  be  laid  before  Par- 
liament ten  days  after  its  meeting. 

Lord  Brougham  did  not  by  any  means 
object  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill ;  but  he 
was  decidedly  of  opinion,  that  if  this 
clause  remained  unaltered,  the  Master  of 
the  Mint  (supposing  him  to  discharge  his 
duty  with  fidelity)  would  do  so  gratui- 
tously, and  without  the  exigency  of  any 
statute. 

Viscount  Duncannon  observed,  that  a 
sufficient  security  was  afforded  by  the  cir* 
cumstance  that  the  Master  of  the  Mint 
would  by  this  Bill  b3  enabled  to  draw 
upon  the  Bank  of  England  for  the  amount 
which  he  actually  required  and  no  more. 

Lord  Abinger  observed,  that  the  clauses 
of  the  Bill  were  obscurely  worcfed,  and 
that  it  had  passed  without  discussion 
through  the  other  House  of  Parliament. 

Lord  Brougham  said,  that  it  was  quite 
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clear  there  had  been  very  little  attention 
displayed  in  the  framing  of  the  Bill. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  remarked ,  that 
although  there  was  some  ambiguity  in  the 
wording  of  the  clause,  it  appeared  to  him 
to  be  sufficiently  explained  by  the  words 
which  appeared  at  its  conclusion,  and 
which  described  the  issue  as  being  made 
to  enable  him  (the  Master  of  the  Mint) 
*'  to  effect  such  purchase  of  bullion.'^  The 
words  "  to  efifect"  he  interpreted  to  be 
the  same  as  "  to  complete ;"  and  this 
construction  of  the  clause  would  leave  no 
balance  of  money  whatever  in  the  hands 
of  the  Master  of  the  Mint. 

Lord  Brougham  pointed  out  the  words 
in  the  clause  which  authorised  the  Lords  of 
the  Treasury  *'  to  direct  the  issue  of  such 
money  to  the  Master  of  the  Mint  on  ac- 
count, "  and  said  the  last  two  words  fully 
sustained  his  view  of  the  case. 

The  Lord  Chancellor ^  in  reply,  observed 
that  the  concluding  passage  of  the  clause 
required  the  Master  of  the  Mint  to  account 
to  the  Lords  of  the  Treasury  for  the  appli- 
cation of  all  the  money  advanced. 

Report  agreed  to. 

Scotch  and  Irish  Vagrants  Bill.] 
The  third  reading  of  this  Bill  having  been 
moved  by  Lord  Redesdale, 

Lord  Brougham  moved  a  clause  to  the 
effect,  that  no  person  born  in  England  or 
Wales,  and  above  fourteen  years  of  age, 
should  be  removed  to  Scotland  or  Ireland^ 
under  the  operation  of  this  Bill. 

Lord  Redesdaie  objected  to  the  inser- 
tion of  this  clause,  on  the  ground  that  the 
Bill  contemplated  only  the  manner  of 
making  the  removal,  and  not  the  persons 
to  be  removed. 

Lord  Brougham  said,  that  by  the  oper- 
ation of  the  Act,  as  at  present  framed, 
the  injustice  might  be  committed  of  for- 
cing an  adult  of  perhaps  twenty-five  years 
of  age,  although  born  in  England,  to  quit 
this  country,  simply  because  he  was  a 
pauper,  without  having  committed  any 
ofTence,  in  consequence  of  a  parent  of  his 
being  of  Irish  or  Scotch  extraction. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  concurred  in  the 
opinion  that  a  grievance  might  be  thus 
inflicted,  but  observed^  that  upon  a  pau- 
per family  being  removed  (for  example) 
to  Ireland,  it  might  be  very  injudicious  to 
leave  a  single  unprotected  individual  be- 
hind. 

Bill  read  a  third  time  and  passed. 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Thursday,  April  6,  1837. 

Parliamentary  Agency.]  Mr. 
Tooke;  The  object  of  the  notice  I  have  to 
submit  to  the  House  is  to  renew  the  re- 
solution of  February  26,  1830,  with  the 
addition  of  words  carrying  out  the  spirit  of 
that  resolution,  purporting  that  neither  the 
Member  himself,  nor  any  person  in  part- 
nership with  him,  shall  be  engaged  in 
transacting  the  private  business  of  the 
House  for  pecuniary  reward,  whether  such 
reward  be  received  by  the  Member  or  by 
such  partner,  although  by  some  collateral 
agreement  the  Member  shall  not  participate 
in  the  profits  of  the  Parliamentary  business. 
Without,  therefore,  mooting  the  point  of 
construction  of  the  resolution  as  it  now 
stands,  and  disembarrassing  the  question 
of  all  party  feeling  or  personal  application, 
it  appears  to  me  that  there  is  no  alternative 
between  rescinding  the  resolution  or  of 
extending  it  as  I  propose ;  and  I  am  clearly 
of  opinion,  that  the  latter  is  the  course  we 
should  pursue.  The  profession  have 
hitherto,  as  a  body,  to  my  certain  know- 
ledge, held  that  the  resolution  operated  to 
preclude  such  qualified  partnerships ;  and 
if  once  it  is  known  that  it  does  not, 
sure  I  am  that  there  are  several  active  and 
intelligent  men  among  my  professional 
brethren  who  will  avail  themselves  of  the 
latitude  thus  allowed  to  carry  on  a  most 
lucrative  concern.  I  know  it  may  be 
alleged  that  there  is  no  preventing  near 
relations,  or  even  friends,  from  engaging 
in  the  same  course,  without  any  tie  of 
partnership;  but  this  could  never  be 
carried  on,  or  continued  on  the  same  scale 
of  advantage  as  by  an  existing  partnership, 
which  allows  of  such  constant  and  con- 
fidential intercourse  as  would  give  every 
facility  for  undue  influence;  indeed,  as  it 
is,  a  very  thin  partition  divides  us  from  an 
active,  clever  class  of  men,  any  one  of 
whom  obtaining  by  means  of  a  limited 
partnership  with  a  Member,  a  hcus  standi 
within  these  walls,  would  largely  benefit  by 
the  connexion,  and  I  had  rather  see  a 
measure  for  rendering  a  practising  solicitor 
ineligible  to  sit  in  this  House  than  leave  a 
door  open  for  the  flagrant  abuse  that  might 
otherwise  ensue.  My  sole  motive  is  to 
protect  professional  respectability  .and 
Parliamentary  integrity  as  regards  Mem. 
bers  of  this  House,  and  any  one  who 
aspires  to  the  highest  distinction  which  an 
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aasembly — should,   as  far  as  in  him  lies, 
preclude  the  possibility  even  of  any  im- 
putation attaching  to  his  conduct  in  it,  by 
resorting  to   expedients    for  evading  or 
escaping*  the  obvious  intention  of  the  re- 
solution.    It  has  and  may  be  said  that 
the  late  Sir  James  Graham  and  Mr.  Smith 
of  Drapers'-hall  were,  while  in  Parliament, 
connected  in  partnership  with  firms  trans- 
acting Parliamentary  business.     I  doubt 
the  fact;  but  this  I  know,  that  both  those 
gentlemen  had  died  or  retired  from  Parlia- 
ment long  before  1830,  when  the  resolu- 
tion was  passed,  and  therefore  their  con- 
duct whatever  it  may  have  been,  did  not 
fall  within  the    view    since  taken  by  the 
House  of  such  proceedings.     Having  thus 
endeavoured  to  state  my  views,  I  beg  leave 
to  move — **  That  it  is  contrary  to  the  law 
and  usage  of  Parliament  that  any  Member 
of  this   House  should    be    permitted  to 
engage,  either   by  himself  or  any  other 
person,  in  the  management  of  private  Bills 
before  this  or  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment for  pecuniary  reward,  to  be  received 
by  such  Member,  or  by  any  person  stand- 
ing in  any  relation  or  partnership  with 
him." 

Sir  Frederick  Pollock  observed,  that  he 
had  no  desire  to  get  rid  of  the  important 
question  brought  forward  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Truro  by  moving  the  previous 
question,  or  that  the  House  do  proceed 
with  the  orders  of  the  day,  or  indeed  by 
any  side  wind.  Neither  had  he  any  desire 
to  meet  the  proposition  by  a  direct  nega- 
tive, but,  at  the  same  time,  if  he  was  to  be 
called  upon  at  once  to  give  an  opinion 
whether  the  resolution  ought  to  pass  or  not, 
he  must  give  it  his  negative  to-night.  He 
hoped,  however,  that  the  House  would  not 
be  forced  to  come  to  a  hasty  decision  upon 
the  subject.  He  could  not  avoid  directing 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  a  few  cases, 
with  respect  to  which  the  adoption  of  the 
resolution  would  be  most  objectionable. 
In  the  first  place,  he  did  not  think  the  words 
were  proper  to  meet  thecase  lately  brought 
under  the  attention  of  the  House,  with  re- 
ference to  the  hon.  Member  for  Penryn, 
who  was  admitted  to  have  acted  bondjide, 
and  without  the  slightest  stain  on  his  re- 
putation. He  thought  it  would  be  more 
desirable  to  avoid  involving  the  House  in 
a  resolution  that  such  a  course  of  conduct 
was  contrary  to  the  laws  and  usages  of 
Parliament.  In  the  next  place,  he  thought 
the  resolution  would,  in  effect,  go  much 
further  than  his  hon.  Friend  himself  in- 
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tended.  Was  his  hon.  Friend  aware  that 
by  a  somewhat  recent  statute  partnerships 
might  be  formed  with  reference  to  joint- 
stock  banking?  Many  hon.  Members 
doubtless  held  shares  in  the  joint-stock 
banks,  and  under  this  resolution  they 
must  either  get  rid  of  their  shares  and 
partners,  or  see  that  the  list  of  share- 
holders did  not  contain  the  name  of  any 
solicitor,  and  if  so,  they  must  take  care  he 
was  not  engaged  in  Parliamentary  practice. 
The  same  remark  would  apply  to  the 
partners  in  extensive  breweries  of  whom  he 
knew,  it  notunfrequently  happened  that 
an  attorney  was  one  of  them.  Was  his 
hon.  Friend  prepared  to  say,  that  any 
Member  of  the  House,  one  of  a  brew- 
ing firm,  haviDg  a  partner  who  was  in  the 
profession,  should  be  obliged  to  get  rid  of* 
that  partner,  or  take  care  that  he  had 
nothing  to  do  with  Parliamentary  busi- 
ness? He  hoped  his  hon.  Friend  would 
consent  to  adjourn  the  further  discussion 
of  the  matter,  as  he  (Sir  F.  Pollock)  wished 
to  have  an  opportunity  of  communicating 
with  the  members  of  the  profession  upon 
it,  and  of  seeing  if  some  better  mode  of 
meeting  the  difficulties  of  the  case  could 
not  be  devised  and  adopted.  He  had  no 
desire  to  stifle  the  matter,  which  he  ad- 
mitted to  be  of  importance,  but  if  com- 
pelled to  express  an  opinion  upon  it  now, 
he  should  feel  himself  compelled  to  give  it 
his  decided  negative.  He  would,  however, 
now  move  that  the  question  be  adjourned 
to  this  day  fortnight. 

Mr.  Tooke  said,  he  should  be  happy  to 
meet  the  wishes  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Huntingdon,  if  he  could  be 
insured  a  certain  day  on  which  the  subject 
should  be  discussed.  Therefore  if  this 
day  fortnight  were  set  apart  for  it,  he 
should  be  most  happy  on  that  understand- 
ing now  to  adjourn  the  consideration  of 
the  proposition. 

Debate  adjourned. 

Qualification  of  Members.]  Mr. 
Warburion  rose  to  move  for  leave  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  alter  the  property  qualification 
of  Members  to  serve  in  Parliament*  He 
hoped  the  motion  he  was  about  to  make 
would  receive  the  sanction  of  the  House 
without  much  discussion.  It  would  be  in 
the  recollection  of  hon.  Members,  that 
early  in  the  present  Session  the  hon.  Baro- 
net, the  Member  for  Cornwall,  submitted 
a  motion  for  the  purpose  of  abolishing 
altogether   the   property  qualification  (rf 
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Members  of  the  House.    He  (Mr.  Wan 
bgrton)  would  miieh  prefer  that  motion  to 
have  suoceeded,  but  as  he  thought  there 
was  00  chance  of  its  being  carried,  he 
proposed,  not  to  abolish  the  property  qua- 
IMcation,  but  to  amend  the  law  relating  to 
ity  and  to  enact  that  the  property  qualifi- 
cation should  be  300/.    per  annum   for 
cities  and  boroughs,  and  600/.  per  annum 
for  counties,  but  should  not  be  confined  to 
real   property.    The   proposition   was  so 
reasonable  that  he  could   not  anticipate 
any  objection  to  it.    The  hon.  Member  for 
Cornwall,  when   he  brought  the  matter 
forward,  stated,  and  stated  correctly,  that 
the  statute  of  Anne  was  founded  with  a 
view  to  increase  the  strength  of  Jacobite 
Members  in  the  House,  and  that  as  the 
country    interest!  were  supposed    to    be 
more  Jacobite  than  the  town  interests,  the 
property  qualification  was  required  to  be 
of  real  and  landed  property.    But  no  such 
reason  now  existed,  for  it  could  not  in 
these  times  be  pretended  that  a  gentleman 
who  has  property,  not  in  lands,  but  arising 
from  the  funds,  or   otherwise,  was  not 
equally  as  fitting  to  be  returned  as  a  Mem- 
ber to  this  House  as  a  person  whose  in- 
come was  derived  exclusively  from  real 
property.     No  one  would  now  venture  to 
assert,  that  Gentlemen  whose  property  was 
wholly  landed  were  the  best  qualified  to 
discuss    and    consider    many    questions 
raised  in  the  House.    But  the  statute  was 
easily  evaded,  and  for  that  reason   the 
present  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ob- 
jected  to  its  recognition  in  the  Reform 
Bill.    The  oath,  too,  was  left  to  the  con- 
struction of  the  party  by  whom  it  was  re- 
c|uired  to  be  taken,  and  being  so,  was  not 
in  any  d^ree  stringent.     It  was  some- 
thing like  the  declaration  required  to  be 
made  by  a  party  who  purchased  a  com- 
mission in  the  army.     Such  party   was 
obliged  to  declare  on  his  word  and  honour 
as  an  ofldcer  and  a  gentleman,  that  he  had 
paid  no  more  for  his  commission  than  the 
regulation    price.     The  colonel   of   tlte 
regiment  was  also  required   to  make  this 
declaration,  and  yet  it  was  notorious  that 
not  a  single  commission  was  sold  for  which 
much  more  than  the  regulation  price  was 
not  given.    If  such  a  declaration  as  this 
was  not  binding,  how  could  an  oath  upon 
which  the  party  taking  it  could  put  his 
own  construction,  be  so  ?     It  was  because 
he  despaired  of  persuading  the  House  to 
get  rid  of  tlie  property  qualification  alto- 
gether that  he  endeavoured  to  persuade 


them  to  Agree  to  amend  the  present  kw. 
The  House  had  already  admitted  theprm« 
ciple  in  two  cases.     By  the  Reform  Act 
persons  not  possessed  of  freehold  property, 
but  holding  leasehold  property  to  a  given 
amount,  were  admitted  to  vote  for  Mem- 
bers representing  counties.     By  the  Btii 
for  regulating  the  jury-lists,  introduced  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  others,  besides  the 
owners  of  real  property,  were  called  on  to 
act  with  freeholders.     IP,  then,  they  had 
broken  down  the  old  property  qualifica* 
tion  in  some  cases,  why  should  they  object 
to  alter  it  in  the  case  of  Members  of  that 
House?     He  called  upon  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Cornwall  to  support  his  mo- 
tion.    He  could  do    so  without   being 
chargeable  with  inconsistency.  WouM  not 
that  hon.  Baronet  have  a  better  chance  of 
carrying  his  own  views  into  effect  with 
respect  to  this  question,  hereaf^r,  if  he 
supported  this  proposition  ?   The  principal 
clauses  of  the  Bill  which  he  proposed  to 
introduce  were  to   this  effect  :«-He  in- 
tended to  fix  300/.  a  year  for  boroughs, 
and  600/.  for  oountiesr  as  the  amount  of 
the  qitelilicatbn .  of  Members  of  Parlta^ 
ment.     He  proposed  to  admit  tenures  of 
land  of  a  different  descriptk>n  of  property 
to  those  now  required.     He  would  take 
leaseholds  of  a  sufiicient  length  of  term  to 
give  the  party  a  reasonable  prospect  of 
having  an  income  of  300/.  or  600/.  a  year» 
as   the  case  required,  secured    on    that 
leasehold   property  for  life.      He   would 
take  not  only  leasehold,  but  any  descrip- 
tion of  personal  property,  property  In  the 
funds,  for  instance,  or  any  other  kind  of 
property  that  was  likely  to  (cive  the  pos« 
sessor  a  clear  income  of  300/.  or  600/« 
a  year  for  life.     If  a  man  had  a  valuable 
collection  of  pictures,  although  he  derived 
no  income  from  them,  still  they  were  to 
be  considered  as  personal  property,  and  if 
the  pictures  were  of  sufficient  value  to  be 
equal  to  an  amount  of  capital  that  would 
produce  a  rent-charge  or  300/.  or  600/* 
a  year,  why  sho«ild  not  the  possession  of 
such  a  collection  of  pictures  be  admitted 
as  a  qualification  ?    [OK  oh.'\   Why  not? 
He  would  also  include  professional  men. 
Why  should  barristers,  or  physicians,  or 
gentlemen  in  the  army  and  navy  be  ex* 
eluded,  if  tliey  possessed  an   income  of 
300/.  or  600/.  a  vear  ?     He  did  not  see 
whv  1)0  should  not  also  include  fellows  of 
colfcges,  not  members  of  I  he  church,  who 
were  in  the  receipt  of  the  required  amouote 
of  income.    Such  were  the  terms  of  qua* 
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Hfieatkm  for  a  leat  in  that  House  which 
he  contemplated.    In  order  to  carry  his 

5 Ian  into  eflect,  he  must  provide  in  his 
lill  for  the  repeal  of  those  clauses  in  the 
statute  of  Queen  Anne  and  in  the  act  of 
union  between  Oreat  Britain  and  Ireland 
relating  to  the  qualification  of  persons 
elected  to  serve  in  Parliament  With 
reeard  to  certain  exceptions,  such  as  that 
relating  to  the  sons  of  peers  and  others, 
he  should  leave  them  to  be  provided  for  in 
tl>e  course  of  the  progress  of  the  Bill. 
The  hon.  Member  concluded,  by  moving 
for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  repeal  an 
Act  passed  in  the  reign  of  Queen  Aune, 
intituled,  **  An  Act  for  secuFing  the  free* 
dom  of  Parliament,  by  further  qualifying 
Membeni  to  eit  in  the  House  of  Com* 
roons  ;'^  to  repeal  an  enactment  contained 
in  the  Act  for  the  Union  of  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland,  providing  for  the  qualification 
in  respect  of  property,  of  the  Members 
elected  on  the  part  of  Ireland,  to  sit  in  the 
House  of  Commons  of  the  United  King- 
dom}  and  to  make  other  provisions  for 
the  qualiftcatfions  in  respect  of  property  of 
Members  elected  to  sit  in  the  House  of 
Omimons,  in  place  of  those  repealed. 

Mr.  Roebuck  said,  he  oonid  not  allow 
this  motion  to  be  agreed  to  without  ad- 
dressing a  few  observations  to  the  House 
in  reply  to  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bridport.  He  protested  against 
any  insinuation  of  a  want  of  consistency 
on  the  part  of  those  who  were  opposed  to 
property  qualification  altogether  if  they  did 
not  support  the  present  motion.  He  was 
of  opinion  that  every  attempt  to  alter  the 
constitution  and  established  laws  of  this 
country  ought  to  be  based  on  some  grave 
and  tangible  principle.  They  ought  not  to 
interfere  with  any  law  without  doe  caution 
and  deliberation.  The  mere  interference 
with  any  law  was  bad  in  itself;  it  was  an 
evil,  and  one  that  could  only  be  justified 
by  some  great  and  leading  principle.  It 
could  not  be  justified  by  what  was  ordi- 
navHyy  but  eorreetly,  termed  a  shifting 
expediency,  which  meant  nothing  more 
than  a  changing  of  the  tack  and  a  shifting 
of  the  sails  to  meet  every  wind  that  blew. 
No  alteration  should  be  attempted,  then, 
unless  we  ,  could  tell  what  we  were 
about,  and  wliat  the  precise  end  was  we 
bad  in  view,  being  fully  aware  what  it  was 
we  were  seeking^  and  using  justifiable 
means  to  obtain  our  object.  His  hon. 
Friend  spoke  of  I  lie  course  taken  in  re- 
ference to  the  Balioi  and  the  Reform  Bill. 


Why,  if  they  had  stood  out  for  the  Ballot, 
the  same  terror  that  carried  the  Reform 
Bill  would  have  carried  the  Ballot  along 
with  it ;  and'  they  who  quailed  before  the 
people,  if  those  who  advocated  the  Re* 
form  Bill  had  stuck  to  the  Ballot,  would 
have  agreed  to  that  measure  as  contentedly 
as  they  did  to  the  Reform  Bill.  He 
thought  that  it  was  a  wise  thing  for  those 
who  at  first  opposed  the  Reform  Act  to 
accept  the  Bill  as  they  did,  and  as  it  was. 
It  would  remain  as  it  was  for  many  a  good 
cl&y  yet,  and  all  those  evil  influences 
which  the  Reformers  attempted  to  cut 
down  at  the  time  that  measure  was  passed 
would  again  grow  up  in  all  their  thorough 
pruriency  and  mischief,  and  they  would 
yet  have  to  carry  a  sweeping  Reform  of 
Parliament.  He  objected  to  the  proposi* 
tion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bridport,  for, 
while  the  hon.  Member  stated  that  money- 
qualification  was  no  test  of  the  probity, 
honesty,  or  capability  of  any  person  in 
that  House,  he  proposed  that  a  person 
because  he  possessed  a  valuable  coUeetion 
of  pictures  should  be  qualified  to  have  ft 
seat  in  it.  So  that  if  a  man  possessed  a 
Saivator  Rosa,  or  a  good  picture  of  a 
robber,  he  would  be  duly  qualified  to  be* 
come  a  Member  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
With  respect  to  the  exception  in  favour  of 
the  eldest  sons  of  Peers,  it  might  be  ob- 
served that  they  ought  to  be  persons  who 
had  received  an  education  that  fitted  them 
to  occupy  the  important  office  of  senators. 
But  he  had  seen,  day  after  day  in  that 
House,  half  a  dozen  instances  or  the  utter 
inefficiency  and  incompetency  of  sons  of 
Peers  to  sit  in  that  House,  and  be  could 
point  them  out.  What  was  the  qualifi** 
cation  required  to  become  a  Legislator  ? 
In  his  opinion  it  meant  that  a  man  should 
havestudied  legislation,  and  jurisprudence, 
and  human  nature,  and  not  that  when  he 
arrived  at  the  age  of  twenty-one  3fears, 
afier  having  itndied  at  Oxford  or  Cam- 
bridge nothing  but  Greek,  Latin,  and  Ma** 
thematics,  he  should  come  into  that 
House  as  a  legislator.  He  was  for  carry* 
ing  out  a  good  principle  to  the  full  extent, 
and  if  their  effi)rts  to  accomplish  that  ob- 
ject failed,  let  the  blame  fall  on  those  who 
wished  to  keep  up  the  exclusive  system. 

Mr.  Wilhams  J^nn  would  not  offer  any 
objection  to  the  present  motion,  as  he 
thought  it  might  be  expedient  to  consider 
the  state  of  the  law  or  qualification  as  it 
now  stood.  He  had  no  objection  to  have 
the  qualification,  to  consist  of  a  permanent 
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interest  in  landed  property ,  but  he  had 
some  doubt  about  the  practicability  of  the 
scheme  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bridporti  He  had  looked  into  a  Bill 
passed  in  the  reign  of  King  William,  by 
which  qualification  by  personal  property 
was  allowed,  but  it  was  found  difficult  to 
render  the  plan  really  efficient.  If  the 
object  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bridport  in 
making  this  motion  was  to  procure  the  re- 
peal of  the  law  of  qualification  by  a  side 
wind — if  such  was  his  desire,  he  would 
recommend  the  hon.  Gentleman  ^to  seek 
that  object  by  a  distinct  and  positive 
motion.  He  said  that,  because  be  thought 
if  any  description  of  property  was  to  be 
admitted  as  a  qualification  according  to 
the  owner's  valuation,  it  would  be  folly  to 
suppose  that  such  a  law  of  qualification 
would  be  of  any  use  at  all.  Every  one 
knew  that  property  of  the  description  re- 
ferred to  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Brid- 
port might  be  borrowed  and  transferred 
from  hand  to  hand  with  great  facility.  To 
prevent  a  person  from  using  a  borrowed 
qualification,  it  might  be  required,  as  it 
was  by  a  Bill  once  introduced  by  a  noble 
Lord  now  in  the  other  House  that  every 
Member  should  be  required  to  retain  the 
bond  fide  qualification  during  the  whole  of 
the  time  he  sat  in  that  House.  He  cer- 
tainly was  one  of  those  who  at  that  time 
did  not  wish  the  Bill  to  pass,  but  in  the 
case  of  a  qualification  arising  out  of  per- 
sonal property  only,  some  such  provision 
would  be  quite  necessary. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
glad  to  find  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
did  not  oppose  the  motion  for  leave  to 
bring  in  the  Bill.  He  was  at  a  loss  to  con- 
ceive what  could  be  the  feelings  of  those 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  wished  to  have  no 
property  qualification  at  all.  That  was  a 
principle  which  he  must  oppose.     The 

Sueation  now  was  whether  the  present  law 
id  not  require  some  improvement,  and 
whether  the  Bill  proposed  would  effect  the 
improvement  which  might  be  deemed  ne- 
cessary. If  they  interfered  with  the  exist- 
ing law,  he  thought  they  should  do  so 
effectually,  and  not  leave  it  in  an  imper- 
fect state  so  that  it  could  be  evaded.  The 
course  of  objection  taken  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  Member  for  Montgomery- 
thire,  would,  he  thought, be  equally  applic- 
able to  the  present  qualification  as  to  those 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Brid- 
port, because  it  seemed  at  present  there 


was  somebody  who  would  trust  Members 
with  qualifications  when  no  property  had 
really  passed  into  their  hands.  He  recol- 
lected a  case,  he  should  not  mention  names, 
of  a  gentleman,  one  of  the  richest  men  in 
England,  and  his  son  being  Members  of 
that  House,  although  neither  father  nor 
son  was  possessed  of  the  qualification  by 
virtue  of  which  they  sat  in  it.  He  re- 
joiced that  the  matter  had  been  brought 
before  the  House,  and  he  hoped  in  the 
progress  of  the  Bill  proposed  a  proper 
amendment  of  the  law  would  be  made.  He 
was  therefore  quite  ready,  for  one,  to  give 
his  most  hearty  concurrence  to  the  motion, 
and  even  if  his  opinions  were  what  they 
were  not,  and  he  was  disposed  to  admit 
the  repeal  of  all  qualification  whatever, 
he  would  not  on  that  account  object  to  a 
Bill  for  the  amendment  of  the  existing 
law. 

Mr.  Leader  thought,  that  if  a  variety  of 
qualifications  were  allowed,  as  proposed  by 

the  hon.  Member  for  Bridport,  they  woulcC 
in  all  probability,  be  very  strictly  enforced, 
and  the  law  would  be  more  stringent,  and 
not  so  easily  evaded ;  whereas  now  it  was 
notorious  that  the  present  qualificatioa 
law  was  evaded  every  day.  There  were, 
perhaps,  a  quarter,  or  one-half,  of  the 
Members  of  that  House  who  were  possessed 
of  a  fictitious  qualification  only.  It  would, 
therefore,  be  an  improvement  if  the  law 
were  altered,  so  as  to  compel  persons  to 
have  a  qualification  in  either  land  or 
money,  or  pictures,  or  some  sort  of  pro- 
perty or  other.  But  his  own  opinion  was, 
that  the  proper  qualification,  the  only  real 
and  true  qualification  a  man  could  possess, 
was,  that  he  had  the  confidence  of  a  ma- 
jority of  the  electors  of  any  place  that 
returned  him.  That  was  the  only  true 
and  real  qualification  that  ought  to  t>e 
required.  He  wished  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bridport  had  been  present  at  a  meeting 
of  the  Working  Men's  Association  the 
other  day,  for  he  would  have  seen  there 
men  who  worked  for  their  living  daily,  and 
yet  were  as  well  qualified  as  many  Mem- 
bers of  that  House  to  sit  in  it.  Entertain- 
ing these  opinions,  he  felt  it  to  be  his  duty 
to  move  as  an  amendment,  that  the  pro- 
perty qualification  of  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment be  altogether  abolished. 

Mr.  Warburton  had  but  a  brief  reply  to 
make.  He  had  mentioned  the  case  of  a 
collection  of  pictures  merely  in  illustration 
of  his  argument.     There  were  but  two 
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general  descriptions  of  property,  and  his 
Bill  would  go  to  make  them  both  available 
by  way  of  qualification. 

Amendment  withdrawn.    Leave  given. 

Sale  of  Beer  Bill.]     Mr.  Warbur- 
ion  moved  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
amend  the  laws  relating  to  the  sale  of  beer. 
The  provisions  were  similar  to  those  which 
were  contained  in  a  Bill  brought  in  by  his 
hen.   Friend,  the  Member  for  Lambeth, 
last  Session.    One  clause  proposed  to  fix 
the  hours  for  opening  and  shutting  beer- 
shops  in  towns  containing  a  population  of 
5,000  inhabitants  and  upwards.     Another 
clause  proposed  to  enable  the  executors  of 
a  deceased  beer-shop  keeper  to  act  under 
his  licence.      It  was  also  proposed  to 
enable  beer-shop  keepers  to  call  in  the 
assistance  of  the  police    to    clear  their 
houses  when  necessary. 

Mr.  fVilks  was  exceedingly  sorry  that 
his  hon.  Friend  should  attempt  any  legis- 
lation on  this  subject,  especially  after  what 
had  occurred  on  the  preceding  evening. 
He  repeated  what  he  then  said,  that  those 
proceedings  were  inconvenient  to  the 
magistracy,  to  Ujc  public,  and  to  those 
who  had  embarked  capital  in  beer-shops. 
In  fact,  they  could  be  productive  of  no 
good  to  any  one. 
Leave  given. 

Post-office.]  Mr.  Wallace  rose  to 
propose  the  following  resolution : — *'  That 
it  is  the  opinion  of  this  House,  that  the 
general  post  letter  receiving-boxes,  at 
the  branch  offices  throughout  this  metro- 
polis, should  be  kept  open  for  lelters  being 
put  therein  at  any  time  convenient  for  the 
people,  between  seven  o'clock  p.  m.  and 
twelve  at  night,  as  is  the  case  at  the 
General  Post-office  in  St.  Martin's-le- 
Grand,  and  every  post-office  in  the  king- 
dom; and  especially  that  the  receiving 
bags  for  general  post  letters,  in  the  Houses 
of  Lords  and  Commons,  be  also  kept  open 
until  twelve  at  night,  thus  making  tne  tmie 
of  the  franking  privilege  all  over  London  the 
sameasatSt.  Martin's-le-Grand,  and  in  all 
other  towns."  He  observed,  that  this  re- 
solution affected  the  convenience  of  two 
classes  of  persons — the  public  at  large, 
and  the  Members  of  that  House.  The 
plan  he  proposed  would  cost  the  country 
nothing,  while  it  would  yery  much  pro- 
mote the  general  convenience*  It  was 
probablv  well  known,  that  all  the  post* 
.office   poxes   at   the    rec^iyios-bouses^ 


throughout  the  metropolis,  were  closed  at 
seven  o'clock  in  the  evening,  as  was  also 
the  box  connected  with  the  Houses  of 
Parliament.  Now,  he  happened  to  know, 
from  personal  observation,  that  from  the 
hours  of  seven  to  twelve  a  great  many 
letters  were  put  into  the  post-office  in 
country-towns;  but  in  London,  people 
were  prevented  from  doing  this.  While 
in  all  other  places  the  post-office  boxes 
were  kept  open  for  twenty-four  hours,  in 
London  they  were  not  open  more  than 
eleven  hours  in  the  day.  He  had  been 
frequently  deprived  of  his  privilege  as  a 
Member  of  Parliament,  by  the  early  closing 
of  the  box  ;  and  on  makmg  a  representa- 
tion to  the  General  Post-office,  he  was 
desired  to  send  his  letters  thither  after  the 
hour  of  seven  in  the  evening.  On  Mon- 
day last  he  did  so,  but  he  found  that  the 
letters  arrived  at  their  destination  a  day 
later  than  usual,  and  on  the  back  of  them 
was  marked,  **  Put  in  too  late."  He  did 
not  see  why  the  boxes  should  not  be  open 
for  the  reception  of  letters  until  eleven  or 
twelve  o'clock  at  night. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ad- 
mitted, that  it  was  within  the  province  and 
duty  of  that  House  to  look  into  and  con- 
trol every  department,  and  especially  so 
important  a  branch  of  the  public  service 
as  the  Post-office,  with  the  view  of  regu- 
lating, diminishing,  or  altering  the  rate  of 
duty  charged  on  letters,  and  correcting 
any  abuses  which  might  be  found  to  exist 
in  the  general  management  of  the  estab- 
lishment.    But,  at  the  same  time,  he  put 
it  to  the  hon.   Member    for    Greenock 
himself,  whether  it  would  not  be  mis- 
applying the  functions  of  Parliament  and 
the  time  of  the  House,  to  undertake  the 
task  of  determining  the  hours  and  other 
circumstances  attending  the  opening  and 
shutting  of  letter-boxes  throughout  the 
metropolis.     It  might  be  all  very  well  to 
convey  some  suggestion  on  the  subject  to 
the  recognised  authorities  at  the  Post- 
office,  but  it  was  altogether  inexpedient 
that  the  House  should  be  called  on  at 
once,  without  inquiry  and  without  know- 
ing all  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  to 
adopt    any    general    resolution    on    the 
matter,     A  great  deal    of  those  small 
matters  of  administration  depended  on 
minute  local  and    other    circumstances, 
which  it  was  impossible  for  hon.  Members 
duly  to  consider.    The  Post-office  was 
responsible  for  its  arrangements,  and  aU 
though  fomething  might  be  done  with 
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respect  to  the  second  part  of  the  motion 
as  to  the  receiving  bags  for  the  Houses  of 
Parliament,  which,  however,  would  neces- 
sarily increase  the  number  of  clerks  for 
inspecting  franks,  he  really  did  not  think 
any  case  had  been  made  out,  as  to  the 
first  part  of  the  resolution,  for  the  inter- 
ference of  the  House. 

Mr.  Hume  regretted  the  unwillingness 
evinced  at  the  Post-office  to  carry  into 
effect  such  recommendations  as  the  present: 
unless  the  House  took  the  matter  up,  it 
was  in  vain  to  offer  any  suggestions  to  that 
department.  No  man  deprecated  more 
than  he  did  any  species  of  interference 
with  the  details  of  a  public  office,  but  he 
could  not  see  why,  for  instance,  all  the 
general  receiving  offices  should  not  be 
Opened  of  a  Sunday,  or  why  he  and  every 
other  person  in  the  same  district  should  be 
obliged  to  send  a  servant  with  their  letters 
to  St.  Martin's-le-grand,  when  the  general 
accommodation  might  so  easily  be  met  by 
leaving  the  slips  open  during  the  whole  of 
that  day.  Much  less  inconvenience  would 
have  been  suffered  had  the  Bill  for  regula- 
ting the  Post-office,  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  Chancellor  of  the  E  che- 
quer, introduced  last  Session,  been  carried 
into  effect.  There  would  then  have  been 
a  proper  publicly  recognised  head  to  that 
department,  who  would  take  care  that  all 
the  details  were  duly  attended  to ;  but  at 
present  the  public  business  was  sometin^es 
altogether  kept  at  a  stand  still,  while  the 
Postmaster-General  was  huntine;  or  other- 
wise  amusing  himself.  He  did  not  mean 
to  undervalue  the  services  of  Lord  Conyng- 
bam,  but  it  was  quite  necessary  that  the 
head  of  the  post-office  should  be  a  per- 
manently resident  officer. 

Sir  R.  Peel  took  that  opportunity  of 
asking  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  or  any 
other  connected  with  Government,  what 
were  the  regulations  under  which  Parlia- 
mentary papers  were  sent  bv  post  ?  The 
general  impression  was,  that  Members 
were  entitled  to  send  a  Parliamentary 
paper,  and  provided  it  were  of  a  limited 
weight  great  advantage  might  arise  from 
it.  [Mr. /fume.  There  is  no  limitation]. 
In  that  case  there  was  the  possibility  of 
very  |preat  abuse.  Suppose  every  Member 
exercised  the  privilege  of  sending  reports, 
•one  of  which  weighed  from  eight  pounds 
to  ten  pounds,  it  mast  obviously  interfere 
with  the  arrangements  of  the  Post-office. 
He  could  eastlv  conceive  great  public 
tdvaatage  aiteadlpg  the  circnktioo  of  Iheir 


Parliamentary  papers,  but  it  always  ap- 
peared to  him  that  some  precise  rrgula- 
tions  should  be  laid  down  as  to  the  exercise 
of  the  privilege ;  for  if  eight  or  ten  Mem- 
bers availed  themselves  of  it^havine  a  right 
to  insist  that  the  papers  should  be  con- 
veyed by  the  mail  on  the  same  day  on 
which  they  enclosed  them,  the  whole  aN 
rangements  of  the  Post-office  must  be 
materially  interfered  with.  He  did  not 
think  that  Members  of  that  House  w«re 
aware  of  their  rights  in  that  respect.  [Mr. 
Hnme,  Yes,  they  are:]  Was  it,  then, 
a  fact  that  any  and  every  Member  might 
send  by  post  ?  [Mr.  Hume:  Fifty  or  Sixty 
books  of  reports.]  llien  if  eaeh  Member 
had  such  a  right  it  might  occasion  the 
most  serious  inconvenience,  and  there 
ought  to  be  some  limitation  of  the  right, 
or  the  velocity  with  which  the  Post^'Office 
communications  in  this  country  were  cdti- 
ducted  might  be  materially  interfered  with. 
With  respect  to  the  proposition  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Greenock,  h€  thought 
there  would  be  great  danger  to  the  security 
of  letters  if  it  were  laid  down  a^  thd  uni- 
versal rule  in  coiisequence  of  an  order  of 
that  House,  that  every  Post-officd  in  the 
metropolis  should  be  kept  open  between 
ten  and  tweire  at  night,  wtthoilt  Aottfe 
concomitant  restrictions,  for  skilful  thievsa 
would  contrive  when  there  were  no  pas- 
sengers in  the  streets  successfully  to 
abstract  the  letters.  The  object  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  in  view  would  be 
much  better  answered  bv  calling  the  atten- 
tion of  the  executive  officer  to  the  subject, 
who  would  have  the  opportunitv  of  con- 
sidering what  precautions  sliouid  accom- 
pany the  plan. 

Mr.  Labouchere  had  always  considered 
it  imperative  as  far  as  possible  to  transmit 
Parliamentary  papers  on  the  same  day, 
although  sometimes  it  was  a  matter  of  no 
small  difficulty,  and,  from  their  enormous 
weight,  interposed  in  all  cases  the  moat 
serious  delav  in  the  general  arrangements 
of  the  establishment.  When  it  was  Im- 
practicable to  dispatch  them  by  the  regular 
mails  the  same  day,  they  were  invariably 
sent  off*  the  next  evening,  or  by  the  first 
steam  packets.  With  respect  to  the 
opening  of  the  general  post  receiving 
boxes  on  Sunday  he  had  communicated 
some  days  ago  with  Colonel  Maberly,  who 
at  once  agre^  to  adopt  the  suggestion,  and 
for  the  future  they  should  be  kept  open  in 
the  same  manner  as  the  twopanny*po«t 
leiter*offices.    As  to  the  other  {Wts  ^lli^ 
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ffioCtoti  It  would  lie  thought  be  better  to 
leave  them  with  the  head  of  the  executive 
department.  However  diflicalt  it  was  to 
attend  to  &1I  the  detailti,  and  nlthough 
Colonel  Maberly  was  Mready  gfeatly  over- 
worked, hflvtng  scarcely  a  moment  to  spare 
bejOnd  the  imtnedlHte  routine  of  the  day, 
for  on  him  the  whole  duty  of  the  onerous 
establishment  rested,  yet  Colonel  Maberly 
was  in  every  respect  most  atixioui  to  meet 
the  wished  of  tne  public,  and  it  was  no 
fault  of  his  if  the  Post-offlce  was  not  con- 
ducted  in  th6  most  efficient  and  satisfac- 
tory manner. 

Sir  Andreio  Aghetv  deprecated  opening 
the  general  post  letter  boxes  on  the  Sun* 
day.  Hon.  Members  might  be  much  bet- 
ter occupied  than  tu  Writing  letters  on  the 
Sunday.  But  if  the  present  system  were 
found  incotivenient,  and  some  change  were 
desirable,  he  would  much  prefer  e)(tendtng 
Uie  privilege  ofMembers  sending  off  twenty 
letters  on  the  Mohday,  to  opening  the 
offices  on  the  Sunday. 

Mr.  Labouchere  said,  thd  Po§t-office 
Commissioners  had  rec6m mended  that  let- 
ters arriving  in  London  oft  Sunday  morn- 
ing, instead  of  waiting,  as  at  present,  till 
the  Monday  evening,  should  be  sent  out 
by  the  mails  which  left  town  on  Sunday, 
towards  their  destination  in  the  country. 

Mr.  Wallace  observed,  that  witli  re- 
ference to  Sunday  deliveries  in  the  town  of 
Cheltenham,  there  were  two  deliveries  on 
Sundays.  Agsin,  the  Speaker  of  the 
House  of  Commons  got  his  letters  on 
Sunday*  But,  in  Dublin,  there  existed 
this  strange  anomaly,  that  the  letters  from 
"*  us  aliens*'  were  delivered  on  Sundays, 
but  letters  from  the  interior  of  Ireland  were 
not.  The  hon.  Member  stated  thDt  it  was 
his  intention  to  withdraw  his  motion. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

ByftLt,-^AtiMr  Estimates.]  The 
Report  of  the  Committee  of  Supply  was 
brought  up. 

On  the  vote  of  66,917/,  for  allowances 
to  the  priooipal  officers  in  the  public  de- 
partments, their  deputies,  clerks,  and  coti- 
tingent  eap^tises,  being  proposed, 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  it  was  his  intention 
to  move  an  amendment  to  this  resolution^ 
as  regarded  th6  reduction  of  the  salaries  of 
the  Commander-in-chief  and  the  Military 
Secretary.  He  considered  it  highly  detri- 
mental that  Lord  Hilt  should  hold  the  office 
of  Comroaoder-in-chief,  entertaining,  as  he 


did,  political  opinions  at  direct  variance 
with  those  professed  by  his  Majesty's  Go* 
vernment,  because  he  bad  the  Opportunity 
of  exercising  his  influence  iti  the  patronage 
of  his  office  in  a  manner  that  was  cal- 
culated to  interfere  with  popular  reform. 
He  did  not  wish  to  throw  anv  odiutn  dn 
Lord  Hill's  public  conduct  t  out  he  did 
protest  against  his  being  retained  in  this 
office,  and  he  called  upon  hon.  Membera 
who  professed  to  be  reformers,  to  Votd 
with  him  on  this  occasion,  in  order  to  glVe 
the  people  a  test  of  their  sincerity.  What 
could  be  the  reason  which  induced  s 
Whig  government  to  retain  a  Tory  Com- 
manderMn-chi^f  ?  Would  a  Tory  govern- 
ment have  allowed  a  Whig  Commander- 
in-chief  to  remain  in  office?  He  could 
state,  that  this  subj^t  waa  one  in  whieh 
the  public  felt  a  deep  interest ;  and  he  diit 
not  go  into  any  company,  ha  did  not  meet 
any  of  his  constituents,  without  the  ques- 
tion being  put  to  him,  aS  to  what  was  the 
reason  which  actuated  the  Gh)vernment  in 
the  extraordinary  conduct  they  pursued 
with  reference  to  this  point  ?  The  iMilitary 
Secretary  also  entertained,  as  did  every 
member  of  his  family,  high  Tory  prin- 
ciples; and  considering  that  these  high 
Ofnces  should  not  be  held  by  individuals 
entertaining  political  opinions  hostila  to 
those  of  the  Government,  he  should  move 
that  the  amount  of  the  vot«  be  reduced 
the  sum  of  6,282/.,  being  the  amount  of 
the  personal  salaries  of  the  Commander-in« 
chief  and  the  military  secretary. 

Viscount  Howick  wished  to  state  that 
he  differed  entirely  from  the  opinions  put 
forth  on  this  subject  by  the  hon.  Mem  bet 
for  Middlesex.  The  duties  of  the  Com- 
mander-in-chief were  discharged  by  Lord 
Hill  with  perfect  impartiality.  He  knew 
no  instance  to  the  contrary,  and  he  believed 
none  could  be  produced.  He  hoped  the 
House,  therefore,  would  not  consent  to 
strike  off  the  whole  of  his  salary.  Which 
had  hitherto  been  regularly  granted. 

Mr.  Eivart  said,  that  the  House  was 
now  considering,  not  the  manner  in  which 
officers  discharged  their  duty,  but  (hil 
principles  which  they  held.  If  Lord  Hill 
maintained  the  principles  attributed  to 
him,  it  was  impossible  that  they  should 
not  bias  his  conduct.  The  government  of 
the  army  would  never  be  properly  con- 
ducted so  long  as  the  authorities  at  th6 
Horse  Guards  thought  differently  from  the 
Administration ;  and  it  was  essential  to  tb^ 
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general  welfare  that  the  opinions  of  the 
army  should  be  in  consonance  with  those 
of  their  fellow-subjects. 

Mr.  Robinson  complained  of  the  incon- 
sistency of  the  conduct  pursued  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Middlesex,  whose  con- 
stant complaint  was,  when  a  Tory  govern- 
ment was  in  power,  that  they  appointed  no 
persons  to  office  but  those  who  entertained 
similar  political  opinions  with  themselves. 
He  would  contend  that  a  more  mischievous 
doctrine  than  that  advanced  by  the  hon. 
Members  for  Middlesex  and  Liverpool,  he 
had  never  heard ;  for  the  effect  of  it  was, 
to  convert  the  whole  country  into  a  politi- 
cal arena,  and  the  consequence  would  be, 
that  it  could  never  experience  peace  or 
tranquillity.    They  were  told  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Liverpool,  that  there  ought  to 
be  a  political  army.     Now,  he  would  take 
vpon  himself  confidently  to  assert,  that 
this  was  an  opinion  that  was  not  shared  by 
any  considerable  number  of  persons  in 
that  House  or  out  of  it ;  and  although  that 
hon.  Member  and  others  flattered  them- 
selves that  they  spoke  the  sentiments  of  a 
great  mass  of  the  people  of  this  country, 
he  would  say  it  was  a  most  miserable 
delusion.     He  would  say,  that  the  largest 
portion  of  the  respectable  part  of   the 
community  did    not    participate    in   the 
opinions  to  which  he  had  referred.     He 
knew  nothing  of  Lord  Hill  but  as  a  public 
officer,  and  he  supposed  he  was  retained 
in  the  exercise  of  the  situation  which  he 
held,  on  the  ground  of  his  peculiar  fitness 
to  discharge  the  duties  of  his  office.    Let 
the  House  look  to  what  the  effect  would 
.be  of  changing  any  public  officer  on  a 
change  of  government.    What  an.  expense 
it  would  incur  to  the  country.    He  had 
seen  many  such  changes,  where  persons 
of  superior  abilities  had  been  replaced  by 
>heir  mferiors  in  that  respect,  while  the 
country  was  saddled  with  the  pension  of 
the  one  and  the  salary  of  the  other.    The 
idea  of  establishing  a  pure  democracy  in 
the  country  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Middlesex    and  his   political  supporters 
entertained,  was  a  foolish  Utopian  notion 
which  could  never  be  realised.      He  pro- 
tested against  converting  all  the  officers  of 
•tate,  magistrates  and  public  servants,  into 

Clitical  partisans.  This  system  had  been 
ely  acted  upon  in  Ireland,  though  the 
country  was  in  such  a  disturbed  state  that 
it  was  hardly  possible  for  his  Majesty  to 
get  persons  to  undertake  the  administra- 
tion of  its  affairs,  and  it  had  been  pro- 


ductive there  of  the  most  prejudicial  con* 
sequences.  Persons  who  carried  their 
opinions  to  such  an  extravi^ant  length  as 
this,  were  the  greatest  enemies  to  the  quiet 
and  tranquillity  of  the  country. 

Mr.  Roebuck  said,  that  his  hon.  Friend^ 
the  Member  for  Middlesex,  did  not  wish 
to  see  all  the  public  functionaries .  con- 
sisting of  the  friends  of  liberal  opinions, 
but  those  leading  officers  of  State,  only, 
on  whom  depended  the  character  of  the 
Government.    It  was  well  known,  that  not 
only  was  the  Ck)mmander-in-chief  opposed 
to  the  principles  of  Ministers,  but  the 
army  had  been  made  a  mere  appanage  to 
a  family  hostile  to  the  popular  cause.    If 
they  were  not  afraid  to  speak  out  on  the 
subject,  the  reason  of  Lord  Hill's  being  in 
office  would  be  stated  simply  thus — The 
present  Ministers  found  that  they  would 
not  be  allowed  to  come  into  office  unless 
he   was    continued   in  power,  and  they 
determined  to  abandon  the  control  of  the 
army,  and  to  effect  as  many  improvements 
in  other  branches  of  the  public  service  as 
they  could.    If  Government  had    really 
entertained  opinions  as  liberal  as    those 
which  they  professed,  and  had  been  de- 
sirous of  doing  justice  to  their  supporters, 
they  would  have  stood  out  and  refused  to 
come  into  office  until  Lord  Hill  was  put 
out.    The  country  expected  them  man- 
fully to  confess  that  they  were  liberal  only 
on  sufferance,  and  that  they  did  not  put 
out  Lord  Hill  because  they  could    not. 
Lord  Hill  now  ruled  the  army  in  defiance 
of   Government,    and    the    reason    was, 
because  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  had  too 
much  power  in  that  House,  and  were 
numerous  enough  to  paralyse  the  efforts 
of  the  friends  of  the   liberal   cause.    A 
little  longer,  and,  if  the  state  of  parties 
remained  the  same,  the  present  Ministry 
would  be  turned  out.     Ministers  ought 
not  to  make  false  excuses,  but  should  own 
that  they  tould  not  deprive  Lord  Hill  of 
his  office,  and  therefore  would  not  trouble 
themselves  about  the  matter. 

Mr.  Richards  deprecated  this  mode  of 
incidentally  raising  a  discussion  upon  the 
merits  of  an  absent  illustrious  individual 
without  notice,  and  challenged  any  persoa 
in  that  House,  competent  to  form  a 
judgment  upon  a  military  subject,  to  deny 
that  the  Commander-in-chief  was  emi-> 
nently  qualified  to  fill  the  situation,  and 
had  actually  discharged  its  duties  with 
strict  impartiality. 

Captain  Maurkc   BerkeUijf   said|    bo 
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coold  not  coincide  in  opinion  with  the 
hoD*  Member  who  had  just  fiat  down^  and 
he  would  take  that  opportunity  of  men- 
tioning a  circumstance  which  would  show 
that  there  were  just  reasons  to  suspect  that 
the  influence  of  political  considerations  was 
not  lost  upon  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head 
of  this  department,  and  had  its  effect  even 
upon  those  who  were  applicants  at  the 
Horse- Guards.  A  case  had  come  within 
his  knowledge  which  he  would  mention. 
At  the  time  Lord  Orey  was  in  office,  a 
gentleman  of  considerable  property  in 
Gloucestershire  died  and  left  the  whole  of 
it  to  his  son,  who,  wishing  to  travel  abroad, 
was  desirous  of  the  advantage  of  wearing 
the  English  uniform,  and  applied  to  the 
head  of  the  Whig  party  for  a  commission 
in  any  regiment,  he  was  indifferent  which. 
Finding,  however,  that  he  could  not 
obtain  this  favour  through  the  Whigs,  he 
went  to  the  family  of  the  Duke  of 
Beaufort,  whose  son.  Lord  Edward  So- 
Hierset,  held  a  situation  in  the  Horse* 
Guards.  Upon  making  that  application 
be  fairly  and  distinctly  said, — **  My  fa- 
mily have  always  hitherto  been  Whigs,  and 
not  on  the  same  side  of  politics  that  you 
are ;  but  if  we  can  obtain  the  commission 
from  the  Horse-Guards  through  the 
influence  of  the  Beaufort  family,  we  shall 
in  future  be  on  the  Tory  side."  The 
application,  he  believed  (but  he  should  be 
sorry  to  state  it  as  a  fact  without  knowing 
it  to  be  such),  was  made  through  Lord 
Edward  Somerset,  and,  in  the  space  of 
a  short  time,  permission  came  down  from 
the  Horse-Guards  to  Gloucestershire  for 
the  gentleman  on  whose  behalf  the  appli- 
cation had  been  made  to  purchase  a 
commission.  A  commission  was  purchased 
accordingly  ;  and  that  gentleman  and  all 
whom  he  could  influence  or  command, 
had  been  Tories  ever  since. 

Viscount  Homck  rose  but  to  make  one 
observation.  It  was  utterly  impossible,  he 
•said}  to  give  any  answer  to  the  statement 
that  had  just  been  made,  ignorant  as  he 
was  of  the  facts  of  the  case;  and  when  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Officer  reflected  on  what 
he  had  said,  he  thought  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Officer  must  acknowledge  that  he 
ahould  not  thus  have  brought  forward  a 
charge  imputing  blame  to  one  who  was 
not  present  to  defend  himself  from  the 
attack.  He  would  call  upon  the  House 
not  to  prejudge  the  case,  but  to  wait  until 
Lord  E.  Somerset,  or  some  of  his  friends, 
bad  ao  opportunity  of  explanation;   it 


might  be  that  there  were  circumstances 
that  would  account  for  the  extension  of  the 
favour,  entirely  independent  of  party 
feeling.  The  boo.  and  gallant  Officer 
should  not  certainly  have  brought  forward 
a  charge  of  unfairness  knd  partiality 
without  giving  notice  to  the  parties 
implicated. 

Captain  AT.  Berkeley  denied  that  he  had 
made  any  charge,  he  had  simply  men- 
tioned a  fact  in  illustration  and  support  of 
the  position  that  it  was  unadvisable  to 
intrust  such  power  in  hands  that  were 
hostile  to  the  political  principles  of  a 
Government. 

Mr.  Grole  thought  it  hard  that  the 
noble  Lord  should  make  it  a  matter  of 
complaint,  that  a  specific  and  distinct 
fact  relating  to  the  partiality  of  the  Horse- 
Guards  should  now  be  mentioned,  because 
he  understood  that  the  noble  Lord  had 
challenged  all  those  who  disputed  the 
propriety  of  continuing  Lord  Hill  in  his 
present  situation  to  produce  any  case  in 
which  partiality  had  been  shown  by  that 
noble  Lord.  But  no  sooner  was  a  specific 
case  adduced,  than  the  noble  Lord  com- 
plained of  it.  This  was  a  sort  of  argument 
which  he  (Mr.  Grote)  did  not  understand. 
He  thought  that  no  answer  had  been  given 
to  the  question  put  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Middlesex— namely,  "  Would  Sir  R. 
Peel,  if  he  had  remained  in  office,  have 
retained  a  Commander-in-chief  who  was 
a  Whig  ? "  If  the  Gentlemen  opposite 
were  prepared  to  answer  that  question  in 
the  affirmative,  then  he  would  admit  that 
they  were  now  acting  with  consistency; 
but  if  they  could  not  do  so,  then  it  was 
quite  clear  that  they  were  not  able  to  carry 
out  the  principle  for  which  they  were  now 
contending. 

Mr.  Arthur  Trevor  said,  that  it  was  not 
important  what  were  the  politics  of  Lord 
Hill,  but  only  whether  he  had  suffered 
himself  to  be  swayed  by  political  bias. 
Could  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  bring  any 
cha^e  of  that  nature  home  to  Lord  Hill } 
In  the  absence  of  Lord  E.  Somerset  it  was 
impossible  that  the  hon.  House  could  lay 
any  stress  on  the  circumstance  that  had 
been  mentioned.  After  what  had  fallen 
from  the  hon.  Members  for  Middlesex  and 
Liverpool,  it  would  be  seen  by  what  spirit 
the  party  opposite  were  actuated ;  nothing 
but  party  spirit  could  have  dictated  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  Ayshford  Sanfard  declared,  that 
he  had  never  been  able  to  undentand  why. 
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when  a  change  of  administitttlon  took 
place,  li  shottid  be  thought  right  that  the 
nead  of  the  naval  department  of  the  8tate 
should  be  changed,  but  that  the  head  of 
(be  tnititflf y  department  should  nCt.  He 
believed  that  the  cotrntty  had  «ttfl[^red 
very  eonsiderably  in  cnnsequenee  of  »iieh 

a  distinction  being  made  between  the  tWO 

lerviees.  When  Eail  Orey  fifst  eame  into 
office,  the  fight  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member 
for  Cumberland,  Wds  placed  at  the  head 
of  the  Admiralty,  and  the  House  was 
aware  (hat  many  alterations  were  made  by 
(bat  right  hdn.  Baronet  in  the  ci?il  depart- 
ment of  the  Admiralty  which  had  Worked 
^reat  advantagea  to  the  country.  He 
believed  (hat  the  saving  eUbcted  by  thdfte 

alterations  amounted  in  one  yeat-  to  be« 
tween  a  million  and  a  million  and  a  half. 
Now,  it  wa^  his  Bfm  belief,  that  if  a  similar 
change  had  taken  place  at  the  head  of 
the  military  department,  the  country 
would  have  reaped  an  equally  great  ad- 
vantage fVom  it. 

Mr.  Qetrg^  F.  Y&an^  thought,  (he 
reply  to  the  argument  of  the  hon.  Gentle* 
man  who  had  just  sat  down  was  very 
obvioui.  With  the  duties  of  the  Firtt 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  was  combined  the 
auperintendence  of  the  civil  department 
of  the  navyi  whereas  with  the  ad*- 
ministration  of  the  civil  affairs  ot  the 
army,  the  Oommatjder«in»chief  had  no- 
thing Whatever  to  do;  therefore  It  did 
not  oelong  to  his  department  to  intro* 
duce  those  economical  improYementS 
In  the  ciril  department  of  the  army^  which 
were  effected  in  the  na? al  department  by 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  when 
the  right  hon.  Bafonet  was  appointed. 

Mr.  AgUtmby  said,  that  according  to 
the  argument  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tynemouth)  if  it  could  be  shown  to  him 
that  the  Commander-in-Chief  had  a  con«- 
trolting  power  over  the  civil  aflPalrs  of  the 
army,  the  amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Middlesex  ought  to  be  adopted.  Now, 
he  (Mr.  Aglionby)  thought  it  could  be 
easily  shown,  that  the  Commander-in- 
Chief  did  possess  that  power ;  and  if  so, 
the  hon.  Member  was  himself  bound  to 
support  the  amendment. 

Colonel  Thompmi  said,  that  he  did  not 
mean  In  the  slightest  degree  to  derogate 
from  the  military  or  personal  character  of 
Lord  Rill.  Indeed  he  had  had  opportu^ 
nities  of  seeing  that  noble  Lord  in  situa- 
tions where  he  showed  himself  well 
tftttftted  to  the  love  and  confldeoce  that 


was  shown  towards  him.  He  (Colonel 
Thompson)  would  be  the  last  man,  there*- 
fbre,  to  dispat^ge  (he  well-earned  military 
fame  or  the  excellent  private  character,  of 
that  distinguished  officer;  but  he  was 
Opposed  to  the  noble  Lord  upon  political 
grounds,  and  upon  those  grounds  only. 
He  felt  that  the  amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex  deserved  the  sup« 
port  of  all  Liberal  Members,  and  therefore 
he  should  vote  for  it. 

Mr.  Scttrldt  said,  that  an  important 
motion  of  this  sort  ought  not  to  have  been 
bfought  fdfwat-d  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Middlesex  without  due  notice*  This  Waa 
only  the  first  Step  of  a  certain  party  to 
bring  the  arfflv  under  the  Control  of 
Parliament,  ahd  he  could  not  conceive 
any  measure  fraught  with  greater  mischief 
to  the  country  than  taking  the  control  of 
the  army  and  navy  out  of  the  hands  of  the 
Crown,  in  which  thev  Were  at  present 
placed  by  the  Cdnstitution.  * 

Sir  Charlei  B.  Fere  said,  that  the  army, 
as  a  body,  ought  not  10  have  any  political 
bias,  and  Lord  Hill  had  proved  by  the 
admirable  state  of  the  army  at  present 
that  he  had  supported  that  principle  in  tbo 
exercise  of  his  Commandi  There  Was  no 
man  deserved  higher  of  his  country  than 
Lord  Hill,  and  he  ought  not  to  be  at<^ 
tacked  bva  Side*'Wind  motion  ofth  is  nature. 

Mr.  n^ason  said,  that  a  Tory  Qovem- 
ment  bad  shown  in  the  case  of  Loril 
Beresfbrd,  that  they  considered  a  milltart 
commander  subject  to  political  control. 
When  the  Duke  of  Wellington  brougbt 
forward  the  Roman  Catholio  Relief  Bill. 
Lord  Berenford  was  at  the  head  of  the 
Board  of  Ordnance  at  that  time,  and  the 
noble  Lord  applied  to  the  bead  of  the 
Oovemment  to  know  if  he  might  be  per* 
mitted  to  refrain  from  voting  on  that  occa- 
sion ;  the  reply  of  the  Duke  of  Wellingloft 
was,  that  Lord  Beresford  might  vote  as  he 
pleased)  but  that  the  Master^Oeneral  of 
the  Ordnance  must  vote  for  Catholic 
Kmancipation. 

Mr«  Villiera  was  sure  there  was  not  an 
hon.  Member  in  that  House  who  w»ft 
actuated  by  any  feeling  personally  hostile 
to  Lord  Hill,  but,  upon  political  groonde, 
he  thought  Uie  motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Middlesex  ought  to  be  supported. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  his  present  coitrae 
of  proceeding  waa  perfectly  regular  and 
constitutional. 

Mr.  William  Wynn  denied  (bat  the 
course  followed  by  the  hoo<  Member  for 
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Middlesex  was  eillier  ^ef  Ular  or  eonstitu- 
tioiial.  What  would  the  hon.  Member 
gain  by  the  success  of  his  motion  ?  Not 
the  substitution  or  0n6  individual  for 
another  as  Commander-in-Chief  of  the 
army,  bat  the  entlro  abolition  of  that 
ofiioe.  If  the  hon.  Member  desired  to 
act  in  an  intelligibla  manner,  he  ought  to 
propose  an  Address  to  the  Crown,  setting 
fbrth  that  that  House,  notwithstanding  the 
deep  gratitude  it  felt  for  the  distinguished 
military  services  of  Lord  Hill,  was  of  opi- 
nion, that  he  ought  to  be  dismissed  from 
the  office  of  CommanderMn-Chi^f,  because 
his  political  opinions  were  not  such  as  the 
House  eould  approve  of.  That  would  be 
an  int#lligibla  mode  of  proceeding,  though 
it  would  unquestionably  be  the  first  pro* 
boaition  of  the  sort  ever  known  in  the 
niatory  of  tha  country.  Motions  had 
nndoubtedly  been  made  in  that  House 
relative  to  the  army,  but  they  were  directed 
against  the  Ministry  0/  the  time  being,  for 
allowing  political  considerations  to  bias 
them  in  the  disposal  of  military  patronage. 
It  had  been  said,  that  a  Tory  Government 
would  not  suffer  a  Whig  to  exercise  the 
functions  of  Commander-in-Chief.  Did, 
then  the  hon.  Gentleman,  who  ventured 
on  that  statement,  not  know  that  the 
brother  of  Mr.  Fox  was  appointed  Com- 
mander-in-Chief in  the  Mediterranean,  at 
a  time  when  that  gentleman  was  the 
leader  of  the  opposition  in  the  House  of 
Commons  t  Were  they  not  also  aware 
that  the  father  of  Lord  Grey  was  Com- 
mander-in-Chief In  the  West  Indies,  and 
that  Sir  John  Jervis,  afterwards.  Lord  St. 
Vincent,  had  been  selected  from  the  very 
ranks  of  the  opposition  to  command  in 
the  Wvflt  Indies  f  In  fact  it  was  the  duty 
of  the  Government  to  talee  advantage  of 

Kofessional  merit  wherever  it  was  to  be 
nnd*  The  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  had 
told  a  story  about  the  Duke  of  Wellington 
and  Lord  Beresford.  He  (Mr.  Wynn)  did 
not  know  whether  or  not  that  story  was 
true,  but  be  certainly  was  not  disposed  to 
believe  it  With  respect  to  the  other  case 
which  had  been  mentioned  to  the  House, 
he  certainly  thought  that  a  notice  ought 
to  have  been  given  of  the  intention  to 
bring  it  forward.  It  was  not  fair  that  the 
reputation  of  an  officer  like  Lord  Hill, 
who  had  claims  on  the  gratitude  of  the 
country^  should  suffer  on  account  of 
anonymous  statements.  With  respect  to 
the  question  before  the  Honae^  he  con- 
lideradi  ibal  the  object  which  the  bos. 


Member  for  Middlesex  had  in  ^iew 
amounted  to  an  improper  interference  with 
the  prero^tive  of  the  Crown.  It  was 
undoubtedly  the  right  of  the  Hduse  to 
allot  what  sum  it  might  think  proper  for 
the  expenses  Of  the  army ;  but  if  a  charge 
was  intended  against  anv  individual^  it 
ought  to  be  stated  IntelllgiDly,  and  directly 
in  the  form  of  an  address.  The  present 
proceeding  was  an  attempt  to  dictate  lo 
the  Crown  whom  it  should  not  employ, 
and  the  next  step  would  be  to  dictate 
whom  it  should  employ.  Thus,  If  the  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex's  object  vrete  at- 
tained, that  House  would  arfogete  to  Itself 
the  management  of  the  army,  thnn  which 
nothing  covild  ba  more  dangerous  tO  the 
constitution. 

Captain  M,  Berkeley  was  surpriaed, 
that  doubts  should  have  been  eapreiaad 
respecting  the  acouracv  of  the  atatmmHit 
he  had  made.  He  haa  been  challenged 
to  state  names.  He  would  do  A>.  The 
gentleman  on  whose  behalf  the  applioa- 
tion  was  made  to  Lord  Hill  was  Mr.  Love- 
sey.  The  application  was  made  by  Lofti 
Segrave  and  refused ;  but  when  made  by 
the  Beaufbrt  family  it  was  granted. 

The  House  divided  on  ihe  original 
vote  :'*^Ayea  72  $  Noes  26 :  Majority  46. 

List  (^  ihe  Ayes. 

Adam^  Admiral  Hogg,  J»  W. 

Agnew,  Sir  A.  Howard,  P.  II. 

Bagshaw,  John  Ilowick,  ViscouDt 

Balfour,  T.  Hoy,  J.  B. 

Barclay,  David  Jolitiston,  Andrew 

Barnard,  £/G.  Labouchere,  H. 

Bate§6o^  Sir  R.  LenooX)  Lord  O. 

Bennett,  J.  Lowther,  J.  H. 

Berkeley,  hon.  Fi  Lushiuaton,  Dr. 

Bernal^  R.  Morpeth,  Viscount 

Boiling,  Wro.  Ord,  W.  II. 

Bonham,  R.  F.  Parker,  John 

Bramston,  T.  W.  Pechell,  Captain  R. 

Brodie,  William  B.  I'hiltps,  M. 

Bulwer,  Edward  L.  Philips  O.  H. 

Campbelli  Sir  J.  Follook,  Sir  Fred* 

Cavendish,  bon.  G.  11.  Prioe,  S.  0» 

Copeland,  W.  T.  Riohards,  J. 

Dalmeny.  Lord  Richards,  R. 

Donkin,  Sir  R.  Rickford,  W. 

Eaton,  Richard  J.  RohinsoD,  O.  R. 

Fector,  John  Minet  William,  Roche 

Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A.  Hussell,  Lord  J. 

Fergusson,  R«  C  Sanibrdi  £.  A« 

Fleetwood,  Peter  H.  Scarleu,  hon7  R, 

Forstcr,Charles  S.  Soott,  Sir  E.  1). 

Gaskell,  J.  Miloes  Seymour.  Lord 

Goring,  H.  D.  Sheppard,T. 

Grey,  Sir  Geo.,bart.  Sinclair,  Sit  O. 

Harcourty  G.  8.  Smith,  R.  V. 

Uayi  Sir  A.  h-t  bart.    Stanley,  Sdward 


S33 


Imprisdnmeni 


Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Thomas,  Colonel 
Tracy,  C.  H, 
Trevor,  hon.  A. 
Troubridge,  Sir  T. 
Vcre,  Sir  C.  B. 
Vivian,  J.  £• 


Walter,  John 
Wynn,  rt.  hon.  C.  W. 
Young,  G.  F. 

TELLERS. 

O'Ferrall,  R.  M. 
Wood,  Charles 


List  of  ike  Noes. 
Aglionby,  H.  A.  Rippon,  Cutbbert 


Brady,  D.  C. 
Bridgraan,  Hewitt 
Brother  ton,  J. 
Chapman,  M.  L. 
Collins,  W. 
Divett,  E. 
£lphinstone,  H. 
Grote  George 
Hall,  B. 
HawesyB. 
Hindley,  C. 
Humphery,  John 
Hutt,  Wm. 
Leader,  J.  T. 


Roebuck,  John  A. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Thompson,  Colonel 
Tooke,  W. 
Tulk,C.  A. 
Villiers,  Charles  P. 
Wallace,  Robert 
Warburton,  H.- 
Wason,  R. 
Williams,  W. 

TELLERS. 

Ewart,  W. 
Hume,  J. 


Impbisokmevt  for  Debt.]  On  the 
motion  of  the  Attorney-General  the  House 
resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  on  the 
Imprisonment  for  Debt  Bill. 
On  the  1 2th  Clause  being  read, 
Mr.  Richards  said,  that  he  understood, 
from  various  letters  he  had  received,  that 
numerous  petitions  would  have  been  pre- 
pared against  this  obnoxious  measure,  had 
not  the  nature  of  the  6rst  division  on  the 
Bill  been  misunderstood  in  the  country. 
The  provisions  of  the  Bill  were  of  the  most 
vexatious  character ;  and  would  compel  a 
creditor  to  expend  200/.  or  300/.  for  the 
chance  of  recovering  a  debt  of  50L  The 
creditor,  after  two  actions,  after  having 
held  out  to  him  the  vain  and  delusive  hope 
of  recovering  his  debt,  and  having  been 
defeated,  would  be  left  without  any  sort 
of  redress,  and  would  not  only  lose  his 
original  debt  of  50/.,  but  would  be  out  of 
pocket  upwards  of  100/.  in  expenses. 
And  this  was  the  sort  of  boon  which  the 
learned  Attorney-General,  in  his  wisdom 
and  eoodness,  bestowed  on  the  commerdal 
world.  But  this  was  not  all.  If  the 
clauae  of  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney-General  had  given  notice  to 
fellow  the  17th,  should  pass  into  a  law, 
a  gross  injustice  would  be  done  to  the  50/. 
creditor.  In  that  clause  the  Attorney- 
General  proposed,  that  where  a  man  was 
creditor  for  100/.,  he  should  have  the 
power,  unless  his  debt  was  paid  within 
twenty-one  days,  or  the  debtor  could  give 
approved  security,  for  which  he  would 
bftve  to  offer  two  ioretie8«--of  making  his 
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debtor  a  bankrupt  on  the  twenty-second 
day.     Now,   it  was  evident,  that,  in  all 
cases,  where  the  100/.  creditor  possessed 
this  power,  he  would  exercise  it  if  he 
thought  that  he  could  not  get  his  money 
as  soon  as  he  wanted  widiout  it.     But 
what  would  be  the  result  of  clothing  the 
creditor  with  this  extraordinary  power? 
It  would  lead  infallibly  to  that  abuse  which 
the  bankrupt  laws  were  most  particular  in 
guarding  against — namely,  the  giving  of  an 
undue  preference  to  a  particular  creditor. 
Butthehon.  and  learned  Attorney-General, 
in  the  fdlness  of  his  wisdom  and  from 
his  desire  to  conciliate  some  great  men  in 
the  city  with  whom,  he  was  told,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  held  communion, 
gave  the   100/.  creditor  this  monstrous 
power  of  making  his  debtor  bankrupt,  if 
nis  own  individual  debt  were  not  paid  in 
three  weeks.    "  Well,  but,"  the  learned 
Attorney-General  might  say,  "  supposing 
the  debtor  to  be  made  a  bankrupt  by  the 
100/.  creditor,  the*  50/.  creditor  will  come 
in  for  his  share  of  the  estate,  as  well  as  the 
man   who   makes  the  bankrupt."    That 
was  Very  true,  if  matters  came  to  bank- 
ruptcy ;  but,  of  course,  this  would  be  the 
very  thing  which  the  debtor  would  wish 
to  avoid,  and  in  ninety-nine  cases  out  of 
one  hundred  where  there  were  any  effects, 
the  debtor  would,  at  any  loss,  pay  the 
1 00/.  creditor  his  debt  in  order  to  avoid 
the  Gazette,  while  the  50/.  creditor,  at  the 
end  of  two  or  three  years  of  litigation, 
would  be  lefl  without  recovering  a  farthing 
of  the  money  owed  to  him,  and  greatly 
out  of  pocket  by   the  expenses  of  pro- 
secuting his  claim.     Why   should  more 
indulgence  be   given  to   the  great  than 
the  small  creditor?    Again,  it  was  pro- 
vided that  if  a  man  made  affidavit  that 
such  and  such  a  person,  being  a  trader, 
was  indebted  to  him  in  the  sum  of  200/., 
then,  unless  the  money  was  paid  within 
twenty- one  days,  or  the  trader  found  two 
sufficient  sureties  for  the  payment  of  the 
debt  and  costs,  he  was  to  be  declared  a 
bankrupt.     He  believed  it  was  Solomon 
who  said^he  was  not  quite  sure  it  was 
Solomon,  for  he  read  it  about  forty  yearn 
ago — "  Be  surety  for  no  man."     Suppose 
any  man  made  an  affidavit  that  an  hon. 
Member  of  that  House  owed  him  1 0,000/*, 
and  that  hon.  Member  was  a  trader.    He 
might  be  worth  30,000/.,  and  yet  be  unable 
to  pay  the  money  within  twenty-one  days, 
or  to  find  sureties  for  so  large  an  amount ; 
he  would  then  be  made  a  bankrupt  on  m 
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affidaYit.  This  was  what  must  be  the 
inevitable  result  of  the  1 8th  Clause,  if  it 
became  law.  With  regard  to  the  clause 
at  present  before  the  Committee,  he  felt 
sure  that  the  SOL  creditor  would  rather 
wave  his  debt«  than  attempt  to  recover  it 
by  proceedings  so  expensive  and  tedious 
as  those  which  the  clause  prescribed. 
Yet  this  was  the  measure  on  which  the 
Attorney-General  so  much  plumed  him- 
self, and  for  which  he  expected  to  get  the 
thanks  of  the  mercantile  community. 
He  should  further  observe,  that  this 
1 2th Clause,  except  so  far  as  the  iSth 
Clause  restored  them,  repealed  the  whole 
of  the  bankrupt  laws,  while  the  fraudulent 
debtor,  by  the  aid  of  the  6th,  7th,  and  8th 
sections,  would  be  able  to  concert  mea- 
sures by  which  he  might  give  an  unfair 
preference  to  one  creditor  over  others. 
He  should  now  merely  say,  that  to  this 
12th  Clause  he  should  give  a  decided 
negative,  and  he  moved  Uiat  it  be  struck 
out  of  the  Bill,  and  he  would  divide  the 
House  upon  the  question. 
•  Sir  Frederick  Pollock  was  anxious  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  Committee  to  the 
bearing  of  this  clause.  For  his  own  part, 
he  was  not  an  advocate  for  anything  like 
arrest  for  debt,  except  in  extreme  cases ; 
and  be  was  decidedly  in  favour  of  abolish- 
ing imprisonment  for  debt  so  far  as  was 
practicable.  He  must,  however,  admit 
that  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  opposite 
had  not  carried  out  the  recommendations 
of  the  Common  Law  Commissioners  in 
this  particular,  and  he  really  could 
not  go  along  with  him  in  admiring  the 
policy  of  this  clause.  According  to 
the  report  of  the  Commission,  of  which 
he  had  the  honour  to  be  a  member, 
it  was  recommended  that  every  facility 
should  be  given  to  make  the  property  of  the 
debtor  available  to  his  creditors.  He  must 
say,  that  the  details  of  some  of  the  clauses 
of  this  Bill  did  not  contain  sufficient  ma- 
chinery to  carry  this  object  into  effect. 
Any  man  not  arrested  for  debt,  and 
against  whom  a  judgment  had  been  ob- 
tained, finding  himself  without  the  means 
of  paying  his  creditor  in  full,  might,  as 
the  law  now  stood,  go  to  prison  and  pe- 
tition the  Insolvent  Debtors'  Court.  It 
was  in  his  power,  when  pressed  by  an 
arrest  or  by  demand  for  the  payment  of  a 
judgment  debt,  to  apply  to  some  tribunal, 
and  make  a  cessio  bonorum  for  the  benefit 
of  his  creditors.  It  was  his  opinion  that 
the  debtor  without  going  to  prison  ought 


to  have  the  opportunity  of  dividing  his 
property  among  his  creditors  fairly ;  bat 
that  ought  to  be  followed  by  a  clear  and 
undoubted  discharge  from  his  liabilities, 
so  that  he  might  not  be  harassed  again. 
Now,  this  clause  made  the  same  provision 
for  one  single  judgment  creditor,  which 
the  law  had  never  created  before,  except 
for  the  purpose  of  dividing  the  debtor's 
property  among  all  his  creditors,  and 
giving  the  debtor  himself  a  release  from 
the  engagements  which  he  had  contracted. 
If  a  person  of  large  property  were  sued 
for  a  judgment  debt,  and  the  debt  were 
not  paid  instantly,  not  all  his  creditors, 
but  one  individual  creditor^  might  call 
upon  him  for  a  schedule  of  all  his  effects — 
not  merely  a  schedule  of  property  suffi- 
cient to  satisfy  that  particular  judgment, 
but  he  could  call  upon  him  to  disclose  all 
his  concerns,  and  if  the  debtor  on  his  ex- 
amination gave  dissatisfaction  to  the  Com- 
missioner, he  could  be  brought  before  a 
judge  and  sent  to  prison  till  he  should 
satisfy  the  judge.  Now,  he  did  not  see  the 
great*  advantage  of  this  course^  and  be 
saw  a  very  great  disadvantage  in  making 
every  creditor  of  the  party  the  investigator 
of  the  debtors*  concerns,  toties  quoiiee 
every  time  a  judgment  debt  was  obtained, 
while  the  debtor  every  time  got  no  .dis« 
charge  at  all.  Constant  complaints  were 
made  of  the  proceedings  under  a  com* 
mission  of  bankruptcy  in  consequence  of 
their  inquisitorial  character,  and  in  the 
Insolvent  Court  the  case  was  the  same* 
The  system  of  forcing  a  debtor  to  make  a 
complete  discovery  of  his  property  by  send- 
ing him  to  prison  if  he  gave  dissatisfaction^ 
and  keeping  him  there  until  the  judge  was 
satisfied,  ought  at  least  to  be  followed  by 
some  corresponding  advantage  to  him.  He 
would  not,  as  the  clause  stood,  be  in  the 
same  position  as  an  insolvent  debtor  or  a 
bankrupt  under  the  present  law,  and  after 
successive  examinations  by  separate  judg- 
ment creditors,  after  he  had  been  stripped 
of  every  farthing,  he  would  be  incapable 
of  obtaining  fresh  credit,  if  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament did  not  give  him  relief  from  his 
liabilities.  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Attorney-General  might  perhaps  ob- 
ject to  a  eessio  bonorum,  but  if  this  clause 
were  framed  on  this  principle,  he  for  one 
should  object  to  it,  as  being  exceedingly 
harsh  and  severe.  It  was  contrary  to  the 
principles' of  the  law  of  England^  and  he 
was  astonished  that  his  hon*  and  learned 
Friend  should  think  of  giving  %  single 


837 


Impriionmint 


{COMMONS} 


far  t>€bU 


898 


judgment  creditor  the  whole  power  of 
bankruptcy  and  insolvency  to  enable  him 
to  get  his  debt  paid,  and  yet  give  the 
debtor  no  relief.  His  hen.  and  learned 
Friend  said,  he  wished  to  abolish  impri- 
sonment for  debt;  but  under  this  clause 
where  was  the  difference  between  the  pre- 
sent and  the  proposed  law  ?  Was  there 
any  difference  in  going  to  gaol  on  a  Com- 
missioner's warrant  or  a  sheriff's  writ  ?  or 
was  there  any  magic  in  the  former  which 
would  infuse  a  greater  share  of  candour 
into  the  breast  of  a  debtor?  If  a  debtor 
wished  to  defer  paying  his  debts,  what 
would  he  do  ?  He  would  say,  ''  You  ask 
me  for  a  schedule--^I  shall  not  give  it  you  " 
He  would  then  be  taken  before  the  Com- 
missioner, who  would  ask  him,  **  Will 
you  make  a  disclosure  of  your  property  V* 
'«  No,"  "  And  why  not  ?"  *'  Because  it 
would  ruin  me.  If  I  go  to  prison  for  three 
or  four  months,  I  shall  be  able  to  pay  all 
my  creditors,  and  have  enough  for  my. 
self;  but  if  I  make  a  disclosure  of  my 
concerns  now,  you  will  seise  all  my  e0«cis 
and  sellr  them  ta  such  a  manner  aa  will  be 
my  rum."  Now  Iheni  wereth^  prepared 
to  give  the  judgment  creditor  this  power, 
and  TCt  net  extend  the  slightest  relief  to 
the  debtor  as  something  thrown  into  the 
other  scale?  A  man  who  avails  himself  of 
the  Bankrupt  and  Insolvent  Acts  knows 
thai  be  delivers  up  his  assets  to  all  his  cre- 
ditors t  he  knows  therefore,  in  the  first 
place,  that  all  his  creditors  have  a  com- 
mon interest,  generally  so  at  least,  some 
cases  of  fraudulent  preference  excepted ; 
and  thence  he  knows,  in  the  second  place, 
that  the  assignees  can  have  no  interest  to 
squander  and  throw  away  his  property, 
but  that  they  will  make  ihe  nsost  of  it, 
and  try  4o  get  SOii  in  the  pound  for  all. 
They  might  not  succeed  in  doing  so  in 
cases  of  insolvency ;  but  they  often  did  in 
working  commissions  of  bankruptcy  s  and 
sometimes  they  even  realised  a  surplus. 
Well,  whether  or  no  ihey  contrived  to  get 
a  surplus,  the  importance  of  carefully 
managing  the  estate  would  at  least  remain 
unquestionable.  By  this  clause  they  pro* 
posed  giving  the  power  of  enforcing  a 
disclosure  of  all  a  debtor's  property ;  by 
some  antecedent  clauses  they  had  em- 
powered the  sheriff  to  seize  and  assign  all 
the  property  of  a  debtor.  Suppose,  then, 
a  man  to  have  a  debtor  for  500/.,  and  the 
debtor  be  found  insolvent;  the  creditor 
wottid  get  his  judgment;  he  would  get  his 
assignment;  he  would  try  topay  himself;  he 


'would  turn  every  thing  hecould  into  money ; 
he  would  sell  reversions,  remainders,  and 
interestsofaHkinds,regardlessoftheimpru« 
denceof  sellingthem  at  unfavourable  periods 
careless  whether  one  farthing  would  or 
might  be  made  to  remain  for  other  credi- 
tors, or  for  the  debtor  himself,  and  intent 
solely  on  making  up  his  500/.,  and  the 
costs  of  recovering  it.  This  could  not  be 
the  case  now,  or,  if  it  were  the  case,  it 
behoved  the  Attorney- General  to  meet  it 
—it  was  the  duty  of  the  House  to  look 
into  it,  and  if  such  an  error  did  exist,  to 
cure,  not  to  copy  it.  Insolvent  cases,  he 
knew,  were  rarely  worth  pursuing;  the 
Insolvent  Commissioners  on  their  circuits 
only  emptied  the  gaols  without  benefit  to 
the  creditors :  but  that  was  not  the  case 
in  bankruptcies,  when  once  it  wus  thought 
worth  while  to  issue  a  fiat.  That  system 
might  not  be  perfect,  but  it  was  better 
than  one  which  would  admit  the  creditors 
to  come  in  separately.  Now,  the  proceed^ 
ing  itself  under  the  clause,  when  called 
for,  would  not  be  operative.  He  oonid 
not  see  what  difference  there  was  between 
the  warrant  of  a  Commissioner  and  the 
writ  .of  a  sheriff,  by  which  the  ftntuer 
could  compel  a  debtor  unwilling  to  dis- 
close, to  make  a  disclosure  under  the 
the  threat  of  doing  no  more  than  the  latter 
— ^sending  him  to  prison  namely.  If  they 
wished  to  give  power  to  the  Commissioner, 
they  should  give  him  the  power  of  pro- 
tecting the  debtor-^they  should  do  so  by 
enabling  him  to  make  the  debtor  do  justice 
to  all.  Did  they  expect  the  debtor  would 
obey  the  command  to  disclose  for  the  be* 
nefit  of  one  creditor  only  ?  No,  he  would 
not ;  he  would  declare  his  intention  to  go 
to  gaol---he  would  refuse  to  be  a  party  to 
the  fraudulent  preference  against  the  other 
creditors  proposed  to  him.  He  had  had 
the  honour  of  being  a  member  of  the 
Common  Law  Commission,  as  won  Id  be 
recollected ;  he  had  joined  in  the  recom* 
mendation  of  that  commission  he  saw  no 
reason  to  deviate  from  those  recommend- 
ations; but  those  recommendations  had 
been  accompanied  by  no  practical  detaiti. 
He  wanted  to  see  the  machinery  by  whkh 
those  recommendations  weretobecarried  in- 
to practice  perfect.  H e  agreed  with  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Attorney-^ieneral,  that  it  was 
expedient  to  limit  imprisonment  for  debt. 
He  was  aware  that  in  so  doing  a  saving 
would  be  made  to  the  community  in  the 
expenses*  of  abortive  suits,  useless  and 
harassing  proceedings,  amounting  to  be- 
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tween  960,000(.  and  300,00(M. ;  he  was 
desirotis  of  teeing  the  principle  carried 
out ;  buty  because  he  thought  that  it 
would  confer  no  more  benefit  on  the 
debtor  than  he  possessed  now — because 
he  thought  it  would  not  operate  with 
greater  terror  on  the  debtor  than  the  pro* 
visions  of  the  present  law-^because  he 
thought  that  it  would  give  an  undue  pre- 
ference to  one  creditor  over  another,  he 
should  negative  the  proposition  that  this 
clause  stand  part  of  the  Bill.  He  never 
would  support  a  measare  for  squandering 
and  throwing  away  insolvent  property. 

The  Attorney -General  was  glad  to  find 
that  the  opinions  of  his  lK>n.  and  learned 
Friend  had  remained  unchanged  ;  and  to 
him,  as  an  anthorityi  he  would  refer  the 
hon.  Member  for  Knaresborongh*  His  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  agreed  that  the  creditor 
should  be  invested  with  it  more  direct 
remedv  against  the  property  of  the  debtor; 
he  did   not  disapprove  of  the  preceding 
clauses,  which  placed  within  the  reach  of 
judgments  property  and  interesie  which 
formerly  had  been  beyond  Ihom^  but  he 
obfected  to  the  19th.    Now,  it  must  be 
obvious^  that  the  new  remedies  would  be 
in  praotice  uselew,  Unless  a  power  were 
created  of  compelling  debtors  to  make 
disclosures  of  the  property  henceforth  to  be 
surrendered  to  their  creditors ;  this  was 
only  what  was  done  by  the  12th  clause : 
it  was  necessary  to  carry  the  others  out. 
The  power  of  compelling  the  debtor  to  j 
produce  a  schedule  was  substituted  for  | 
the  power  of  incarcerating  his  person  ;  i 
and  this  substitution  was  complained  of  as 
a  hardship.     It  would  but  rarely,  even  as 
now  imprisonment  for  debt,  be  put  in  force 
in  cases,  namely,  where  suspicion  of  con- 
cealment attached  to  the  debtors.  His  hon.  | 
and  learned  Friend  had  complained  of  the 
imperfection  of  the  proposed  ceisio  bono-  \ 
nuR*     In  the  former  Bill  be  had  tried 
more  than  he  could  effect ;  and  he  thought  ■ 
it  better  to  have  this  less  measure.     His 
hon.  and   learned  Friend  doubted  that  a 
debtor  would  be  discharged  ;  he  thought 
there  was  nothing  to  prevent  a  discharge 
if  a  voluntary  ceisio  honorum  were  made. 
In    consequence    of  an   interview  with 
which    he    had     been   honoured    by    a 
deputation,  at  the  headof  whioh  was  the 
Governor  of    the   Bank,    he  had  given 
notice  of  a  clause,  by  which  the  advantages 
of  an  act  of  bankruptcy  would  be  secured 
to  all  parties  three  weeks  after  the  filing  of 
an  affidavit  by  the  creditor  or  creditors  of  a  . 


debt  amounting  to  100/.,  or  debts  amount- 
ing in  the  whole  to  150Z.  or  200/.,  and 
that  the  debt  or  debts  were  just,  and  the 
service  on  the  debtor  of  a  copy  and  a 
notice  requirinof  payment.  This  was  taken 
from  an  Act  of  Parliament  passed  in  the 
6th  of  Oeoi-ge  4th,  by  which,  under 
similar  provisions,  Members  of  Parliament 
were  made  liable  to  he  declared  bankrupts. 
He  wished  to  make  insolvency  un- 
ambiguous ;  and  he  thought  that  inability 
to  pay,  to  compound,  or  to  secure  a  debt 
in  three  weeks  after  demand  was  a  correct 
test.  According  to  his  proposal,  it  would 
be  three  weeks  after  demand  without 
requiring  judgment.  Believing  that  the 
measure  met  every  part  of  the  case,  that 
there  was  no  hardship  in  it,  and  certainly 
no  hardship  equal  to  those  inflicted  by  the 
present  law,  he  should  vote  for  it. 

Mr.  Richards  thought  that  the  Attorney- 
General  should  have  chosen  the- sums  in 
the  additional  clause  of  which  he  had  given 
notice,  so  as  to  include  the  interest  of 
the  community,  and  not  in  such  «  way 
as  to  consuk  the  interests  of  the  powerful 
deputation  from  the  cily  only^ 

Sir  F,  Pollock  asked,  -  whether  UiU' 
Attorney-General  would  consent  to  a 
clause  or  proviso,  giving  a  party  against 
whom  judgment  and  notice  had  issued, 
an  appeal  under  the  12th  section  io  the 
Insolvent  Debtors'  Court.  As  the  Attorney- 
General  would  leave  the  clause,  there 
would  be  three  codes-^the  insolvent  code, 
whioh  would  apply  to  cases  of  injury ; 
the  bankrupt  code,  which  would  apply  to 
trade  ;  and  this  special  cede,  applying 
neither  one  way  nor  the  other,  were  a 
man  relieved  by  the  Insolvent  Gourt^  a 
person  could  afterwards  afford  to  give 
him  credit,  t>ecause  in  that  court  the 
equity  of  subsequent  creditors  is  preserved. 
Under  this  code  no  such  credit  could  be 
given,  for  no  such  equity  would  exist.  It 
would  be  better  to  make  but  one  insolvent 
code;  he  however,  preferred  two.  The 
notice  alluded  to  would  not  meet  the  case 
of  a  trader,  and  he  thought  all  creditors 
and  all  debtors  ought  to  have,  respectively' 
equal  benefits.  Would  the  Attorney- 
General  consent  that  the  debtor  might 
apply  within  fourteen  days  to  the  Insolvent 
Court  ?  The  debtor  would  then  have  the 
protection  of  a  fit  code. 

The  Jtiomey-General  said,  that  it  was 
utterly  impossible  for  him  to  hesitate 
about  disagreeing  to  the  proposition  of 
his  hon.  and  learned  Prienu,  on  account 
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of  the  mishtef  which  had  already  arisen 
from  the  operation  of  the  Insolvent  Debtors' 
Act. 

Mr.  Hawes  thought  the  proposition  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  H  nt- 
ingdon  a  very  extraordinary  one,  consider- 
ing that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
was  one  of  the  Commissioners  who  signed 
the  report  on  this  subject,  in  which  great 
stress  was  laid  on  the  waste  of  property 
which  took  place  in  the  Insolvents'  Court. 
His  intercourse  with  commercial  men  led 
him  to  a  conclusion  quite  difierent  from 
that  to  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Knaresborough  had  come  respecting  this 
Bill.  He  considered  that  it  would  be 
a  great  improvement  on  the  existing 
system. 

Mr.  Alderman  Copeland  said,  that  at 
the  present  moment  a  great  many  men 
were  kept  out  of  their  resources  by  the 
elements.  He  wanted  to  know  what 
would  be  the  effect  of  this  clause,  sup- 
posing that  those  individuals  so  deprived 
of  their  resources  by  the  elements  should 
be  compelled  within  one  and  twenty  days 
to  come  forward  and  disclose  their  assets 
to  any  sinele  creditor  ?  If  you  give  the 
creditor  the  power  of  compelling  such 
disclosure,  you  should  give  the  debtor 
protection,  by  giving  him  a  release 
from  the  claims  of  those  creditors  who 
availed  themselves  of  that  disclosure. 
It  would  be  too  bad  to  let  a  debtor  be 
cited  by  creditor  after  creditor,  to  make 
this  disclosure,  and  then  when  that 
disclosure  had  been  made,  to  his  great 
expense  and  loss,  to  leave  him  in  such 
a  situation  as  would  disable  him  from 
ever  rearing  up  his  head  again.  God 
forbid  that  such  should  ever  be  the  law  of 
this  country.  He  looked  upon  this  Bill 
as  an  axe  laid  to  the  root  of  the  com- 
mercial credit  of  the  country.  He  should 
c^tainly  divide  against  this  clause,  as  it 
gave  the  creditor  an  advantage  for  which 
the  debtor  received  no  equivcdent. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  re- 
minded the  hon.  Alderman  that  he  ought 
to  contrast  the  mischiefs  arising  from  the 
present  law  with  those  which  he  antici- 
pated as  likely  to  arise  from  this  clause,  to 
which  he  so  strongly  objected. 

Mr.  Grote  said,  that  the  true  answer  to 
the  objection  of  the  hon.  Alderman  oppo- 
site (Alderman  Copeland)  appeared  to  him 
to  be,  that  this  clause  could  not  come 
into  operation  until  the  creditors  should 
bAve  obtained  judgeoHent   against    the 


debtor,  and  he  was  sure  that  no  com- 
mercial man  would  assert  that  the  obtain- 
ing of  a  judgment  was  not  an  injury  to 
the  commercial  credit  of  the  person  against 
whom  the  judgment  was  obtained. 

Mr.  Harvey  was  fearful  this  clause  had 
not  been  considered  with  the  attention  it 
deserved.     The  effect  of  it  would  be  to 
give  an  undue  preference  to  the  relentless 
creditor,  and  to  prejudice  the  interests  of 
the    indulgent.     It   moreover    gave    en- 
couragement to  fraudulent  transactions, 
and  denied  protection  to  the  unfortunate 
debtor.    He  was  decidedly  an  advocate 
for  the  abolition  ofimprisonment  for  debt; 
at  the  same  time,  the  creditor  ought  to  be 
armed  with  prompt  means  wherewith   to 
realize  the  assets  of  his  debtor. — ^The  mode 
of  effecting  this  was  the  question.    The 
present    Bill    enacts  that  after  judgment 
obtained,  the  creditor  may  call  for,  and  at 
a  future  time  enforce,  a  schedule  of  the 
assets  of  the  debtor.     But  in  the  interva 
(and  three  months  is  the  shortest  period  in 
which   such  schedule  can  be  effectively 
obtained)  arrangements   may  have  been 
matured  by  which  all  his  property  may  be 
disposed  of,  and  the  creditor  exposed  to 
a  vexatious  amount  of  law  expenses  by 
way  of  addition  to  a  debt  now  made  worth- 
less.    But    in  cases    where  no  fraud  is 
practised,  and  the  debtor  insolvent,  yet 
not  subject  to  the  bankrupt  laws,  why 
should  one  creditor    sweep    away  every 
thing,  leaving  the  debtor  exposed  to  the 
unsatisfied   demands  of  his  exasperated 
creditors  ?— The  moment  a  man  is  found 
to  be  incompetent  to  meet  his  engagements* 
an  equal  distribution  of  his  effects  should  be 
made,  and  when  no  fraud  is  imputable  to 
the  debtor,  his  future  liability  should  cease. 
To  effect  these  two  objects — an  early  and 
easy  distribution  of  property  and  the  ac- 
quittal of  the  debtor, — there  can  be  and 
ought  to  be  no  difficulty,  but    he  was 
sorry  to  be  compelled  to  say  the  remedy 
was  not  provided  by  the  present  Bill.    He 
was  satisfied  the  Attorney-General   had 
given  great  and  unwearied  attention  to  the 
subject,  but  he  was  opposed  at  every  turn, 
which  made  it  a  hopeless  toil  for  him  to 
effect  what  is  really  desirable.    A  Com- 
mittee of  the  whole  House  was  not.  the 
suitable  tribunal  for  such  an  inquiry ;  which 
ought  to  be  before  a  Select  Committee  of 
professional  and    commercial  men.   who 
would  sift  the  subject  in  all  its  bearingia 
and  intricacies.     Equ^ly  unsatisfactory 
was  it  to  hear  hon.  Gentlemen  express 
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their  indifference  to  the  discnssion,  a^  the 
cradities  and  absurdities  of  the  Bill  would 
be  corrected  in  another  place.  The  House 
pf  Commons  ought  to  be  able  to  frame 
and  mature  its  own  measures,  or  it  could 
never  answer  the  ends  of  deliberative 
legislation.  However,  if  this  Bill  were  the 
best  that  could  be  offered  by  the  Attorney- 
General,  with  any  prospect  of  its  final 
success,  he  would  vote  for  it,  in  the  hope 
that  progressive  measures  would  be 
framed,  by  which  the  law  of  debtor  and 
creditor  might  be  placed  upon  a  more 
satisfactory  footing. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  clause: 
— Ayes  7 1 ;  Noes  22 :     Majority  49. 

On  the  I3th  Clause  being  read, 

Sir  Frederick  Pollock  objected  to  it,  ar 
giving  to  a  single  Commissioner  the  powe 
of  committal,  which  he  deemed  to  be  unue- 
cessary,  and  as  giving  to  the  Commis- 
sioners conjointly  the  power  of  making 
rules  and  orders  without  any  control  over 
Ihem,  save  that  of  the  Lord  Chancellor. 

The  Attornetf'General  defended  the 
clause.  The  rules  and  orders  which 
the  clause  entitled  the  Commissioners  to 
make  only  related  to  the  practice  of  their 
court.  The  Commissioners  of  Bankruptcy 
had  told  him  that  they  could  not  exercise 
their  functions  properly  unless  they  pos- 
sessed the  power  of  committal,  and  there- 
fore he  had  given  it  to  them  by  the  clause. 

Mr.  Tooke  objected  to  the  clause,  and 
declared  his  intention  of  dividing  against 
it. 

Mr.  Richards  moved,  that  the  Chairman 
report  progress. 

Sir  Frederick  Pollock  supported  the 
motion,  in  order  that  the  matter  might  be 
discussed  in  a  fuller  House.  He  was  un- 
willing to  invest  the  Commissioners  with 
the  power  contemplated  in  the  clause. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  12; 
Noes  37:    Majority  25. 
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HOUSE  OF   LORDS, 
Fridayy  April  7, 1837. 

MiNvras.]    Bills.    Head  « third  timei—tloyal  Mint. 

PeUUoof  pKMiited.  By  Lonli  Rsnyow,  Bbzlkt,  Abin-< 
OCR,  Mid  <»th«r  JftkHe  Lords,  ttam  B«th»  and  Tariout 
otli«  plaoH,  agalnat  the  Abolition ;  -•  and  by  Lord 
Bmouovam*  Bari  of  RAinroR,  Vtaeount  Miti.B0OR)ri«  aid 
other  Ncrid*  Lorm*  fhim  HoIdcraeM,  and  various  oUier 
places,  fipr  the  Abolition  of  Church-rates.— Dy  the  Mar« 
quess  of  Caud^M,  from  the  Guardians  of  Sevenoaks  UnioOi 
against  any  Alteiatlon  of  the  Poor-Uiw  Amendment  Act. 

App^kdaoe  t6  a  PetitiokO  Lord 
Wynford  presented  several  petitions  from 
places  ia  Suffolk  and  Kent  against  the 
abolition  of  Church-rates ;  to  one  of 
which  he  observed,  after  it  had  been 
signed  by  certain  parties  there  was  ap-i 
pended  a  statement,  signed  by  the  ohtircn" 
wardens,  assigning  additional  reasons  for 
supporting  the  system  of  Church*rates, 
and  vouching  for  the  respectability  of  the 
petitioners* 

Lord  Holland  laid,  it  was  not  usual  to 
preMnt  a  petition  with  an  additional  state- 
ment annexed  to  that  petition*  It  was 
contrary  to  the  established  usage  of  the 
House  to  receive  such  a  petition. 

Lord  ^n/brcf  said,  he  knew  not  of  any 
rule  which  prevented  the  House  from  re- 
ceiving a  petition  of  this  description.  He 
ihoogbt  that  it  deserved  the  attention  of 
the  House,  as  it  came  from  persons  of 
great  respectability. 

Lord  Holland:  All  he  tneant  to  say 
was,  that  it  was  against  the  usage  of  the 
House  to  receive  such  a  petition.  And 
he  would  observe*  that  the  course  taken 
by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  in  sifting: 
out  the  characters  and  circumstances  of 
tliose  who  signed  petitions  was,  to  say 
the  least  of  it,  ungracious.  By  petitions 
alone  could  the  g^eat  body  of  the  people 
represent  their  grievances  to  the  1  louse  : 
and  he  looked  upon  it  as  very  ungracious 
to  institute  minute  inquiries  into  what 
•was  called  the  respectability  and  the 
situation  in  life  of  those  by  whom  they 
were  signed. 

Petition  withdrawn. 

Poor  Law  Amendment  Act.]  The 
Bishop  of  Exeter  said,  he  had  several 
petitions  to  present  to  their  I.ord ships  on  a 
subject  which  was  extremely  interesting  to 


the  wh^le  country,  but  most  e^peeiall^  (o 
that  part  of  it  from  which  those  petitions 
emanated.  He  alluded  to  the  Poor-law 
Amendment  Act.  The  petitioners  were 
all,  without  exception,  more  or  les»  ad- 
verse to  this  Act,  and  there  was  anotlter 
point  on  which  they  agreed — namely,  that 
they  all  came  from  the  northern  parts  of 
this  kingdom,  where  a  much  greater  feel- 
ing prevailed,  with  respect  to  this  im- 
portant subject,  than  existed  in  the 
more  southern  parts.  Theh*  Iie^rdshlps 
knew  that  the  great  argument  in  support 
of  the  necessity  of  this  Aet  waS  the  system 
of  maladministration  which  was  said  to 
exist  under  the  old  Poor-law.  It  was 
that  which  induced  the  Legisiatofe  to 
entertain  a  measure  of  a  very  extraordinary 
ktnd--he  would  not  say  of  an  improper  or 
unworthy  kind-'^a  measure  that  would 
hardly  have  been  entertained  if  the  admi- 
nistration of  the  old  law  had  not  become 
almost  intolerable.  He  believed,  however, 
that  the  northern  districts  were  free  from 
the  maladmlhistratton  of  the  old  law;  and, 
therefore!  it  was  felt  M  a  very  great  hard- 
ship thftt  any  attempt  should  be  made  fo 
introduce  the  new  system  into  those  dls« 
triets.  Ail  the  petitioners  felt  and  eom- 
plained  that  there  was  much  unnecessary 
cruelty  in  many  of  the  provisions  of  this 
Act,  and  those  who  did  not  allow  that 
there  was  any  cruelty  in  the  measure  would, 
nevertheless,  he  believed,  agree  in  thinking 
that  it  would  not  have  been  necessary  to 
have  introduced  this  new  system  if  the  old 
law  had  been  administered  in  all  pSrts  as 
it  had  been  administered  in  the  north.  It 
would  have  been  only  necessary  to  Intro- 
duce remedial  measures  in  those  northern 
regions,  where  there  bad  been  very  iiltie 
abuse  of  the  old  law.  In  his  opinion  the 
existing  law  would  not  have  been  enter- 
tained, if  at  the  time  that  the  Bill  was 
before  Parliameivt  their  Lordships  O04ild 
have  seen  the  extent  to  whici)  its  provi- 
sions would  be  driven  through  the  ageney 
of  Commissioners.  He  was  perfectly  sure 
tliat  if,  with  reference  to  many  of  these 
particulars,  their  Lordships  had  had  the 
power  of  foresight,  the  Bill  in  question 
would  never  have  been  enacted.  Some  of 
these  petitioners  prayed  for  the  total  repeal 
of  the  law.  With  these  he  did  not  concur. 
There  were  others  who  wished  very  large 
amendments  to  i>e  made  in  this  Bill ;  and, 
with  their  I^ordships'  permission,  he  would 
state,  generally,  what  the  prayer  of  tl>e 
I  petitioners  was,  and  what  the  parts  of  the 
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Aol  w«re  whieh  appeared  to  those  peti- 
tioners to  deserve  tne  strong  terms  they 
applied»to  it  when  they  stigmatised  it  as  an 
aei  of  '*  cruelty  and  oppression/'  The 
first  petition  was  from  Bradford,  in 
Yoricshire,  and  was  signed  by  2,000  per- 
sons. That  petition  implored  their  Lord- 
ships to  repeal  those  parts  of  the  Act 
Which  reUted  to  bastardy;  those  parts  that 
ttuthoriled  the  adoption  of  a  diet  and 
regimen  unworthy  of  being  Iniposed  on 
Christian  men  by  Christians,  and  those 
parts  of  the  Act  that  gave  a  power  to 
6rder  the  tinlawful  and  unchrluian  sepa- 
ration of  man  and  wife,  of  parent  and 
ehild,  which  were  opposed  to  the  law  of 
God,  and  were  cruel  and  oppressive.  An- 
other of  the  petitions  was  IVem  Kendal,  in 
Cumberland.  It  was  also  signed  by  2,000 
persons,  and  was  very  nearly  to  the  same 
eflfect.  He  had  also  a  petition  from  North 
Priory^  signed  by  600  persons,  of  a  Similar 
charaeter.  The  two  last  petitions  intrusted 
10  him  Went  to  a  greater  extent  than  those 

wbhih  he  had  already  mentioned*  They 
were  very  numerously  signed,  and  the 
petitioners  prayed  their  Lordships  to  repeal 
thie  obnoxious  law.  They  said^  that  they 
lookM  to  their  Lordships  as  bound  to  take 
especial  oare  of  the  interests  of  the  poor^ 
as  bound  especially  to  protect  the  interests 
Of  that  olass  of  the  people  to  whieh  they 
belonged.  There  was  no  necessity  for  him 
to  say  whether  he  agreed  in  the  reasons 
which  the  petitioners  advanced,  to  show 
that  the  interest  of  the  poor  ou^ht  to  be 
the  especial  care  of  their  Lordships'*-^ 
there  was  no  necessity  for  him  to  state  any 
reason  why  their  Lordships  ought  to  eon- 
eolt  the  interests  of  the  poor,  because 
(here  was  not  one  of  their  Lordships  who 
had  not  the  strongest  desire  to  attend  to 
those  interests.  That,  he  was  convinced, 
was  the  feeling  on  both  sides  of  the  House ; 
and  therefore  it  was  unnecessary  for  him 
to  expatiate  further  on  that  point.  One 
of  these  petitions  was  ftovtk  Bolton-le- 
Moors,  which  was  signed  by  6,400  per. 
sons,  amongst  whom  were  many  highly 
respectable  persons.  At  the  head  of  them 
was  one  of  the  best  and  most  excellent  of 
men,  the  Rev.  Mr.  Slade,  the  clergyman 
of  the  p.trish,  a  truly  pious  and  exemplary 
pastor.  He  was  a  most  sober^-minded 
individual,  and  would  not  agree  to  any. 
thing  of  an  irritating  or  agitating  character. 
•Bur,  marking  the  feelings  of  those  around 
him,  participating;  in  those  feelings  as  jnM 
and  proper,  and  knolring  that  there  was 


no  necessity  to  alter  the  system  of  granting 
relief  to  the  poor  in  that  country,  he  joined 
with  the  petitioners  in  imploring  their 
Lordships  to  repeal  this  law.  He  did  nOt 
mean  to  detain  their  Lordships  at  any 
length  in  stating  his  own  opinmn  on  this 
subject;  but  having  taken  tnese  petitions 
into  his  charge,  and  having,  when  this 
measure  was  under  the  consideration  of 
their  Lordships,  declared  his  dissent  from 
difiTdrent  provisions  contained  in  it,  he 
deemed  it  to  be  his  dutyi  on  this  occasion, 
to  state  how  far  he  agreed  with  the  rev. 
personage  to  whom  he  had  alluded.  He 
did  not  concur  with  him  in  calling  for  a 
repeal  of  the  measure,  because  he  thought^ 
that  its  obnoxious  provisions  were  capable" 
of  being  remedied  without  the  whole  Aet 
being  repealed.  But  this  he  ndust  say, 
that  there  were  parts  of  it  whioh  ought 
undoubtedly  to  be  erased  from  the  statute^ 
book.  He  rejoiced  to  thitik,  that  an 
enquiry  was  now  going  on  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  into  this  Subjeot; 
and  he  trusted  that  the  result  would  be  to 
prove  to  their  Lordships  the  real  oharaoter 
and  efleot  of  the  regulations  issttsd  by  the 
Commissioners,  and  that  it  would  lead  to 
a  happier,  and  purer^  and  more  hamane 
administration  of  the  law*  If  it  wefo 
shown  that  this  Act  had  really  beeb  pro- 
duetive  of  good^  he  trusted  that  no  clamour 
would  Induce'  Parliament  to  repeal  it. 
But  whatever  might  be  found  ultimately 
to  be  the  operation  of  this  Aet, 
looking  to  that  operation  generally,  them 
were  some  parts  of  il  which  he  held  to  be 
objectionable  in  principle^  because  they 
were  injurious  to  morals  and  abhorrent  to 
the  feelioM  of  those  who  came  within  the 
scope  of  the  law.  Those  parts,  whatever 
might  be  the  result  of  the  eiaminatioA 
elsewherci  or  whatever  might  be  the  teauk 
of  an  investigation  authorised  by  thftt 
House,  ought,  in  his  Opinion,  to  be 
repealed.  In  the  first  place,  there  was 
the  clause  respecting  bastardy*  On  that 
point,  when  the  Bill  was  under  their 
Lordships'  consideration,  he  had  stated 
his  opinion,  his  unequivocal  reprobaiion  of 
it,  and  he  should  now  only  say,  that  et 
the  present  moment,  In  no  one  respect, 
was  the  opinion  which  he  then  delivered 
altered  or  changed.  The  next  point  to 
which  he  would  advert  was  that  whksh 
might  be  denominated  the  main  point  of 
objection.  He  sfK>ke  of  the  workhouse 
system.  The  petitioners  were  not  averse 
to  a  workhouse  system  under  humaiie 
2  E2 
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legulations,  but  as  the  system   was  now 
pursued  it  amounted  to  incarceration'  for 
life  in  many  instances.     The  powers  of  the 
Commissioners     under    that    head    were 
of  such  a  naturev  they  were  so  extensive 
and  80  arbitrary,  that  they  ought  not  to  be 
endured.     In  ni$  opinion,  out-door  relief 
ought  not  to  be  refused  to  tliose  who,  with 
their  own  very  small  means  of  support, 
and  a  trifleof  relief,  might  be  able  to  keep 
out    of  the  workhouse.     But,  under  the 
present  system,  infants  who  were  wholly 
.incapable  of  doing  anything  were  consigned 
to  the  workhouse,  instead  of  some  allow- 
ance being  granted,  by  which  their  parents 
would   be  enabled,  with  their  own  assist- 
ance, to  support  them.     Those,  too,  who 
were  verging  on  old  age,  though  able  to 
do  a  little  for  themselves,  but  not  sufficient 
for  their  whole  support,    were    likewise 
.doomed  to  the  workhouse.     Now,  when 
persons  of  that  time  of  life  were  placed  in 
the  workhouse,  there  was  no  conceivable 
mode  by  which  they  could  be    rescued 
from  it — there  they  must  remain  for  life. 
The  alternative  of  persons  thus  situated 
Was,    either   that    they  must  enter   the 
workhouse,  or  submit  to  the  penalty  of 
being  starved  if  they  refused.     If  indivi- 
duals   of   this    description    entered    the 
workhouse,  and  continued  there  for  some 
time,  it  would  be  inexpedient  to  turn  them 
adrift  even  at  their  own  request.    And 
the  matter  resolved  itself  into  this — that 
the  poor  man,  if  advanced  in  years  and 
enfeebled,  must,  when  once  he  entered  the 
workhouse,  remain  there  for  the  rest  of  his 
life;  and,  so  long  as  he  received  relief, 
he  was  subjected  to  a  severe  and  rigorous 
imprisonment.    Now  he  objected  to  what 
was  called  the  classification  of  the  inmates 
of  the  workhouse.     In  order  to  prevent 
those  enjoyments  which  the  unfortunate 
poor    would   otherwise   possess,  it    was 
deemed  necessary  to  introduce  the  re- 
straints of  an   actual  prison.    To  make 
the  plan  still  more  irksome,  to  make  it 
still  more  oppressive  to    its  unfortunate 
inmates,  the  husband  was  separated  from 
his  wife,  the  children  from  their  parents. 
It  might  be  said,  and  it  had  been  said, 
that  this  was  no  more  than  persons  con- 
nected with  certain  professions  were  com- 
pelled   to    endure.     An  officer,    it    was 
contended,    in  his  Majesty's  army    was 
obliged,  when  sent  on  service,   to  tear 
himself  from  his  wife  and  family,  in  order 
that  he  might  follow  the  honourable  duties 
of  his  profession.     But  here  lay  the  differ- 


ence— ^such  a  man  was  a  free  and  voluntary 
agent.     He  might  refu  e  to  proceed  on 
service,  or  he  might  choose  to  go  abroad. 
Besides,  the  officer  knew,  that  while  pur- 
suing   bis    honourable    career,   his    wife 
would  be  enabled  to  watch  over  his  family, 
to  attend  to  their  morals,  and  to  provide 
for   their    education.       Their    Lordships 
would  see  that  such  was  not  the  case  with 
the   inmates  of  these   workhouses.     The 
husband,  while  he  felt  all  the  misery  of  a 
separation  from  his  wife  and  children,  en- 
dured the  additional  misery  of  knowing 
also  that  his  wife  was  separated  like  him- 
self from  her  offspring — that  she  had  no 
opportunity  of  superintending  their  educa- 
tion— that  she  was  not  allowed  to  look 
after  their  moral  welfare  at  that  period  of 
life    when   her  fostering  care  was    most 
necessary  and  most    valuable.     In  those 
workhouses,  it   should    be    observed,    a 
mother  was  not  permitted    to    see    her 
daughter  whilst  it  was  above  seven  and 
below  sixteen   years  of  age.     He    must 
state,  that  he  had  no  doubt  of  the  human- 
ity of  intention  on  the  part  of  those  who 
framed    the    orders.      His   chaige    was 
against  their  judgment,  not  against  their 
humanity.     It  was  true,   that  in  special 
cases,  where  individuals  were  very  aged, 
or  very  infirm,  the  guardians  were  allowed 
to  relax  from  this  rule,  and,  in  such  cases, 
the  system  of  separation  was  not  enforced. 
But  where  that  was  the  case,  special  rea- 
sons must  be  adduced  on  behalf  of  the 
parties  applying  for  a  relaxation  of  the 
rule.    The  Commissioners  must  be  satisfied 
of  the  existence  of  a  special  reason,  strong 
enough    to   establish    the    propriety    of 
breaking  through  the  general  rule,  before 
they  could  permit  the  oldest  man  and 
woman  in  the  country,  submitted  to  their 
authority,  however  great  their  affection, 
to  pass  the  brief  remainder  of  their  lives 
together.    There  was  a  class  of  person  s 
for  whose  protection  he  (the  Bishop  of 
Exeter)  did    not  feel  the  same  jealous 
anxiety — he  meant  the  class  of  able-bodied 
labourers.    He  was  quite  aware  that,  in 
many  parts  of  the  country,  particularly  in 
the  rural  districts,  it  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary to  impose  some  very  strong  restric- 
tions on  the  temptation  to  idleness  which 
would  naturally  be  afforded,  by  facilitating 
the  means  of  extending  relief  to  the  able* 
bodied.     Upon  this  part  of  the  subject  he 
would,  therefore,  refrain  from  saying  much, 
although,  with  reference  to  the  law    by 
which  husbands  were  separated  from  their 
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wives,  and  parents  from  their   children, 
he  would  extend  even  to  this  description 
of  persons  some  consideration.     Waving 
the  enforcement  of  their  claims  to  protec- 
tion, he  would  now  come  to  another  class 
of   persons,    who,    he  could    not    help 
thinking,  were    treated    with    great  and 
unmerited  cruelty.    The  class  to  which  he 
referred  was  one  upon  which  this  Act  had 
not  as  yet,  except  in  a  few  instances,  been 
brought  into  operation.     He  alluded   to 
the  class  of  manufacturing  labourers.     Of 
this   class    there   were  indeed   very   few 
individuals  out  of  employment  in  conse- 
quence of  their  seeking  parish  relief.    The 
amount  of  such  relief  could  not  compete 
with  the  produce  of  their  own  industry  ; 
and  it  was  not,  indeed,  possible  that  the 
parish  could  afford  to  them  such  an  extent 
of  relief  as  would  amount  to  a  tempta- 
tion to  idleness.    This  was  a  class,  there- 
fore, which,  in  considering  the  details  of  a 
statute  like  this,  was  deserving  of  peculiar 
consideration.      The     statute,    however, 
seemed   to  have  been  framed  as  if  there 
were  no  class   of   poor  but  that  which 
consisted  of  agricultural  labourers,  and  to 
proceed  on  the  supposition  that  an  able- 
bodied   labourer  in  the  rural  districts,  if 
disposed  to  exert  himself,  must  always 
find  a  sufficiency  of  work.     In  this  prin- 
ciple, considered  as  a  general  proposition, 
there  was  undoubtedly  much  truth ;  and 
under  no  circumstances,  could  the  increase 
of   agricultural    produce    be    considered 
otherwise  than  as  a  great  gain.     Since, 
therefore,  no  danger  could  be  apprehended 
fVom  excess  in  this  respect,  the  encourage- 
ment of  agricultural  industry  must  neces- 
sarily be  beneficial  to  the  country  at  large. 
But,  with  regard  to  manufacturing  pro- 
duce, could  the  same  thing  be  asserted  ? 
Could  it  be  said  that  it  was  desirable — if 
it  were  possible — to  force  the  manufacturer, 
in  case  of  his  inability  to  pay  the  ordinary 
rate  of  wages,  in  consequence  of  a  glut  in 
the  market,  or  of  other  causes,  to  continue 
to  employ   the  labourer  at  a   sufficient 
amount  of  wages,  to  prerent  him  from 
being  thrown  into  the  workhouse,  at  an 
amount  which  the  manufacturer  coilld  not 
afford  to  p^,  without  serious  injury  to 
himself?    Would  not  the  employment  of 
legislative  means,  in  forcing  the  manufac- 
turer into  still  further  production,  rather 
tend,  in  every  respect,  to  swell,  than  to 
diminish,  the  misery  complained  of?  But 
there  was  a  class,  even  of  the  agricultural 
population,  whichi  under  the  existing  law, 


would  be  very  cruelly  dealt  with.  He 
alluded  to  those  who,  in  the  prime  of  life, 
were,  by  some  unfortunate  accident,  in  a 
great  degree,  disabled  from  working.  It 
sometimes  unfortunately  happened  that 
the  very  best  and  roost  industrious  of  the 
agricultural  labourers  were,  by  accident, 
deprived  of  the  use  of  a  limb,  and  shorn  of 
more  than  one-half  of  their  powers  of 
exertion;  and  it  was  not  an  unfrequent 
occurrence,  that  this  visitation  was  attri- 
butable to  the  excessive  zeal  which  they 
displayed  in  their  employers'  service.  How 
were  these  unfortunate  persons  dealt  with 
under  the  provisions  of  this  Act?  He 
would  suppose  the  case  of  a  man  in  the 
prime  of  life  (thirty-five  years  of  age),  with 
a  wife  and  a  numerous  family  of  small 
children,  losing  an  arm  or  a  leg.  Not- 
withstanding this  serious  loss,  he  could 
still  contribute  not  a  litde  towards  the 
maintenance  of  his  family.  He  could  not, 
however,  do  all  that  was  necessary  for 
their  support,  and  much  might  remain  to 
be  effected  by  others,  in  the  absence  of 
which  co-operation,  a  portion  of  his  family 
would  starve.  Under  the  old  system  of 
poor-laws  such  a  man  would  receive,  per- 
haps, in  some  cases,  an  excessive  allow- 
but    more    frequently  he  would 
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receive  no  more  than  the  feelings  of  every 
humane  man  must  prompt  him  to  say 
should  be  extended  by  the  public  charity 
of  the  country.  How  was  such  a  case  as 
this  provided  for  under  the  new  system  ? 
This  poor  man,  with  his  wife  and  children,' 
must  go  to  the  workhouse.  [•*  No^  wo,"] 
He  was  glad  to  hear  that  the  poor  anj 
maimed  individual,  so  circumstanced,  was 
not  compelled  to  go  to  the  workhouse. 
He  could  assure  the  noble  Lord,  who 
seemed  to  contradict  him  (Lord  Hatherton), 
that  he  should  most  fervently  rejoice  could 
he  be  made  certain  that  the  unfortunate 
individual  would  not  be  visited  with  the 
penalty  of  incarceration.  It  would,  in 
truth,  afford  him  considerable  pleasure  to 
find  that  he  was  wrong  in  his  construction 
of  this  provision  of  the  statute ;  but  the 
plain  and  obvious  interpretation  of  the 
words  seemed  to  him  to  oe  that  no  relief 
should  be  extended  out  of  doors  to  any 
person  who  could  in  part  labour  for  his 
subsistence.  If  he  were  right  in  this  con- 
struction, a  man  in  the  prime  of  life, 
deprived  of  the  use  of  an  arm,  would  be 
sent,  together  with  his  wife  and  a  numerous 
family,  to  the  workhouse,  and  be  separated 
there  from  bis  wife  and  children,  and 
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denied  thQ  privilege  of  holding  ^ny  inter- 
course with  tbeoi  whatever.    If  he  wore 
correct  in  his  view  of  the  case — and  he 
heartily  wished   (though  he  very  much 
doubted)  that  he  would  b«  found  to  be 
mistaken — he  bagged  to    ask    of  noble 
l^ords  whether  there  was  among  then)  one 
who,  if  he  had  foreseen  such  results,  would 
have  |iven  his  concurrence  to  the  passing 
of  this  statute?     Even  the  interruptions 
which  he  had  experienced  from  the  noble 
Baron,  convinced  him  that  if  such  results 
had  been  foreseen,  the  statute  would  never 
have  pasted  that  House.    Speaking  gene- 
rally, however,  he  could  not  refram  from 
thinking  that  the  law  which  empowered 
any  man  or  number  of  men  to  separate  the 
husband  from  the  wife,  and  the  {sar^nt 
from  the  child,  was  £v  I^w,  which  it  was 
disgraceful    to    a    Christian    legislature 
to  paas*-«a  law  which  it  would  be  still 
more  disgraceful  in  such  a  legislature  to 
fail  of  seising  the    first   opportunitv  to 
amend.    Contradicted,  as  he  had  been 
most  kindly,  but  at  the  same  time  most 
positively,  there  certainly  had  been  gene- 
rated in  his  mind  some  doubt  as  to  the 
pecise  meaning  of  the  clause  to  which  he 
had  referred;  and  if,  in  his  interpretation, 
he  should  be  discovered  to  have  erred,  no 
ipaq  could  be  found  to  rejoice  more  heart- 
ily tbfin  himself.     One  of  the  subjects 
complained  of  in  the  petitions  which  he 
bad  nad  the  honour  to  present,  was  the  diet 
•upplied  in  the  workhouses  to  the  pauper 
residents.    Upon  this  subject  he  would 
observe,  that  he  fully  concurred  with  the 
Commissioners  in  the  opinion  that  it  would 
be  wrong  to  make  the  condition  of  the 
workhouse  pauper  better  than  that  of  the 
able-bodied  labourer  who  supported  him* 
self.    At  the  same  time  he  must  e^^ress 
his  cQuviction  that  the  principlei  so  f^r  as 
regarded  the  arrangement  of   diet,  was 
carried  much  further  than  was  necessary. 
He  held  in  his  hand  &  letter  which  he  had 
recently  received  from  agentlemanof  high 
respectability,  in  which   he    spoke  with 

freat  regret,  and  aUo,  as  it  appeared  to 
ini,  with  great  justice,  of  the  system  pur* 
#u«d  with  reference  to  diet  in  the  union 
in  which  he  resided.  He  had  referred  to 
the  dietary  table  as  arranged  by  the  Com- 
misaionersi  and  found  therein  a  full  con- 
firmation of  the  statements  which  this 
letter  contained.  During  two  days  of  the 
licek,  it  appeared  that  the  diet  of  the 
men  consisted  per  da]r  of  fourteen  ounces 
9f  breadj  anQ  a  pmt  and  a  half  of 


gruel,  manufactured  on  the  principle  of 
three  pints  of  oatmeal  being   so  mixed 
wiih  water,   as    to   dole    out   to    be- 
twcen  thirty  and  forty  persons  their  daily 
allowance,  To  this  were  added  two  ounces 
of  cheese  and  three  quarters  of  a  pound  of 
potatoes.    This  statement  wa?  accurately 
copied  from  the  Commissioners'  dietetic 
taole.    He  would  frankly  s^y,  that  this 
appejared  to  him  to  be  a  hard  allowance, 
and  be  certainly  thought  that  the  Commis- 
sioners might  have  had  sufScient  cpnfi- 
dence  in  the  severity  of  the  diet  so  pre- 
scribed to  induce  them  to  relax  a  little  JQ 
their  demands  of  restraint  upon  the  im* 
happy  persons  subjected  to  such  a  disci* 
pline.    There  did  not  appear  to  be  much 
m  this  regimen  that  would  induce  peopla 
to  stay  in  the    workhouse  one  moment 
longer    than    was    absolutely    necessary. 
The  two  ounces  of  cheese  were  the  only 
thing  like  solid  food,  with  the  exception 
of  dry  bread,  which  during  those  dsya 
they  were  permitted  to  taste ;  and  he  cer* 
tainly  did  not  think  that  oatmeal,  thinly 
infused,  was  the  best  thing  to  select  as 
the  prime  article  of  diet  for  human  beings. 
Another    injurious    consequence    of   the 
present  worahouse  system  was  the  im*. 
pris.nment  of  the  inmates  throughout  the 
entire  week,  by  which  they  were  prevented 
from  attending  at  divine  service  in  their 
parish  churches.    The  Commissioners  had 
certainly  given  directions  to  have  a  chap* 
lain  appointed  to  tach  workhouse,  and  for 
this  he  felt  bound  to  thank  them.    As  a 
subsidiary  measure,  this  would  be  both 
wise  and  humane  in  the  highest  degree. 
'*  But  if,"    continued  the  right  reverend 
Prelate,  '*  it  should  produce  the  effect  of 
excluding  the  poor  inmates  of  the  work« 
house  from  participating  at  the  parochial 
church  in  the  common  worship  of  the 
common  Father  of  ooor  as  well  as  rich.  I, 
for  one,  must  deeply  deplore  that  such  a 
measure  should  have  ever  been  contem- 
plated. I  have  ever  considered  the  Sunday 
in  this  country  as  being  in  a  pre«eminent 
degree-^God  grant  it  mav  long  continue 
so-— the  poor  man's  holydfay,    What  de» 
scription  of  holyday  is  it  to  the  poor  pian^ 
shut  up  within  the  dreary  precincts  of  the 
workhouse  ?    When  he  hears  the  church 
bell,  does  he  hear  it  as  he  was  wont,  when 
he  was  free  to  obey  its  summonsj  and 
join  with  his  fellow-men  of  every  class  in 
that  best  of  services  which  he  can  render 
to  the  Almighty  ?    No ;  it  sounds  to  bina 
as  the  dreadful  mementg  of  his  f%d  iqa« 
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prisonment.  Obedieot  to  it«  call,  he  pro- 
ceeds to  ihc  room  which,  in  the  workhouse, 
is  set  aptut  for  divine  service.  Is  he  there 
cheereu  and  sustained  in  directing  his 
aspiratiuos  to  Heaven  by  any  one  of  those 
enohling  associations  which  surround  him 
in  his  parish  church  ?  Does  he  feel  elevated 
by  tliat  glowing  sentiment  of  just  and 
righteous  pride,  which  every  Christian, 
however  lowly,  ought  to  feel,  that  at  the 
church,  at  least,  he  is  on  an  equality  with 
the  highest  and  proudest  in  the  land? 
Does  be  not,  on  the  contrary,  feel  himself 
exploded  from  a  participation  in  prayer 
with  every  class  in  the  community  above 
his  own  destitute  condition  ;  and  the  very 
place  in  which  he  worships—doesit  not  con* 
?ey,by  association,  a  strong  and  sickening 
sense  of  his  own  roost  grievous  and  (per- 
mit me  to  add)  most  unrighteous  oppres- 
sion ?  The  rich  and  the  poor  shall  meet 
together,  as  wc  are  told  in  the  Word  of 
Truth,  and  nowhere  can  they  meet  with 
so  much  advantage  to  both  as  in  the  house 
of  their  common  God.  It  appears  that 
in  this  country  this  is  to  be  the  case  no 
longer,  and  it  is  the  baneful  workhouse 
system  that  we  have  to  thank  for  the  alter- 
ation. I  am  quite  sure  that  I  am  now 
addressing  men,  every  one  of  whom  has 
frequently  experienced  the  great,  the  in» 
estin^able,  advantage  of  seeing  around  him, 
when  engaged  in  prayer,  those  who  in 
worldly  estimation  were  greatly  his  inferiors, 
but  who,  in  the  possession  of  ihose  virtues 
whii  h  give  value  to  the  human  soul^  he 
could  not  fail  of  believing  to  be  in  many 
instances,  largely  bis  superiors.  My  Lords, 
I  am  convinced  that  it  has  often  occurred 
to  every  one  of  those  whom  I  am  now 
addressmg,  when  looking  down  from  their 
cushioneaand  canopied  seats  on  the  poor 
beloWy  and  there  beholding  the  wretched 
but  virtuous  Lazarus  kneeling  to  his  God, 
mentally  to  ejaculate,  '  There  kueels  a 
roan  who,  however  worthless  he  may  ap- 
pear in  the  eye  of  the  world,  however 
sordid  in  garb  and  mean  in  aspect,  is  as 
niucb  an  object  of  God's  regard  as  I,  and 
(it  may  be)  will  hereafter  stand  in  a  rela*- 
tjon  very  different  from  mine  before  the 
judgment  seat.'  It  is  right  that  the  means 
of  Deriodically  making  these  reflections 
should  be  afforded;  and  it  is  quite  im- 
possible that  such  an  habitual  contem- 
plation should  not  be  productive  of  the 
best  effects.  The  equalisation  which  takes 
place  in^  the  parochial  house  of  worship. 
Ry  b(iog(D|^  th#  v^y  lowest  classes  of  th« 


community  in  close  proximity  to  the  very 
highest  in  the  common  character  of  wor- 
shippers, must  be  beneficial  to  the  latter  by 
teaching  them  humility,  andto  the  former 
by  preventing  despondency.  To  exclude 
any  portion  of  the  community,  however 
humble,  from  a  participation  in  the  puUle 
service  of  the  Creator  would  be  as  unjust 
as  it  would  be  injudicious,  and  I,  there*. 
fore,  do  implore  you  to  pot  an  end  to  tliat 
mosit  disgraceful  and  mischievous  provision 
of  the  law  which  excludes  the  pauper  from 
his  parish  church."  The  right  rev.  Pfft.. 
late  proceeded  to  observe  that,  although, 
it  became  him  to  speak  with  hesi- 
tatiun  as  to  what  constituted  the  law  of 
the  land,  he  considered  himself  quite  jutn 
tified  in  observing  that,  as  he  read  the 
law,  the  Poor-law  Commissioner  had  no 
right  whatever  to  say  to  the  poor  man--^ 
'<  You  shall  not  go  to  your  church  on 
Sunday,"  By  giving  such  a  command 
they  would,  in  his  belief,  violate  the  com* 
mon  law.  He  would  not,  however,  be 
positive  as  to  this,  but  he  would  mention 
the  fact  that  there  was  a  subsisting  statute 
which  made  it  penal  on  every  subject  of 
this  realm  not  to  go  to  church  upon  Sun** 
days.  It  was  true  that  the  statute  in 
question  contained  a  provision  excus- 
ing an  individual  from  attendance  who 
was  capable  of  showing  a  reasonable 
cause  for  bis  absence.  This  pro- 
vision might  or  it  might  not,  protect 
these  persons,  if  the  statute  were  put  in 
force.  The  statute  was  one  which  he  cer- 
tainly did  not  desire  to  see  enforced  in 
this  country  ;  it  was  one  to  which  he  had 
not  been  hitlierto  partial.  He  thought  it 
now,  however,  of  value  as  conferring  a 
benefit  on  the  oppressed  poor;  and  ma 
giving  them  theright  of  attending  at  divine 
service  in  their  parish  churches  upon 
Sundavs.  The  Poor-law  Commissioneni 
were  invested  with  enormous  powers* 
Those  powers  were,  however,  restricted 
by  the  limitation,  that  they  were  not  to 
do  any  thing  contrary  to  the  law  of  the 
land.  It  therefore  would  seem  to  be  in* 
cumbent  on  their  Lordships  to  take  tocli 
measures  as  would  make  the  Commie* 
sioners  forbHear  for  the  future  from  violating 
the  law  which  regards  the  observance  ti 
the  Sabbath.  He  had  trespassed  upon 
the  patience  of  their  Lordships'  House  for 
a  longer  period  than  he  had  originally  in- 
tended to  occupy  their  attention.  He 
would  therefore  sit  down,  merely  expres* 
sing  hie  conviction  that  it  would  be  ot« 
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cenary  to  modify  this  act  by  large  amend- 
ments. Its  repeal  he  did  not  desire ;  but 
he  fervently  hoped  to  see  both  Houses  of 
Parliament  unanimous  and  vigorous  in 
their  resistance  to  those  portions  of  the 
law  to  which  he  had  directed  the  attention 
of  the  House,  and  which  he  believed  to 
be  in  principle  unjust,  as  well  as  cruel  and 
unchristian  in  their  operation. 

Viscount  Melbourne:    The  right  rev. 
Prelate  who  has  presented  these  petitions 
to  the  House  has  gone  at  length  into  the 
amended  Poor-law  Bill — ^he  has  gone  into 
the  details  of  the  management  and  the 
administration    of    the  Poor-law;    and, 
although  I  feel  that  such  a  discussion  is 
inconvenient,  and  although  this  may  not 
be  the  proper  occasion  for  that  discussion, 
and  that  the  discussion  itself  cannot  lead 
to  any  certain  conclusion,  yet,  still,  con- 
sidering the  expressions  which  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  has  used— considering  also  the 
reflections  he  has  made  on  the  Ck>mmi8. 
aioners — considering  the  manner  in  which 
he  has  described  the  operations  of  the 
law — and  considering  the  terms  that  he 
has  applied  to  it,  that  it  is  "  oppressive" 
and  '*  unchristian '' — considering,  too,  the 
situation  which  I  have  the  honour  to  hold, 
I  cannot,  my  Lords,  permit  the  debate  to 
conclude  without   making  a  few  obser- 
vations.    I  am  not  here  answerable  for 
the  opinions  of  any   other  noble   Lord. 
I  cannot   here   give   expression    to  the 
feelings  or  opinions  of  any  other  nojble 
Lord ;  but  for  myself  I  beg  to  say,  that  I 
refuse  my  assent  to  the  observations  with 
which  the  right  rev.  Prelate  introduced 
his  speech,  and  in  which  he  stated,  that 
if  your  Lordships  could  have    foreseen 
the  situation  to  which  the  country  would 
be  reduced  by  the  passing  of  this  law, 
you  would  not  have  given  it  your  concur- 
rence— that  your  Lordships  never  would 
have    aided    such   an  enactment.      My 
feeling  respecting  that  law  is  the  very 
contrary  to  that  expressed  by  the  right 
rev.  Prelate.    I  consider  that  the  mea- 
sure has  been  successful  far  beyond  what 
could  be  at  first  anticipated  from  it    I 
consider,  my  Lords,  that  it  has  had  the 
eiect  of  raising  the  morals  of  the  country ; 
and  that  it  has  been  found  most  beneficial 
for  the  unemployed  labourer.    It  has,  my 
Lords,  in  my  opinion,  raised  the  condition 
of  the  labouring  classes  of  the  people.     It 
has  had  another,  a   higher  and  nobler, 
olgect   than  that   contemplated  by    tlie 
right  reverend  Prelate.    It  has,  too,  had 


a  great  effect  in  affording  relief  to  the 
general  taxation — it  has  lessened  the  pay- 
ments made  by  the  country.    I  say,  then, 
that  the  success  that  has    attended  die 
measure  is  far  beyond  what  was  expected 
when  it  first  passed  into  a  law.  Your  Lord- 
ships will  recollect  that  it  has  happened 
with  this  as  upon  many  other  subjects, 
that  there  were  topics  connected  with  it 
which  afforded  room  for  eloquence;  that 
there  were  points  which  afforded  room  for 
an  appeal    to  the   feelings;   that  these 
topics  and  points  afforded  an  opportunity 
for  powerfully  exciting  the  passions.   The 
power   and    the    opportunity    the   right 
rev.  Prelate  has  taken  advantage  of  on 
the  present  occasion,   and  he  has  used 
it  with  no  very  limited  hand.    Now,  my 
Lords,  it  more  often  happens  that  such 
appeals  to  the  feelings  and  the  passions 
can  be  used  against  reason,  truth,  and 
right,  than    in  support  of  them.     The 
benefits  derivable  from  a  law  are  of  a  ge- 
neral  nature  —  these  benefits  are  of  a 
general  character,  they   do    not  furnish 
very  apt  topics    for    speaking    to    the 
feelings,   they  do    not    afford  so  many 
opportunities  for  illustration,  they  cannot 
bear  a  comparison  with  a  specific  case  of 
peculiar  hardships  under  which  some  one 
or  two  may  be  suffering  in  consequence 
of  a  general  law.     But  let  me  observe, 
my  Lords,  that  all  the  hardships  we  have 
now  heard  of  were  common  to  the  old 
law;    such  hardships  existed  before  the 
statute  that  is  now  complained  of;  they 
belong  in  no  respect,  nor  are  they  to  be 
attributed  to  the  law  which  your  lordships 
passed  in  the  late  Session  of  Parliament. 
It  is  not  for  me,  my  Lords,  now  to  do 
more  than  point  out  generally  the  objec« 
tions  which  the  right  rev.   Prelate  has 
stated  to  some  of  the  clauses  of  that  Act. 
As  to  illegitimate  children,  he  stated  that 
he  had  made  the  same  objections  at  the 
time  that  the  law  passed ;  and  the  right 
rev.   Prelate  now  states  on  the  subject, 
that  his  opinion  respecting  those  clauses 
is  not  only  unaltereo,  but  that  it  is  con- 
firmed.   The  right  rev.  Prelate  did  not 
press  that  part,  nor  will  I.      Unforto* 
nately,  I  differ  from  the  right  rev.  Pre« 
late,    and,  with   respect  to  that  part  of 
the  law,  I  have  to  tell  him  that  it  baa 
been  attended  with  a  success  so  great  and 
so  extraordinary  that  it  would  have  ap« 
peered  to  have  been  romantic  —  to  have 
been  mere  enthusiasm — if  any  one  had  pro- 
phesied such  a  result  when  it  was  pro« 
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poted.  Then  next,  as  to  the  separation 
of  the  sexes;  that  is  another  part  which 
the  right  rev.  Prelate  has  particularly 
attacked.  All  experience  has  proved  its 
advantages;  and,  in  all  well-regulated 
workhouses,  previous  to  the  new  Poor-law 
ooming  into  operation  such  a  regulation 
was  enforced*  It  was  established  in  the 
best«regu1ated  workhouses  in  the  metro- 
polis; and  it  is  obviously  necessary  for 
the  right  administration  of  a  workhouse. 
And  let  it  be  observed  that  there  must 
have  existed  a  power  similar  to  that 
vested  in  the  Commissioners,  under  the 
ancient  law ;  there  must  have  existed 
a  power  under  which  the  separation  was 
formerly  made ;  and  all  experience  being 
for  it,  it  was  naturally  to  be  sup- 
posed that  a  regulation  of  such  abso- 
lute necessity  should  be  continued  for 
the  well  working  of  the  new  system. 
The  right  rev.  Prelate  has  stated  also,  that 
there  are  parts  of  the  country — for  in- 
stance, the  manufacturing  parts  of  the 
country — in  which  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  cannot  be  so  successfully  applied  as 
in  the  agricultural  portions  of  the  country. 
I  apprehend  that  there  can  be  no  greater 
mistake  than  to  suppose  that  the  Act  is 
not  capable  of  being  adapted  to  circum- 
stances. I  do  not  see,  however,  why  the 
Commissioners  should  have  been  vested 
with  the  powers  that  they  have  if  they 
were  not  to  make  regulations  suited  to  the 
peculiar  circumstances  of  particular  parts 
of  the  country.  And  then  as  to  out-door 
relief — I  apprehend  that  all  the  state, 
ments  made  by  the  right  rev.  Prelate  are 
entirely  without  foundation.  The  out- 
door relief  is  at  the  discretion  of  the 
guardians.  A  power  is  given  to  the  Com- 
missioners to  state  in  what  manner  out- 
door relief  is  not  to  be  given.  I  appre. 
hend  there  are  only  sixty  unions  throughout 
the  country  thus  situated.  The  right  rev. 
Prelate  also  stated,  that  the  paupers  were 
prevented  from  attending  divme  service  on 
the  Sunday.  I  can  only  state  what  is  my 
opinion  upon  this  subject.  As  to  the  pro« 
hibition  to  attend  divine  service  in  the 
parish  church,  that  only  applied  to  those 
workhouses  in  which  arrangements  have 
been  made  for  the  performance  of  divine 
service  within  the  walls  of  the  workhouses. 
Where  there  is  not  divine  service  within 
the  walls  of  the  workhouse,  a  regulation  is 
made  for  the  inmates  to  attend  at  the 
parish  church.  I  can  only  state  what  is 
my  feeling  as  one  of  the  muners  of  this 


Act,  I  Only  state  at  the  same  time  what  is 
the  feeling  of  the  Commissioners,  that 
they  are  anxious  for  every  opportunity  to 
facilitate  the  attendance  upon  divine  ser- 
vice, and  to  use  every  inducement  and 
persuasion  to  the  inmates  of  the  work- 
houses to  attend  to  the  practices  and  holy 
ordinances  of  religion.  But  then  the  ques- 
tion is  this,  whether,  if  you  permit  the 
inmates  of  the  workhouse  to  attend  divine 
service  in  their  parish  church,  would  they 
attend  it  ?  Would  it  not  be  a  pretext  for 
indulging  in  other  pursuits;  and  if  they 
leave  the  workhouse  to  attend  divine  ser- 
vice, will  they,  instead  of  properly  ob- 
serving the  Sabbath,  not  turn  it  rather  to 
the  purposes  of  desecration  and  pollution? 
This  is  a  topic  which  undoubtedly  admits 
of  a  great  deal  of  declamation ;  but  I  have 
no  doubt  of  this,  that  the  true  interests  of 
religion  will,  as  far  as  they  relate  to  per- 
sons so  situated,  be  rather  promoted  by 
the  system  recommended  by  the  Commis- 
sioners. I  believe  it  will  be  found  so,  not 
only  as  regards  the  better  arrangement  of 
the  workhouse  itself,  but  also  to  preserve 
order  within  the  walls  of  the  worknouse— > 
that  having  divine  service  performed  there 
will  lead  to  these  advantages  even  at  the 
expense  of  what  has  been  stated  in  such 
strong  terms  by  the  right  rev.  Prelate* 
The  general  importance  of  these  consi- 
derations I  do  not  deny;  but  even  con- 
siderations of  sanctity  may  often  be  over- 
weighed  by  considerations  of  a  greater 
weight ;  and  seeing  how  men  of  practical 
experience  have  attached  importance  to 
the  system  of  having  divine  service  per- 
formed within  the  walls  of  the  workhouse, 
as  absolutely  necessary  to  preserve  order 
there,  I  believe  that  plan  must  be  adhered 
to.  I  entirely  concur  in  the  sentiment 
expressed  by  the  right  rev.  Prelate,  that  if 
your  Lordships  find  this  Bill  to  be  one 
which  it  is  right  to  maintain,  if  it  be 
advantageous  and  beneficial  in  its  effects, 
your  Lordships  will  not  be  persuaded  by 
clamour,  nor  influenced  by  any  pressure 
from  without,  to  alter  it.  I  cannot,  my 
Lords,  but  express  the  sorrow  and  regret 
I  have  felt — considering  the  complete  ab- 
sence of  political  feeling  and  party  ani- 
mosity that  prevailed  when  this  subject 
was  debated  in  your  Lordships'  House— « 
at  the  political,  the  party  feelings  which  it 
has  been  endeavoured  to  excite  on  this 
subject  in  certain  districts  of  the  country. 
That  it  should  have  been  so  used  at  the 
hustings  I  exceedingly  regret,  because  I 
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tbiok  that  the  Bill  has  been  attended  with 
the  greatest  advantage  to  the  country. 
When,  theoy  I  t^ay  to  your  Lordships  that 
you  ought  not  to  be  induced  to  alter  or 
nmend  this  Bill  by  reason  of  any  clamour 
that  may  be  excited  against  it,  I  agree 
with  th?  right  rev.  Prelate  in  saying,  that 
if  you  find  it  ought  to  be  altered  or 
amended,  you  will  also  do  your  duty  in 
altering  and  amending  it,  with  the  same 
frankness,  the  same  fearlessness,  and  the 
Qame  impartialiiy  which  is  required  from 
you  in  the  other  point  of  view.  As  this 
Bill  is  now  undergoing  (and  especially  the 
clauses  referred  to)  an  accurate  inquiry  in 
another  place,  I  cannot  but  feel  certain 
that  the  result  will  be^  that  the  Bill  will 
be  found  to  have  operated  advantageously 
to  the  country ;  and  where  it  can  be  im- 
proved, means  will  be  taken  to  insure  that 
improvement, 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  said,  that  hav- 
ing given  his  support  to  the  NewPoor-^ 
law  Bill  duing  its  prog^ress  through  that 
House — a  support  wnich  be  yielded  to  the 
measure  in  consequence  of  his  having 
witnessed  the  evils,  and  being  apprehen- 
sive gf  the  probable  consequences  of  the 
former  system,  he  conceived  it  to  be  his 
duty  to  come  forward  on  this  occasion  to 
slate,  that  this  measure  had  surpassed  any 
expectations  which  be  had  formed  of  the 
benefits  likely  to  result  from  its  operation. 
The  Bill  might,  in  certain  parts,  require 
amendment;  and  it  appeared  that  his 
Majesty's  Government  had  taken  measures 
to  ascertain  in  what  particulars  it  would  be 
proper  to  introduce  such  amendment.  For 
nis  part,  be  should  be  quite  ready  to  take 
those  points  into  consideration  so  soon  as 
any  new  measure  on  the  subject  should  be 
brought  before  their  Lordships',  under  the 
auspices  of  his  Majesty's  Government. 
He  must  say,  however,  that  he  approved 
of  the  measure,  so  far  as  its  provisions 
had  been  hitherto  carried  into  efiect ;  and, 
as  he  had  had  the  opportunity  of  witness- 
ing its  operation  (he  spoke  now,  not  only 
of  what  he  had  seen  generally,  but  of  the 
working  of  the  measure  in  its  details^  as 
they  had  fallen  under  his  observation  in 
the  management  of  workhouses  throughout 
various  parts  of  the  country),  he  must  say 
that  the  benefits  which  it  anpeared  to  him 
to  have  produced  consistea,  first,  in  the 
fact  that  tt  placed  the  workman,  the  agri- 
cultural labourer,  and  their  employers  on 
ft  true  footing  of  friendly  confidence ;  and| 
aecoodly^  that  it  bad  served  to  conueci 


the  man  of  property,  the  man  whose  rank 
was  the  hignest  in  the  country,  with  the 
lowest  class  of  labourers,  by  placing  them 
on  the  board  of  guardians.  He  could 
mention  the  names  of  some  noble  Lords 
\vho  were  an  ornament  to  that  House, 
and  who  attended  at  the  weekly  meetings 
of  those  boards,  being  themselves  elected 
guardians  of  parishes  in  the  neighbour* 
hoods  in  which  they  resided.  The  results 
wbic^  were  thus  proiluced  weree^iceedingly 
beneficial.  His  noble  Friend  near  him, 
the  Marquess  of  Salisbury,  was  at  present 
a  member  of  a  board  of  guardians  in  a 
parish  in  which  the  system  had  been  pro* 
ductiveof  the  greatest  possible  advantages. 
Convinced,  therefore,  as  be  was,  that  the 
Act  which  had  produced  those  benefits  waa 
likely  to  produce  benefits  still  greater,  be 
should  be  ashamed  not  to  step  forward 
and  avow  that  he  had  supported  this  BiU 
when  it  was  brought  forward,  that  he  did 
not  repent  of  the  course  which  he  had 
taken  on  that  occasion  ;  but  that  on  tb« 
contrary,  he  rejoiced  at  having  taken  that 
course,  and  congratulated  his  Majesty 'a 
Ministers  upon  the  success  of  the  mea^ 
sure. 

Lord  frou^Aam  observed,  thatbonoura<« 
ble  testimony  had  just  been  given  to  the 
merits  of  the  Bill  that  had  been  attacked 
by  the  right  rev.  Prelate.  The  testimony 
that  had  been  given  was  indeed  honourable, 
when  they  considered  what  had  fallen  froa% 
the  noble  Duke  opposite ;  it  was  not  less 
honourable  to  the  measure  itself  than  it 
was  creditable  to  the  noble  Duke  bimeelf* 
He  should  not  detain  their  Lordships 
beyond  a  single  moment-i-he  should  not 
make  more  than  a  single  remark  upon  the 
statements  delivered  by  the  right  rev.  Pre- 
late. He  (Lord  Brougham)  admitted  that 
he  was  not  amongst  the  least  sanguina 
when  this  measure  had  been  brought  for- 
ward as  to  the  consequences  to  be  expected 
from  it,  and  he  therefore,  having  entertain- 
ed such  an  opinion  regarding  it,  must 
naturally  now  feel  pleasure  in  concurring 
in  the  sentiments  expressed  regaidin^  it 
by  the  noble  Duke  and  his  noble  Friend 
near  him.  Sanguine,  however,  and  large 
as  his  expectations  had  been  concerning 
the  Bill,  they  had  been  surpassed  by  ita 
results,  Thev  had  been  surpassed,  not 
merely  as  to  the  economy  produced  by  the 
measure — not  merely  in  the  savings  of  tha 
pOQra*-rates«*not  merely  in  the  reduction 
of  the  amount  of  the  poors'^rates—a  cw^ 
sideratioDi  vrbicb  however  important  ia 
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it84;lf,  yet  was  one  ^hfit,  iii  his  opinion  wm 
the  very  last  to  be  regarded;  but  the 
measure  ha<}  surpassed  his  expectations  in 
the  desirable  change  it  had  produced  in 
tN  comforts,  condition,  and  char^icter  of 
the  working  classes  of  the  copnmunity.  As 
the  ri^ht  rev.  Prelate  had  made  a  state^ 
tnent  upon  this  subject,'  he  (I^rd 
6rou|3;ham)  had  a  word  or  two  to  add  to  it, 
Th«  right  rev.  Prelate  had  iindoubtedly  a 
right  to  express  his  opinion.  On  this  or 
any  oth^r  Act  of  Parliament  no  man  could 
object  to  the  vehernence  of  the  language 
in  which  the  right  rev.  Prelate  mi»ht 
choose  to  clothe  his  opinions ;  but  that 
which  he  bad  no  right  to  do,  or  if  he  at 
all  ass\|med  the  right,  tl)en  that  against 
which  he  (Lord  Prgugham)  warned  their 
IiOrdshipB,  was  the  danger  of  supposing 
that,  however  the  right  rev.  Prelate  might 
have  Qualified  his  opinions,  that  however 
partially  he  disguised  them— he  d'4  not 
say  this  offensively — but  without  intend- 
ing to  be  offensive  to  the  right  rev.  Prelate, 
he  must  observe,  that  in  the  distinction 
be  made,  and  in  aualifving  his  disagree- 
ment from  the  whole  of  the  Bill,  he  sought 
to  give  them  to  understand  that  he  did 
not  wish  the  measure  tp  be  repealed,  but 
was  only  hostile  to  portions  of  it.  Now, 
notwithstanding  all  this,  he  must  say,  that 
the  right  rev.  Prelate  had  assumed  that 
which  he  had  no  right  to  assume,  and  he 
was  to  be  treated  as  an  enemy  to  the 
measure — to  all  parts  of  the  measure— to 
the  principle  of  the  Bill— to  all  the  details 
of  the  Bill  — -  and  to  the  working  and 
effects  of  the  Bill.  Perhaps  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  was  more  an  enemy  of  the  Bill 
than  he  was  himself  aware  of.  He  had 
watched  carefully  the  whole  of  the  state- 
ment made  by  tfie  right  rev.  Prelate,  and 
he  must  say,  that  he  had  not  heard  any 
person  in  Parliament  or  out  of  Parlia- 
ment who  had  made  a  more  hostile  at- 
tack upon  this  measure.  The  right  rev. 
Prelate  was  against  the  power  of  the  Com'* 
missioners,  and  he  was  against  the  mode 
in  which  the  power  was  exercised.  As  to 
the  bastardy  clauses,  the  right  rev.  Pre- 
late retained  his  opinions  respecting  them. 
The  right  rev.  Prelate  said  he  had  often 
disputed  in  that  House  upon  this  subject, 
and  he  was  sorry  to  see  tlie  exaggeration 
in  the  expression  of  the  sentiments  of  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  was  increased  and 
strengthened.  The  right  rev.  Prelate  was 
•gainst  the  bastardy  clauses ;  and  then 
h^  wai  9gaia»t  the  wQrkhoqsa  systemi  and 


every  thing  that  had  been  done  to  carry 
into  execution  that  part  of  the  plan.  And 
then  the  right  rev.  Prelate,  by  the  way  of 
leaving  no  doubt  upon  their  minds  as  to 
his  hostility  to  the  new  Poor-law  Act, 
declared  that  it  was  "  unjust/'  that  it  was 
"cruel  "that  it  was  "  contrary  to  all  prin* 
ciple,'*  that  it  was  "  oppressive,  uncharita- 
ble, and  unchristian,"  He  felt — as  one  of 
the  promoters  of  this  measure  whose  san- 
guine expectations  had  been  more  than 
realised — he  felt  rejoiced  on  this  account ; 
but  he  also  felt  p^reat  pleasure,  under  the 
grievous  denunciation  pronounced  by  the 
right  rev.  Prelate,  from  the  reflection  that 
persons  holding  the  same  rank  and  station 
with  the  right  rev.  Prelate  no  longer  ap- 
peared there  to  sustain  his  sentiments. 
There  were  amongst  them  those  who, 
having  heard  the  language  applied  to  the 
measure  by  the  right  rev.  Prelate,  quitted 
the  House  ;  and,  having  taken  no  part  in 
the  discussion,  it  was  to  be  supposed  dif<* 
fered  from  the  right  rev.  Prelate.  Those 
right  rev,  Prelates  had  full  and  sufficient 
notice  of  the  motion  that  was  to  be  before 
the  House  ;  and  they  no  doubt,  had  heard 
the  terms — the  vehement,  he  would  not 
say  the  exasperating  terms — applied  to  the 
measure  —  but  he  might  say.  without 
offence,  the  very  strong  terms  in  which 
that  measure  was  described.  When  he 
considered  these  thin|;S|  he  thought  he 
might  comfort  himself  with  the  hope  that 
other  right  rev.  Prelates  did  not  entertain 
the  same  opinions  which  one  of  their  body 
had  addressed  to  them  that  night ;  because 
he  was  perfectly  confident  that  if  they 
entertained  such  opinions,  they  would  not 
have  left  their  place»  without  joining  in 
that  which  they  would  believe  to  be  a  just 
denunciation. 

Lord  Wynford  acknowledo'ed  that  he 
had  opposed  the  measure,  but  he  had 
frequently  since  seen  reason  to  retract  the 
opinions  which  he  had  entertained  relative 
to  the  appointment  of  guardians.  He  con- 
fessed that  he  DOW  considered  it  a  great 
improvement,  as  compared  with  the  ad« 
ministration  of  the  law  by  parish  officers, 
and  he  likewise  admitted^  that  those  to 
whom  the  management  of  the  poor  was 
now  given  could  not  always  stand  out 
against  a  majority  unless  supported  by  the 
authority  of  the  Commissioners,  possessing 
the  weight  which  that  authority  did,  as 
well  from  the  position  of  the  Commission- 
ers,   as  from  the  circumstance  of  their 

b^ing  fr$a  from  aoy  local  cona^^iona  or 
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influence.  On  the  whole,  he  did  not 
deny  that  the  measure  had  produced  a 
great  improvement,  and  by  means  of  it 
many  had  been  compelled  to  look  out  for 
work,  which  happily,  they  had  succeeded 
in  obtaining.  At  the  same  time  he  must 
be  allowed  to  say,  that  two  or  three  years 
ago  that  would  not  have  been  so  easily 
effected,  for  the  numbers  at  present  em- 
ployed on  railroads  and  other  public  un- 
dertaking^, gave  considerable  employment 
to  the  people,  and  therefore  materially 
diminished  the  rates.  He  should, then, think 
himself  warranted  in  saying,  that  some 
portion  at  least  of  the  improvement  which 
had  been  attributed  to  the  Poor-law 
Amendment  Act  was  really  owing  to  the 
railroads.  Of  course  their  Lordships 
would  recollect,  that  he  had  all  along 
objected  to  the  bastardy  clause,  and  that 
with  respect  to  that  he  still  entertained 
the  same  opinion  as  his  right  rev.  Friend ; 
but  as  to  the  separation  of  husband  and 
wife,  he  looked  at  it  as  unavoidable ; 
they  clearly  could  not  provide  an  apart- 
ment for  the  use  of  each  married  pair ; 
of  necessity  a  great  many  persons  must 
sleep  in  one  room,  and  decency  required 
that  several  men  and  their  wives  should 
not  sleep  in  the  same  apartment ;  it  was, 
however,  perfectly  unjust  that  female 
children  should  be  separated  from  their 
mothers.  He  had  only  to  add,  that  the 
opinions  he  formed  during  the  discussion 
of  the  measure  had  since  been  materially 
corrected. 

Lord  Colchester  supported  the  measure 
generally ;  but  having  witnessed  its  prac- 
tical operation  to  a  great  extent  he  knew 
that  there  were  some  cases  in  which  great 
hardship  had  been  inflicted.  There  was 
a  case  with  which  he  had  been  acquainted, 
of  a  man  with  a  wife  and  six  children,  who 
was  paid  a  certain  amount  of  wages,  but 
not  sufficient  to  support  himself  and  his 
family.  Upon  application  to  the  guar- 
dians, they  would  only  in  such  cases 
relieve  them  by  throwing  the  whole  family 
into  the  workhouse.  'There  were  many 
cases  of  that  kind,  and  he  would,  there- 
fore, express  a  hope  that  his  Majesty's 
Ministers  would  take  the  matter  into  their 
serious  consideration  and  authorise  the 
Commissioners  in  such  cases  to  admit 
a  part  of  the  children  into  the  work- 
house. 

The  Earl  of  Radnor  was  of  opinion  that 
it  would  be  found,  practically,  that  very 
little  cruelty  would  be  inflicted  by  any  of 


the  orders  which  the  Commissioners  had 
issued.  In  some  places  he  knew  that 
where  orders  for  admission  into  the  work- 
house had  been  given  to  a  large  extent 
only  a  few  of  them  had  been  used ;  and  it 
had  consequently  been  found  much  more 
advantageous  to  raise  the  wages  sufficiently 
to  keep  the  applicants  out  of  the  work- 
house. In  point  of  fact  he  did  believe 
that  generally,  where  representations  had 
been  made  of  great  cruelty  and  injustice, 
the  result  of  inquiry  had  been  that  no 
cruelty  whatever  was  inflicted;  and  in 
that  part  of  the  country  where  he  resided 
he  could  bear  testimony  to  the  well-work-* 
ing  of  the  Bill.  He  had,  indeed,  been 
astonished  at  the  little  difficulty  with 
which  its  operation  had  been  attended ; 
but  it  was  approved  of  and  liked  by  all 
honest  and  industrious  labourers,  and  dis- 
liked only  by  idle  vagabonds;  and  to 
that  fact  ne  attributed,  in  a  great  respect, 
the  facility  to  which  he  had  alluded.  In 
looking  over  the  petitions  that  had  been 
presented  by  the  right  rev.  Prelate,  he  did 
not  observe  in  any  one  of  them  complaints 
of  any  specific  grievances  ;  they  were  spe- 
culative petitions  against  grievances  which 
must  arise ;  but  they  contained  no  com- 
plaints of  any  grievances  which  were  felt 
to  exist. 

Lord  Hatkerton  would  not  have  troubled 
the  House  with  anv  observations  on  the 
present  occasion  if  he  had  not  desired  to 
explain  the  cause  of  his  interruption  of 
the  right  rev.  Prelate  in  the  course  of  his 
speech.  He  understood  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  to  say  that  a  man  who  had  lost 
a  limb,  having  applied  for  relief,  it  was 
insisted  that  he  should  go  into  the  work- 
house with  his  wife  and  family.  Conceiving 
that  the  right  rev.  Prelate  was  stating  a 
case  which  he  believed  had  occurred,  he 
could  not  help  signifying  the  doubts  he 
felt  on  the  subject ;  he  afterwards,  how- 
ever, discovered  that  the  right  rev.  Pre- 
late was  putting  only  an  imaginary  case, 
and  that  such  a  circumstance  as  he  had 
referred  to,  speculatively,  had  really  never 
happened.  Indeed,  it  would  be  extra- 
orainary  to  him  if  a  case  of  the  nature 
supposed  by  the  right  rev.  Prelate  had 
occurred ;  because  if  the  man  wanted  a 
limb,  he  would  come  under  the  descrip* 
tion  of  those  who  were  not  able-bodied, 
and  relief  out  of  tke  workhouse  was  de- 
nied to  the  able-bodied  only.  As  chair- 
man  of  a  board  of  guardians  in  a  mining 
district  in  the  north,    where  accident! 


advaatacei  o^oy^d  by  the  PtcpiidioCT  of  the  Poet^Oe* 
Shipping  Ofliette  over  the  Pxoprietan  of  rimilar  Llttt,  wha 
aie  buttbened  with  Poit^ge.— By  Sir  CoAaue  BaoOKB 
ViAB,  fhnn  Stamflekl,  that  a  BUI  for  the  Better  OtaMnr> 
aaoe  of  the  Sabbeth  may  go  into  Committee  of  the  whole 
Home.— By  Mr.  BnoriUBTOir,  ftom  Colne,  tbr  the 
Amendment  of  the  FKtoriea*  Act — By  General  CNmi^ 
firomBiUy  and  other  plaeei,  fbrthe  CommifBionen  of  Bdu- 
eation  (Ireland),  not  to  be  allowed  to  refliee  idd  to  School, 
becauae  Scriptuval  Inatruction  be  not  aoooirding  to  the 
fundamental  ragulationa.— By  Lord  FBAWcra  Boinvow* 
ftom  Ifiddleton,  for  Repeal  of  Duty  on  Cottoni  and  tram 
EHex,  Yorlc,  Cambridge,  and  Lancaster,  for  Revision  of 
Laws  rdating  to  Inokeeperk— By  O.  F.  Vomro,  fknm 
South  Shidds,  tot  Repeal  of  Duty  on  Marine  Insunncea. 
—By  Mr.  Waixack,  IVom  Glasgow,  complaining  of  the 
Exportation  of  Foreign  made  Biseuit  and  Flour  in  Bond 
aa  Merchandiie,  but  in  reality  as  for  the  oonsinnptlen  of 
Ships'  Crews.— By  Lord  Fiuwcia  EonarON,  General 
Ltook,  and  aereral  other  Hon.  Msmmiis,  firom  various 
plaees,  against  the  Abidition  of  Chureh-ntes.— By  Mr* 
DxTKT  and  other  Hon.  Mbmbbbs,  ftom  Tarious  plaoei* 
for  the  Abolition  of  Chuzcb-ratea. 
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•were  happening  not  unfrequently,  he  was 
qualifiea  to  speak  aa  to  the  practice  in 
this' respect,  and  he  begged  to  say  that 
relief  out  of  the  workhouse  was  not 
refused  to  persons  who  were  not  able- 
bodied. 

The  Bishop  of  Exeter  would  not  have 
troubled  their  Lordships  again  but  from 
some  misapprehension  vihich  existed  as  to 
an  observation  that  had  fallen  from  him. 
He  had  not  stated  that  a  man  who  had 
lost  an  arm  or  a  leg,  upon  application  to 
the  board  of  guardians^  would  be  imme- 
diately sent  to  the  workhouse ;  but  what 
he  did  say  was  this — that  the  best  labourer 
in  a  parish,  if  he  should  happen  to  meet 
with  either  of  those  serious  misfortunes, 
although  he  might  still  be  able  to  earn  5s. 
a  week,  would  be  bound  by  the  statute 
to  go  to  the  workhouse ;  for  the  words  of 
the  statute  did  not  merely  include  able- 
bodied  men,  but  all  those  who  could  in 
any  manner  maintain  themselves.  He 
had  undoubtedly  spoken  in  a  strong  way 
of  some  parts  of  this  Bill,  which  he  con- 
sidered deserving  of  the  severest  censure ; 
but  he  had  not  spoken  in  the  same  man- 
ner of  all  parts,  nor  had  he  applied  to  the 
Bill  as  a  whole  the  terms  of  censure  to 
whichy  in  his  opinion,  some  parts  were 
liable ;  an  opinion  in  which  he  was  borne 
out  by  the  practical  experience  of  the  noble 
Lord  opposite. 

Lord  Brougham  replied,  that  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  had  omitted  to  state  any  por- 
tion of  the  measure  to  which  he  did  not 
object ;  it  was  fair,  therefore,  to  infer  that 
he  was  opposed  to  the  whole  of  it,  there 
being  no  exception  whatever  to  his  cen- 
sure. On  another  occasion  a  cry  had 
been  raised  of  "  The  Bill,  the  whole  Bill, 
and  nothing  but  the  Bill.''  Of  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  he  should  now  say^  that  his 
speech  was  equivalent  to  raising  a  cry  of 
<'  No  Bill,  nothing  of  the  Bill,  and  any- 
thing but  the  Bill." 

Petitions  laid  upon  the  table. 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Friday,  ApHl  7,  1837. 


Mniimii.3  Pctitiooa  presented.  By  Mr.  Boluno,  Lord 
FnAircxs  Eenroif,  Mr.  FmnaarnLD*  and  Sir  JAina 
QauuLur*  ftom  Bridgwater  and  Boltoii>le-Moars»  Ibr 
Inquiry  into  the  mode  of  providing  Medical  Attcndanee 
Ibr  the  Poor  by  the  Board  of  Onardianst  from  the  Board 
of  Guardians  of  West-Ward  Union,  Weatmoieland,  for  the 
Repeal  of  the  Bastardy  Clauses  of  the  New  Poor-law  Acts 
ftom  the  Guardians  of  the  Bridport  Union,  in  Support ; 
and  ftom  Heales.  ibr  the  Repeal  of  Poor-law  Act—By 
Mr.  P.  HowABO  and  other  Hon.  MjiMBsna.  ftom  New- 
kuTiBv  lUmoutbi  ud  other  plMis,  ciwnpirtning  of  the 


Explanation.]  Mr.  Labouchere 
moved  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House 
going  into  Committee  on  the  Post-office 
Acts  Repeal  Bill.  His  object  was  to  post- 
pone the  Committee  for  a  week. 

Mr.  Freshjield  said,  he  would  take  that 
opportunity  of  asking  the  hon.  Member 
for  Truro  whether,  when  he  stated  last 
qjght  that  the  resolution  of  26th  February, 
1830,  regarding  Parliamentary  agents  had 
been  got  rid  of  by  an  evasion,  he  had 
alluded  to  his  (Mr.  Fresbfield's)  con- 
duct ? 

Mr.  Tooke  had  no  hesitation  in  answer- 
ing the  question  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  as, 
he  was  convinced  that  he  (Mr.  Freshfield) 
had  acted  most  honourably,  and  upon  the 
fair  and  honest  conviction  of  his  own  mind. 
He  (Mr.  Tooke)  had  not,  in  the  most 
distant  manner,  dluded  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber ;  but  he  had  stated  that  persons  less 
disinterested  than  the  hon.  Gentleman 
might  evade  the  spirit  of  the  resolution  in 
the  manner  he  had  mentioned. 

In  answer  to  a  question  put  by  Sir 
Eardley  Wilmot, 

Mr.  Labouchere  replied,  that  his  object 
in  introducing  the  Post-office  Bill,  now  on 
the  table  of  the  House,  was  to  consolidate 
the  laws  relating  to  the  Post-office  de- 
partment at  present  in  force,  and  to  remove 
some  existing  anomalies.  This  being  the 
sole  object  of  his  Bill,  he  should  listen 
to  any  suggestion  for  the  introduction  of 
new  matter  with  extreme  caution. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Committee 
on  the  Post-office  Acts  Repeal  Bill  read, 
and  postponed. 

Casb  of  Mr  Lovesbt.]  Lord  Gran- 
vUle  Somerset  said,  that  he  was  extremely 
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lorry  to  int^rposti  et^a  to  the  shortest 

txtenti  and  prevent  ike  important  die- 
cuHion  which  stood  for  this  evenifigf,  but 
he  trusled  that,  as  an  hon.  and  g;allant 
Member  bad  iast  nighty  without  any  pre- 
vioui  intimation,  made  a  very  serious, 
circunistantiali  and  he  might  also  say 
acrimonious,  accusation  againit  persons, 
in  whose  honour  he  took  the  deepest 
interest,  the  House  would  not  think  he 
wai  interf^rlnof  improperly,  If  he  solicited 
its  attention  for  a  very  short  period.  It 
was  not  very  unnatural  for  the  House 
before  it  proceeded  with  a  discussion  upon 
the  code  of  laws  under  which  the  army  of 
thie  country  was  governed^  to  wish  to 
clear  away  any  imputations  or  accusations 
which  might  affect  those  parties  to  whom 

the  execution  of  those  laws  wAsi  to  be 
intrusted.  Again,  if  the  accusation  made 
last  night  by  the  hon.  and  gallabt  Mem* 
ber  for  Gloucester  w&s  correct,  it  could 
not  pass  unnoticed  by  the  House,  because 
that  Siccusation  was  of  such  a  character 
as  not  to  justify  (if  well  founded)  (he  CM- 
(inuatice  m  oftice  of  the  Commander-io- 
chief  or  of  his  cofiAdetitlttl  secretatf, 
ft|ai08t  whiehthe  accttsatioii  was  directed. 
He  laboured  under  the  misfortune  of  not 
having  been  present  In  the  House  wheti 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  brought  for- 
ward these  charges,  but  he  had  had 
recourse  to  the  best  sources  of  information 
he  could  find,  and  had  compared  the 
different  accounts  which  had  been 
published  of  what  had  occurred  in  the 
House  last  night,  and  he  believed  he 
mi^ht  be  warranted  in  presuming  that  the 
statement  attributed  to  thehoti.and  g;aliant. 
Member  in  the  newspaoer  supporting  the 
same  politics  as  himself,  might  be  safely 
relied  on  as  being  correct.  Now  if  this 
statement  contained  anything  which  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  Wished  to  retract 
or  explain,  he  would  be  glad  if  he  would 
do  so,  as  he  r(?ad  it,  and  then  allow  him 
to  stale  the  facts  of'  which  he  was  in 
possession.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
was  supposed  to  hnve  said,  **  that  be  could 
furnish  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex, 
and  the  House,  with  one  instance,  that 
would  sufficiently  siiuw  that  there  pre* 
vailed  at  the  Horse-Ouards  very  strong 
political  opinions,  Bud  that  those  opinions 
leaned  strongly  towards  that  side  which 
was  entirely  opposed  to  his  Majesty's 
Government.  As  the  instance  to  which 
he  alluded  occurred  during  the  Admini- 
stration of  Earl  Orcy,  and  as  it  was  men- 


tioned to  that  nobletnan  when  be  wai  it 
the  head  of  the  Qovernmeiit,  be  (Oapttla 
Berkeley)  trusted  t})e  House  would  extend 
their  patience  to  him,  while  he  briefly 
narrated  the  facts  of  the  case*  A  gentle- 
man in  Gloucestershire,  having  amaeted 
considerable  property,  died,  leaving  the 
whole  of  that  property  to  his  son»  This 
son,  wishing  to  get  into  a  different  statfofi 
of  life,  wanted  to  travel  abroad,  and  for 
that  purpose  he.was  desirous  of  wearing 
the  British  uniform.  He  accordingly  ap- 
plied  to  the  heads  of  the  Whig  party  ia 
Glocestershire,  but  who  could  not  olttain 
for  him  the  purchase  of  a  commission  ta 
any  regiment  whatsoever.  Every  excuse 
that  could  possibly  be  made  was  resorted 
to,  which  put  it  quite  out  of  the  question 
that  that  gentleman  should  obtain  a  com^ 
mission  by  such  means.  Finding  II  im- 
possible to  get  a  commission  from  the 
beads  of  the  Whig  party,  he  wetit  to  the 
family  of  the  Duke  of  Beaufort,  Lord 
Pitzroy  Somerset  being  Secretary  at  the 
Horse-Ouards.  Upon  making  that  apolt* 
cation,  he  fairly  and  distinctly  sakl, ''  My 
Amily  have  always  hitherto  been  Wbigii, 
and  not  on  the  same  side  of  polltiea  tmt 

!^ou  are ;  but  !f  a  commission  ean  be  got 
br  me  f^om  the  Horse^Guards  through  thfe 
influence  of  the  Beaufort  family,  we  shtli 
in  future  be  on  the  Tory  side^'*  The  appli- 
cation, he  believed  (but  he  should  be  sorry 
to  state  it  as  a  fact  without  knowing  it  to 
be  such),  was  made  through  Lord  Edward 
Somerset,  and  in  the  space  of  a  short 
time,  permission  came  down  frOm  thfe 
Horse«Guards  to  Glocestershire,  for  the 
gentleman  on  whose  behalf  the  application 
bad  been  made  to  purchase  a  oommiseioit« 
A  commission  was  purchased  acoordingty, 
and  that  gentleman,  and  all  whom  hecotm 
command,  had  been  Tories  ever  einoe.^* 
Now  that  was  (he  statement  with  regard 
to  which  he  believed  it  was  incorrect  only 
in  the  name  being  stated  to  be  Loveday, 
whereas  it  ought  to  beliOvesey.  Heshoold 
for  the  present  sit  down  until  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  should  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  making  any  explanation  he  might 
think  proper. 

Captain  Berkeley  said,  that  the  report 
which  the  noble  Lord  bad  just  read  to 
the  House  was  nearly  correct  in  every 
particular,  except  as  it  regarded  Mr. 
Lovesey's  father,  whom  he  had  stated  to 
be  dead ;  such  was  not  the  fact,  though 
he  did  not  consider  it  at  all  bore  upon  the 

question.    With  regard  to  another  fact»  it 
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might  be  very  well  soppofted,  thftt  In  a 
plain  fttatemetit,  such  as  he  made  lait 
night,  the  least  vnriation  or  alteration  in 
words,  would  give  a  totally  difTereut  sense 
to  what  was  intended.  He  said,  that  with 
regard  to  that  part  of  the  Report  which 
made  it  appear  that  Mr.  Lovesey  stated  to 
the  Beaurort  family,  that  he  would  turn 
Tory  if  they  got  him  a  commission'^that 
communication  was  not  made  to  the 
Beaufort  family,  but  was  made  to  Lord 
Segrave,  and  in  that,  and  that  only,  was 
there  any  incorrect  statement  in  the 
Morning  Chronicle,  He  was  ready  to 
repeat  every  word  he  laid  last  night t  he 
was  ready  to  prove  the  whole  was  true. 

Lord  unxnviUe  Some¥Ht  was  glad  that 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  had  corrected 
one  part  of  his  statement.  Well,  he  was 
extremely  glad  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber had  corre€tfd  one  part  of  the  report. 
But  it  was  somewhat  curious  to  observe, 
that  in  all  the  papers  the  fact  was  stated 
much  in  the  same  way.  But  he  was 
prepared  now  to  state  to  the  HoUle  the 
whole  oiroumstanoes  of  Vbo  ease  to  which 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Membar  had  referred, 
\ti  so  Ukt  as  Lord  Fkaroy  Soflttenetwas 
concerned.  If  he  understood  the  gist  of 
the  aecusatioA,  It  was  this,— that  an  appli- 
cation for  a  commission  for  Mr.  Lotresey 
had  been  made  by  (he  head  of  the  Whig 
party  in  the  county  of  Glocester,  meaning 
thereby  Lord  Segrave,  and  that  he  was 
unable  to  obtain  it ;  but  that  immediately 
on  an  application  being  made  throiigh 
Lord  Edward  Somerset,  the  commission 
was  immediately  obtained.  It  had  also 
been  stated  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member,  that  the  gentleman  for  whom 
the  commission  was  desired,  was  ankious 
to  obtain  it,  for  the  purpose  of  going 
abroad  in  a  smart  coat.  On  the  statement 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member,  he  (Lord 
O.  Somerset)  would  make  no  commeat; 
but  he  would  content  himself  ^ih  stating 
the  eircumatances  of  the  castf  so  far  as 
Lord  Fittroy  Somerset  was  concerned.  It 
was  impossible  for  him  to  have  access 
since  last  niffht  to  Lord  B.  Somerset,  as 
he  was  in  the  country;  however,  that 
could  not  vary  the  circumstances  which  he 
was  about  to  state.  The  simple  case 
was  thb.  In  the  month  of  Jane,  1830, 
Lord  F.  Somerset  received  the  letter  he 
was  about  to  read  from  Sir  H.  Camp- 
belj : 

**  Richmond  Purk,  June  1, 1R30. 
**  My  Lordy-— I  have  been  requested  to  put 
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the  enclosed  into  your  hands ;  I  beg  leave  to 

add  my  request,  that  Lord  Hill  will  have  the 
goodness  to  put  the  voung  gentleman's  name 
on  hts  list  of  candidates  for  the  purchase  of 
an  ensigncy.  I  am  not  psrioaally  acquainted 
with  the  parties,  but  I  am  informed  by  a 
relation,  that  the  father  is  a  very  respectable 
man,  and  that  he  has  ample  means  to  make 
his  son  a  sufficient  allowance,  if  he  ever  hat 
the  good  fortune  to  sucoe^d  in  his  object. 

**  I  have>  Stc.i 
"  Haitar  Campbell,  Lieutenant^Gooeral. 

**  To  MaJor^Oeneral,  Lord  Fitsroy  Somerset.*' 

This  letter  was  from  Lieutenant-General 
Sir  M.  Campbell,  whose  politics  he  did 
not  know,  neither  was  he  aware  that  that 
gallant  officer  had  ever  taken  part  in  the 
politics  of  the  county  of  Gloucester.    It 

was  accompanied  by  the  enclosure  bf  a 
letter  from  the  young  genttaman*g  father, 
who  was  last  night  stated  to  have  been 
dead  at  that  period*  The  letter  enclosed 
tvas  as  follows  t— 

**  Charlton,  near  Cheltenham,  May  30, 1630. 

'*  My  Lord,-^!  baa  most  respeotfuUy  to  re- 

2ttest  you  «viU  lay  before  his  Lordibip  the 
lomroanderwn-ohief  of  his  mi^eity'a  forees  my 
earnest  solioilation  to  oblaini  by  purehasei  a 
ooromissioD  In  the  army  for  my  senv  John 
Whitehorne  Loveaeyi  who  has  now  attained  his 
seventeenth  year,  and. to  which  honourable  pro- 
fession he  is  most  fully  qualified  from  his  habits 
iind  manners,  as  well  as  from  the  education  he 
has  perfected  under  the  Ret.  Thumas  Itowley, 
of  Bridgenorth,  and  the  Hev*  D.  Davias,  of 
Cranbrook,  Kent|  to  whom,  with  the  greatest 
satisAiction,  I  beg  to  refer  for  his  cliaracter  and 
general  good  conduct. 

"  With  the  greatest  respect,  &c., 

''  CoKWAY  W*  LOVCSBT. 

•<To  Lord  FitaroySonerietyMiUtary  Seoretary/' 

It  was  somewhat  strange  that  this  tetter 
from  the  father  of  the  young  gentleman 
was  silent  as  to  the  desire  to  go  abroad  in 
a  smart  coat,  andhow  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Gloucester  obtained  know- 
ledge of  such  a  fact,  was  beyond  his  com- 
prehensioti.  Now,  what  was  the  answer 
which  Lord  Fit^roy  Somerset  gave  to  this 
applicationi     Ho  would  read  tt« 

*'  Horse  Guards,  June  4, 1d30. 

'*  Sir, — I  have  laid  before  Lord  Hill  your 
letter  of  the  1st  instant,  and  I  have  the  plea- 
sure to  acquaint  you  that  I  have  receivea  his 
directions  to  add  the  name  of  Mr.  John  W. 
Lovesey  to  the  list  of  candidates  for  the  puN 
chaae  of  commissions,  and  to  assure  you  that 
bis  Lordship  will  be  glad  to  have  the  means  of 
introducing  that  gentleman  into  the  service. 
Lord  Hill  has,  however,  so  many  to  provide 

(oT,  that  he  cannot  venture  to  hold  out  to  Mr. 
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.Lovesey  the  expectation  of  an  early  appoint] 
menu 

"  I  have,  &c., 

"  FiTZROT  Somerset. 

'^Lieutenant-General  Sir  H.  Campbell,  K.C.B.'' 

The  House  would  not  fail  to  observe,  that 
all  this  occurred  when  the  Duke  of  Wel- 
lington and  his.  Tories  were  in  office.  The 
next  application  for  the  commission  was 
made  by  Captain  Marshall,  who,  he  be- 
lieved, was  the  master  of  the  ceremonies 
at  Cheltenham,  and  was  couched  in  these 
terms  :— 

<' Cheltenham,  April  4, 1831. 

"  My  Lord, — ^With  reference  to  your  Lord- 
ship's letter  of  the  4th  June,  1830,  to  General 
Sir  Henry  Campbell,  in  reply  to  the  applica» 
tion,  he  was  so  good  as  to  make  to  the  Com- 
mander-in-chief for  a  commission,  by  purchase, 
for  my  relative,  Mr.  John  W.  Lovesey,  and  the 
interview  I  was  honoured  with  by  your  Lord- 
ship in  December  last  on  the  subject,  I  trust 
I  may  be  excused,  from  the  natural  anxiety  and 
interest  I  have  for  my  relative,  thus  to  trou- 
ble you  to  repeat  my  respectful  but  earnest 
hope  that  you  may  be  pleased  to  bring  the 
same  again  before  his  Lordship,  the  Comman- 
der«in-«hief,  and  to  assure  you  of  the  grateful 
obligation  I  shall  ever  be  under  to  your  Lord-* 
ship  by  your  kindness  in  furthering  our  views. 

*'  I  have,  &c., 

*'  F.  H.  Marshall, 

"  Late  81st  Regiment. 
''  Major-General  Lord  F.  Somerset." 

To  this  second  application,  Lord  Fitsroy 
Somerset  returned  the  following  reply:-— 

''  Horse  Guards,  April  7,  1831. 

*'  Sir, — ^I  beg  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of 
your  letter  of  the  4th  inst. 

^  I  shall  be  very  happy  to  draw  Lord  Hill^s 
attention  to  your  wishes  in  behalf  of  Mr. 
Lovesey  when  I  see  a  favourable  opportunity ; 
but  that  gentleman  is  still  so  low  on  the  list 
that  I  am  afraid  it  would  be  useless  to  urge  his 
Loidship  on  the  subject  at  this  moment. 

''  I  have,  &c. 

**  FiTZBOY  SOM  ERSBT. 

*"  Captain  Marshall.*' 

So  that  it  appeared  from  all  the  inresti- 
gation  that  had  been  made,  that  the  first 
application  to  the  Horse-Guards  was  made, 
DOt  from  the  head  of  the  Whig  party  in 
the  county  of  Glocester,  but  that  tne  first 
person  who  solicited  it  was  Sir  H,  Camp- 
bell, who,  as  far  as  he  knew,  was  uncon- 
nected with  that  county ;  and  the  second 
was  made  by  Captain  Marshallf  whose 
politics  he  knew  to  be  those  which  he 
espoused.  It  appeared  also  that  the  next 
application  was  from  Lord  Edward  Somer* 
set,  and  the  last  from  Colonel  Berkeley, 


now  Lord  Segrave.  He  thought,  thecer 
fore,  that  he  had  shown  that  the  fint 
application  did  not  come  from  Lord  Se- 
grave.  Next,  that  the  first  was  made 
whilst  persons  of  Tory  politics  were  in 
power.  Thirdly,  that,  from  the  first,  inti- 
mation was  given  that  the  commission 
could  not  be  given  immediately;  and 
lastly,  that  when  given,  it  was  not  so  with 
reference  to  the  application  of  Lord  Edward 
Somerset,  but  that  it  was  more  likely  to 
have  been  obtained  with  reference  to  that 
of  Lord  Segrave.  But  what  was  the  feel- 
ing which  Captain  Marshall  himself  enter- 
tained as  to  the.  party  on  whose  applica- 
tion the  commission  was  obtained  ?  Here 
was  the  answer  Captain  Marshall  gave  to 
the  communication  that  the  commission 
would  be  granted  to  his  relative  Mr. 
Lovesey.     He  writes  as  follows : — 

<'  Cheltenham,  April  5,  1832. 
^  My  Lord,-— I  have  the  honour  to  acknow- 
ledge the  receipt  of  your  Lordship's  letter  of 
the  31st  ult.,  acquainting  me  of  the  success  of 
my  application  for  Mr.  John  Whitehoro  Love- 
sey's  commission  of  ensign  in  the  95th  foot, 
and  with  a  renewal  of  my  best  thanks  for  your 
Lordship's  great  kindness,  I  beg  to  acquaint 
you  that  the  sum  of  450/.  shall  be  remitted  to 
Messrs.  Greenwood,  Cox,  and  Co.,  as  desired, 
by  the  post,  hence,  on  Monday  next,  and  with 
great  respect, 

**  I  have,  &c., 

'<  F.  H.  MakihaLl. 

"  Lord  Fitzroy  Somerset." 

Now,  where  was  the  pretence  for  sayiof: 
that  Lord  Segrave  had  failed  in  bis  appli* 
cation  for  the  commission,  when  his  name 
appeared  in  the  books  last  in  the  solicitsu 
tion.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Glocester,  meant  from  the  statement,  that 
the  young  gentleman  wished  to  go  abroad 
in  a  scarlet  coat,  to  induce  the  notion  that 
the  Commander-in-chief  had  given  oon. 
missions  without  inquiring  the  fitnesf 
of  those  on  whom  they  were  conferred. 
[Captain  Berkeley :  *<  No,  no/'J  Thea 
where  was  the  use  of  narrating  the  story  ? 
But  what  had  really  happened?  Wby 
that  when  this  young  gentleman  got  his 
commission,  it  was  dat^  the  20th  April, 
1832 ;  the  first  application  having  been 
made  in  April,  1830.  He  joined  his  regi- 
ment on  the  20th  May,  1832,  whidi  was 
as  soon  as  possible,  and,  instead  of  going 
abroad,  he  remained  at  home  with  the 
regiment  until  he  sold  oat  in  1835.  In 
thus  proving  a  negative,  he  did  not  think 
he  could  possibly  make  the  statameni  of 
facts  more  clear.    He  had  shown  tliat 
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Ae  finU  application  was  not  made  by 
the  head  of  the  Whig  party  at  Glou- 
eester,  for  he  had  proved  that  Lord  Se- 
grave's  was  the  last  application,  while  that 
of  Sir  H.  Campbell  and  the  youne  gentle- 
man's father  was  the  first.  He  had  proved^ 
as  far  as  a  negative  could  be  proved,  that 
the  whole  transaction  was  perfectly  regpular, 
and  that  it  had  not  been  influenced  by 
party  or  political  considerations.  He  could 
assert,  on  behalf  of  Lord  Fitzroy  Somerset, 
that  he  was  uninfluenced  by  politics  in  the 
discharge  of  the  duties  of  his  office— that 
he  placed  the  names  of  individuals,  candi- 
dates for  commissions,  before  Lord  Hill,  in 
their  regular  turns,  and  that  apart  from  all 
political  considerations;  such  was  his 
practice  in  all  cases.  He  stood  here  to 
assert,  and  he  hoped  he  had  done  so  suc- 
cessfully, that  Lord  Fitzroy  Somerset  had 
not,  in  this  case,  misconducted  himself  in 
the  way  which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem* 
ber  last  night,  and  without  notice,  stated, 
and  stated  in  a  manner  highly  injurious  to 
that  noble  Lord's  character.         • 

Captain  Berkeley  said,  that  in  the  first 
place,  he  did  not  think  the  noble  Lord  who 
had  just  sat  down  had  any  right  to  com- 
plain of  his  (Captain  Berkelev's)  want  of 
courtesy  in  not  having  given  him  notice 
that  he  was  about  to  mentiou  to  the  House 
the  name  of  the  noble  Lord's  relative,  and 
to  bring  his  conduct  before  the  House. 
When  he  came  down  last  night,  he  found 
the  House  engaged  in  the  discussion  of 
the  question,  whether  or  not  political  bias 
prevailed  at  the  Horse-Guards  in  favour  of 
one  party  or  the  other,  and  if  the  Horse- 
Guards'  authorities  did  not  interfere  im- 
pioperly.  The  facts  he  had  then  stated, 
he  still  maintained  were  true  in  every 
woid.  He  still  maintained  that  Lord  Se- 
grave  did  on  many  and  several  occasions 
apply  for  this  commission;  that  the 
answer  was  always  the  same,  viz.,  that  it 
was  impossible  to  promise  it,  and  that 
ever^  delay  was  thrown  in  the  way  of  his 
application.  He  should  like  to  ask  the 
aoole  Lord  opposite  who  had  read  these 
letters  to  the  House,  whether  he  had  taken 
the  trouble  to  inquire  for  any  letters 
written  by  Lord  Segrave  on  this  subject, 
and  how  often  and  in  how  many  places 
that  noUe  Lord  applied  for  this  very  com- 
mission. The  noble  Lord  opposite  stated 
that  he  regretted  that  he  haa  not  had  an 
opportunity  of  communicating  with  his 
noUe  relative  in  the  country.  So  also  did  | 
he  (Captain  Berkeley)  regret  that  he  had  \ 
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not  had  time  to  communicate  with  Loid 
Segrave,  for  then  he  might  have  come 
down  prepared  with  paper  against  paper, 
and  would  have  been  able  to  have  stated 
how  often  Lord  Segrave  renewed  his  ap- 
plications.   He  had  not  thrown  any  stigma 
upon  any  of  the  relatives  of  the  noble 
Ix>rd ;  the  noble  Lord's  brother  was  at  the 
head  of  one  great  party  in  the  county  of 
Gloucester,  and  his  (Captain  Berkeley's) 
brother  was  at  the  head  of  another;  and 
though    Lord  F.  Somerset  was    at   the 
Horse  Guards,  he  (Captain  Berkeley)  did 
not  blame  Lord  F.  Somerset  or  the  Duke 
of  Beaufort  for  doing  all  they  could  to 
keep  their  party  together ;  it  was  exactly 
what  he  should  do  if  he  were  in  their 
places,  and  had  a  brother  Military  Secre- 
tary at  the  Horse-Guards.    It  was  natural 
to  suppose  that  in  such  a  case  his  brother 
would  pav  greater  attention  to  his  (Captain 
Berkeley  s)  application  than  he  would  to 
those  of  political  opponents.    It  was,  how- 
ever, to  be  regrettea  that  such  a  state  of 
things  should  exist.    It  was  notorious — it 
was  the  common  talk  of  the  whole  county 
of  Gloucester,  that  it  was  wholly  useless 
for  one  of  the  Whig  party  to  apply  at  the 
Horse-Guards,  while  that  individual,  the 
brother  of  the  noble  Lord,  remained  there. 
He  would    not   state  anything  in    that 
House  which  he  did  not  firmly,  honestly, 
and  conscientiously  believe ;  and  he  re- 
peated that  he  firmly,  honestly,  and  con- 
scientiously   believed   that    Mr.  Lovesey 
received  his  commission  because  it  was 
applied  for  by  the  Beaufort  family,  and  he 
was  equally  certain  that  be  would  not  have 
got  it  on  the  application  of  Lord  Segrave. 
He  did  not  think  it  necessary  further  to 
occupy  the  attention  of  the  House.     He 
would,  however,  ask  the  noble  Lord  oppo- 
site, whether  among  the  papers  he  had 
produced,  he  had  found  any  letters  written 
either  by  Lord  Segrave  or  by  Lord  Edward 
Somerset.    He  understood  the  noble  Lord 
to  intimate  that  he  had  neither.    That 
was  extraordinary.    There  remained  one 
point  more  only  to  which  he  would  advert, 
— namely,  that  there  was  a  gentleman  in 
the  House  who  could  better  inform  them 
what  took  place  when  the  commission  came 
down — ^he  could  tell  them  of  the  rejoicings 
which  took  place,  and  that  the  residence  of 
Mr.  Lovesey  was  then  opened  to  persons  of 
a  very  different  political  character  than 
had  ever  assembled  there  before.     He  re- 
peated that  he  stated  only  what  he  believed 
to  be  facts.    By  those  facts  he  stood ;  and 
2F 
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hft  trostad  by  rotarn  of  poBt  be  sbonld  be 
Bble  to  throw  a  little  more  light  upon  the 
.  tobject. 

Mr.  Craven  Berkeley  complained,  that 
when  the  noble  Lord  opposite  came  down 
armed  with  these  letters,  he  had  not  pro- 
duced any  of  Lord  Segrave's,  nor  the 
successful  one  of  Lord  Edward  Somerset's. 
The  noble  Lord  might  try  to  convince 
boD.  Members  who  were  unacquainted 
with' the  county  of  Gloucester,  chat  such 
was  not  the  case,  but  it  was  notorious  in 
that  county,  that  when  one  of  the  Tory 
party  applied  at  the  Horse-Guards  for  a 
commission,  it  was  obtained  directly;  but 
when  one  of  the  Whig  party  applied  it  was 
not  to  be  obtained. 

Lord  Granville  Somerset  said,  that  the 
tone  of  the  hon.  Members  for  Gloucester 
and  Cheltenham  showed  very  clearly  the 
animus  which  pervaded  among  one  party 
in  the  county  of  Gloucester.  The  answer 
to  the  question  put  to  him  was  a  very 
plain  one,  namely,  that  every  exertion  and 
search  had  been  made  for  any  letters  that 
might  have  been  addressed  to  the  Horse 
Guards  either  by  Lord  Segrave,  or  by 
Lord  £dward  Somerset;  but  none  were  to 
be  found ;  and  Lord  Fitzroy  Somerset's 
recollection  was,  that  when  the  noble 
brother  of  the  hon.  Members  opposite 
•approached  him,  it  was  in  a  very  different 
tone  and  manner  than  had  been  displayed 
by  those  two  hon.  Members.  All  their 
communications  had  been  carried  on  with 
great  good  humour.  It  was  a  great  mis- 
fortune that  no  letter  from  the  noble  Lord 
could  be  found,  as  he  was  satisfied  it 
would  show  that  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Gloucester  was  not  borne  out 
by  the  facts.  He  repeated,  that  from  the 
books  it  would  appear  that  the  application 
of  Lord  Segrave  was  made  last,  and  not 
first. 

Mr.  Hope  said,  it  was  much  to  be  re« 
gretted  that  statements  were  too  frequently 
made  in  this  House,  reflecting  on  indivi* 
duals  without  their  accuracy  having  been 
first  ascertained.  He  rose  to  complain  of 
some  remarks  attributed  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Ipswich,  as  having  been  made  last 
night,  as  appeared  in  The  Times  news- 
paper. He  would  read  them  as  reported. 
*'  Mr.  Wason  reminded  the  House  of  the 
conduct  pursued  by  the  Duke  of  Wel- 
lington when  he  brought  forward  the 
Catholic  Emancipation  Bill.  Lord  Beres- 
ford,  then  the  Master  General  of  the  i 
Ordnance,  intimated  to  the  Duke  his  un-  I 


wilUnguess  to  vote  for  that  measore,  and 
the  Duke  of  Wellington  replied,  that  Lord 
Beresford  might  do  as  he  (lAeased,  but  that 
the  Master  General  of  the  Ordnance  must 
vote  for  the  Bill."  He  did  not  know 
whether  these  were  the  remarks  made  by 
the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  Wason :  Those  are  the  very  words 
1  used,  or  intended  to  use. 

Mr.  Hope  said,  that  the  report  qnofeed 
by  the  hon.  Member  cast  a  severe  reflec- 
tion on  the  noble  Duke,  who  was  charged 
with  using  such  a  threat,  and  upon  the 
noble  Lord  to  whom  the  threat  was  sup- 
posed to  have  been  uttered.  The  only 
remark  he  could  make  upon  it  was,  that 
the  report  quoted  last  night  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ipswich  was,  from  beginning 
to  end,  utterly  without  foundation  in  fact, 
and  nothing  ever  passed  between  the  two 
noble  individuals  in  question  that  could 
give  any  colour  or  pretence  for^och  a 
report. 

Mr.  IVason  said,  that  hon.  Members 
who  were  in  the  House  at  the  time  would 
do  him  the  justice  to  say  that  the  state- 
ment alluded  to  was  precisely  in  point 
with  respect  to  the  questkm  then  under 
discussion.  If  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
just  sat  down  had  never  heard  the  report 
before,  he  believed  he  was  the  only  hon. 
Member  in  that  House  who  stood  in  that 
situation.  If  the  report  was  incorrect,  he 
felt,  as  every  Gentleman  must  feel,  sorry 
for  having  given  currency  to  it. 

Subject  dropped. 

Military  Pukishmbnts.]  The  Order 
of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  resolve  itaslf 
into  a  Committee  on  the  Mutiny  Bill  bar* 
ing  been  read, 

Major  Fancourt  said,  that  in  rising  to 
move  the  appointment  of  a  Committee  to 
examine  and  report  on  the  question  of 
military  punishments,  he  might  be  per* 
mitted  to  state  tl)e  precise  grounds  on 
which  he  had  been  led  to  submit  the  quea** 
tion  of  flogging  in  the  army  to  the  coo« 
sideration  of  the  House  in  this  patticalftr 
form.  It  seemed  to  him,  that  after  having 
yearly,  and,  he  was  sorry  to  add,  onsoe* 
cessfully,  divided  the  House  on  the  tin« 
mediate  and  -entire  abolition  of  corporal 
punishments  in  the  British  army,  that  il 
would  be  in  some  sort  trifling  with  tba 
House  were  he  to  trouble  hon.  Mcmbara 
for  a  mere  repetition  of  their  votes,  withont 
bringing  forward  further  evidence  in  sisp« 
port  of  his  own  views.    The  appoinimanft 
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•f  a  miKlary  commissioii  by  bis  Majesty, 
under  tbe  advite  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
dem&B  then  filling  the  office  of  Prime 
Minister,  inspired  him  with  a  hope  that 
what  the  Commissioners  themselves  called 
a  minute  and  searching  inquiry  into  the 
means  at  present  used  to  maintain  thedis- 
eipline  or  the  army,  with  a  view  to  the 
abolition  of  corporal  punishments,  would 
have  been  entered  into.  But  a  commis- 
sion of  inquiry  as  to  the  expediency  of 
abolishing  corporal  punishments  could  not 
satisfy  the  public  mind,  composed  as  this 
commission  was,  of  persons  avowedly  hos- 
tilei  or,  to  say  the  least,  none  of  them 
favourable,  to  such  abolition.  Think- 
ing as  he  did,  that  the  conclusions  at 
wMoh  the  Commissioners  had  arrived 
were  very  questionable,  it  appeared  to 
bim  that  the  clearest  and  most  satisfactory 
course  to  be  pursued  for  combatting  such 
conclusions,  would  be  the  appointment  of 
a  Select  Committee  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons comprising  those  favourable  as  well 
aa  those  adverse  to  corporal  punishments. 
Thc^  report  of  such  a  Committee*  whether 
favourable  to  the  public  wishes  or  not, 
would,  at  all  events  be  thus  far  satisfactory 
lo  the  public  mind,  that  it  would  have  re- 
sulted from  a  fall  and  fair  inquiry  into  the 
whole  qneetion  by  hon.  Members  on  both 
tides  of  the  House,  or  he  should  perhaps 
say  of  both  sides  of  the  question.  They 
ifrere  told  that  this  punishment  might  be 
dispensed  with  in  time  of  peace,  but  that 
the  power  of  inflicting  it  was  at  all  times 
adviseable,  and  in  time  of  war  indispens- 
able. He  was,  therefore,  desirous  that  a 
Committee  of  the  House  stiould  take  ad- 
vantage of  the  time  of  peace  now  enjoyed 
for  the  purpose  of  establishing  a  system 
of  military  discipline  less  repugnant  to  the 
popniar  sympathies  than  that  now  in  force. 
The  principle  of  inquiry  into  the  ex- 
pediency of  this  mode  of  punishment  he 
found  conceded  in  a  passage  in  the  Report 
of  the  Commissioners  :-*"  Nothing  can  be 
more  certain  than  that  in  this  country,  and 
with  the  ample  means  afforded  to  every 
man  in  it  for  the  free  discussion  of  any 
subject  in  Parliament,  in  courts  of  laws, 
in  public  meetings,  and  through  the  press, 
no  practice  can  be  long  maintained  which 
is  really  contrary  to  the  well-considered 
judgment  and  settled  feelings  of  the 
Country."  It  was  because  he  was  of 
opinion  that  the  judgment  and  feeling  of 
the  country  were  opposed  to  military 
flofgiog  that  be  strove  for  its  abolition. 


And  when  referring  to  tbe  Report  of  the 
Commissioners  he  wished  to  avail  himself 
of  their  admission  that  any  partial  aboli- 
tion of  the  punishment  must  prove 
nugatory — in  short,  that  for  any  good 
purpose  the  abolition  must,  in  the  terms 
of  the  motion  which  he  had  on  former  oc- 
casions submitted  to  the  House,  be  a  total 
and  final  abolition  of  flogging  in  the  army : 
— ''There  is,  however,  one  suggestion 
which  has  been  made  by  those  who  have 
a  strong  feeling  against  the  use  of  corporal 
punishment,  to  which  we  must  advert--* 
namely,  that  the  power  of  inflicting  it 
should  be  confined  to  the  army  upon 
actual  service,  and  entirely  taken  away 
as  respects  the  regiments  quartered  in 
these  islands  and  tbe  colonies.  We  can- 
not recommend  the  adoption  of  this  sug- 
gestion. If  this  power  be  taken  away  at 
all,  the  rule  must  be  universal,  and 
applied  to  all  circumstances  equally. 
The  soldier  must  not  be  told,  that  that 
power  cannot  be  permitted  to  exist  while 
he  remains  in  a  situation  where  he  is  called 
up6n  for  comparatively  easy  duty  without 
risk,  but  that  from  the  moment  ne  is  re- 
quired hourly  and  daily  to  undergo  the 
severest  hardships  and  privations,  and  to 
risk  his  life  in  the  service,  he  is  to  be 
subject  to  that  punishment,  which  has 
been  declared  to  be  degrading,  and 
calculated  to  impair  and  to  destroy  those 
moral  feelings,  upon  which  the  country 
has  to  depend  for  the  energy  and  exer* 
tions  which  are  the  foundations  of  its 
military  glory,  and  the  success  of  its  arms. 
To  place  him  in  such  a  position  would  be 
both  inconsistent  and  unjust,  and  cannot 
be  defended/'  The  question  was  thus  by 
the  Commissioners  themselves  narrowed 
to  the  single  point  of  tbe  decided  main- 
tenance or  the  entire  abolition  of  the 
punishment.  The  Commissioners  had  de* 
cided  in  favour  of  maintaining  the  punish- 
ment. He  respectfully  asked  the  House 
for  an  opportunity  of  proving  before  a  Se- 
lect Committee  that  itmight he  with  safety 
entirely  abolished ;  and  he  hoped  to  be 
able  to  show  that  the  moral  inefHcacy  of 
torture  by  the  lash  was  as  indisputable  as 
its  physical  barbarity.  On  this  point  he 
would,  with  permission  of  the  House, cite 
the  testimony  of  the  eminent  army  sorgeon, 
Mr.  Guthrie,  who  served  during  the  Pen- 
insular war,  and  filled  the  very  important  - 
and  responsible  situation  of  inspector  of 
hospitals.  The  work  which  he  heldio 
iiis  hand  was  entitled  7%e  London  MedkiU 
2F2 
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Gazette  and  contained  an  account  of  some 
clinical  lectures  delivered  by  Mr.  Guthrie, 
in  the  course  of  which  he  gave  some  anec- 
dotes of  the  Peninsular  war : — "  Colonel 
Lake,  when  he  formed  his  regiment  in  the 
evening  for  the  punishment  of  the  two 
culprits,  knew  full  well  that  every  man 
was  satisfied  they  deserved  it,  but  he  did 
not  say  that.  He  spoke  to  the  hearts  of 
his  soldiers  ;  he  told  them  he  flogged  these 
men  not  alone  because  they  deserved  it, 
but  that  be  might  deprive  them  of  the 
honour  of* going  into  action  with  their 
comrades  in  the  morning,  and  that  he 
might  not  prevent  the  guard  who  was 
stationed  over  them  from  participating  in 
it.  The  regiment  was  in  much  too  high  a 
state  of  discipline  to  admit  of  a  word  being 
said,  but  they  were  repeated  all  the  even- 
ing from  mouth  to  mouth ;  and  the  poor 
fellows  who  were  flogged  declared  to  me 
they  would  willingly,  on  their  knees  at  his 
feet  if  they  dared,  have  begged,  as  the 
greatest  favour  he  could  bestow,  to  be 
allowed  to  run  the  risk  of  being  shot  first, 
with  the  certainty  of  being  flogged  after- 
wards if  they  escaped."  Here  it  appeared 
to  him  they  had  the  whole  question  of 
moral  effect  disposed  of.  Had  these  two 
men  been  handcuffed  and  marched  to  the 
rear  of  their  regiment  during  the  action, 
the  moral  effect  would  have  been  equally 
itrong  both  on  the  minds  of  them  and  of 
their  comrades,  unmixed  with  the  humilia- 
tion and  disgust  attending  corporal  punish- 
ment. If  he  was  told  that  handcuffing  a 
man  on  the  eve  of  battle  and  during  that 
battle  was  preposterous  on  account  of  loss 
of  service,  his  answer  was  that  Colonel 
Lake  expressly  told  these  men  that  his 
chief  reason  for  flogging  them  was  to  pre- 
?ent  their  sharing  in  the  hazards  and 
glories  of  the  coming  action,  Mr.  Guthrie 
disposed  of  one  view  of  the  subject  beyond 
cavil — namely,  the  chance  of  reclaiming 
an  offender  by  the  lash.  He  says,  that 
at  the  period  spoken  of  there  were  several 
men  in  the  38th  regiment  who  had  re- 
ceived from  6,000  to  8,000  lashes,  and  yet 
were  incorrigible.  And  he  adds,  that  an 
old  soldier  cares  little  whether  he  receives 
100  or  300  lashes.  He  mentions  the 
case  of  a  man  of  the  name  of  Reardon, 
which  is  conclusive  as  to  the  comparative 
effect  produced  by  corporal  punishment 
'and  solitary  confinement :— "  t  remember 
one  of  these  gentlemen  (Mr.  Dennis  Rear- 
don  by  name)  who,  for  some  misdemeanour, 
was  sentenced  to  receive  500  lashes.  This 


the  General  commanding  was  pleased  to 
commute  for  fourteen  days'  garrison  black 
strap— that  is,  to  work  (or  rather  idle) 
fourteen  days  at  King's  works,  without 
Id,  a  day ;  but  Mr.  Dennis  declined  the 
favour,  and  took  the  500  lashes."  He 
also  mentions  the  case  of  a  grenadier,  whom, 
he  says,  he  saw  get  the  last  of  18,000 
lashes,  without  their  being  of  the  smallest 
use  to  him  in  the  way  of  reformation.  And 
he  adds,  "  Indeed,  I  have  seen  many 
scores  of  thousands  of  lashes  given,  without 
being  aware  of  any  benefit  being  derived 
from  them.  It  is  6f  little  consequence 
whether  a  man  receives  100  or  300  lashes; 
my  own  opinion  is,  that  he  should  receive 
neither  ;  a  brand  is  not  affixed  to  a  felon, 
and  it  should  not  be  to  a  soldier." 
He  (Major  Fancourt)  was  confldent  that 
every  Gentleman  would  feel  with  Mr. 
Guthrie  that  drunkenness,  certainly  a 
grave  military  offence,  but  one  which 
morally  speaking,  was  daily  dealt  with 
as  a  venial  one  by  the  civil  magistracy 
by  the  infliction  ofafineof  5£.,  ought  not 
in  a  soldier's  case  to  be  visited  with  a 
punishment  which  branded  a  man  with  a 
degradation  which  he  must  carry  to  hit 
grave.  Such  a  practice  was  not  only 
cruel,  it  was  unjust,  and  the  resalt  inva- 
riably was>  that  the  self-respect  of  the  soldier 
was  forfeited,  and  he  became  flogged  into 
an  irreclaimable  offender.  In  proof  of 
this  he  might  mention  that  a  gallant  officer, 
a  friend  of  his,  who  had  returned  from 
serving  with  the  British  Legion  in  Spain, 
had  told  him  that  in  most  instances  where 
flogging  had  been  resorted  to  in  that  force 
the  men  were  soldiers  who  had  formerly 
served  in  our  army,  and  had  there 
been  subjected  to  the  lash.  He  wished  to 
say  one  word  with  regard  to  the  number 
of  lashes  inflicted.  The  noble  Lord  oppo- 
site (the  Secretary-at-War)  last  year  re- 
stricted the  number  of  lashes  to  be  io*- 
flicted  by  general  courts-martial  to  200, 
by  district  courts-martial  to  150,  and  by 
regimental  to  100.  The  noble  Lord  was 
entitled  to  the  thanks  of  the  conntrv  for 
this.  It  was  the  first  limitation  of  the 
power  of  general  courts-martial.  It  fur* 
thermore  proved  the  disposition  of  the 
noble  Lord  to  render  the  punishment  aa 
little  revolting  as  possible,  and  to  consult 
the  public  wishes  as  far  as,  under  all  cir- 
cumstances, his  individual  influence  could 
be  exerted.  He  would,  perhaps,  be  per* 
mitted  to  assure  the  noble  Lord,  on  the 
eminent  medical  authority  he  had  jiwt 
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been  quoting,  that  the  reduction  might 
be  carried  much  further  if  the  efficiency 
of  the  punishment  was  tl^  point  in  ques- 
tion. Mr.  Guthrie  statea,  that  after  the 
infliction  of  the  first  fifty  lashes,  the  acute- 
ness  of  sensation  was  so  far  gone,  that 
the  remainder  of  the  punishment  was  a 
mere  brutal  exhibition.  He  pledged  him- 
self to  prove  this  before  a  Committee  by 
the  evidence  of  Mr.  Guthrie.  He  sub- 
mitted thatsuch  evidence  was  most  import- 
ant, and  it  was,  that  the  House  might 
have  the  advantage  of  such  evidence 
before  deciding  a  question  of  great  and 
very  general  interest,  that  he  brought  for- 
ward his  motion  for  a  Select  Committee. 
As  to  the  expediency  of  retaining  the 
power  of  inflicting  corporal  punishments, 
nowever  rarely  exercised,  he  begged  leave 
to  read  a  short  passage  from  the  evidence 
of  Sir  Octavius  Carey,  commanding  the 
57th  regiment.  The  Commissioners,  in  their 
Report  to  his  Majesty,  said — ''  There  are 
some  regiments  in  the  service,  in  which, 
by  the  prudence  and  skill  of  the  command* 
ing  officer,  and  by  his  unremitting  atten- 
tion and  kindness  to  the  soldier,  the  use 
of  corporal  punishment  has  been  entirely 
avoided,  and  some  of  those  officers  speak 
confidently  of  being  able  to  manage  their 
regiment  by  what  may  be  called  moral 
discipline  rather  than  by  punishments. 
We  have  no  doubt  that  rare  instances 
have  occurred  of  that  sort,  but  it  is  too 
much  to  assume  that>  in  fact,  this  moral 
discipline  would  have  been  so  effectual,  if 
there  had  not  been  a  knowledge,  on  the 
part  of  the  men,  that^  if  driven  to  it,  corporal 
punishment  was  within  the  reach  of  the 
officers.'*  What  says  Sir  Octavius  Carey  ? 
The  direct  contrary.  "  You  say  you  en- 
deavoured to  diminish  punishment  in  the 
regiment  you  commanded  ;  was  your  ob- 
ject principally  to  diminish  corporal 
punishment  ?•— Entirely,  nothing  but  cor- 
poral punishment/'  *'  Did  you  find  you 
could  do  that  ? — I  should  say  I  succeeded 
as  nearly  as  a  man  could  succeed,  having 
the  punishment  on  the  statute ;  and  the 
experiment  was  tried  in  Ireland  with  a 
regiment  very  much  scattered,  that  had 
previously  been  accustomed  to  much  cor- 
poral punishment.'* — "  You  think  you 
succeeded  as  well  as  if  you  had  not  had 
the  power  of  inflicting  corporal  punish- 
ment ; — No ;  I  think  if  I  had  not  had  the 
poweTi  I  should  have  succeeded  very  much 
better.  For  an  officer  cannot  carry  on 
duciplme  unless  he  persuades  bis  officers 


and  non-commissioned  officers  under  him* 
that  they  are  supported ;  and  he  cannot 
do  that  unless  he  puts  the  extreme  penalty 
of  the  law  in  force,  particularly  when  a 
court-martial  persists  in  awarding  such 
sentence.  If  you  try  a  man  by  court- 
martial,  and  sentence  him  to  corporal  pu- 
nishment, it  must  be  inflicted,  or  you 
must  pardon  ;  you  cannot  change."  He 
is  also  asked. — '*  During  the  time  you 
commanded  the  57th  regiment,  did  you 
endeavour  to  obviate  the  necessity  of  cor- 
poral punishment  ? — Yes,  I  difl.  I  gave 
a  good  deal  of  attetition  to  that,  and  suc- 
ceeded in  obviating  it  in  a  very  great 
measure." — "  Not  entirely  ? — Not  entirely, 
because  there  were  a  few  instances  in 
which  there  was  punishment.  Corporal 
punishment  is  inflicted  by  the  sentence  of 
a  court-martial.  If  the  court  persevere 
in  awarding,  the  commanding  officer  must 
either  pardon  or  inflict,  he  cannot  change 
the  sentence."— '*  It  was  well  known  in 
the  regiment,  that,  in  certain  cases,  that 
punishment  would  be  inflicted  ?— No :  I 
do  not  think  it  was.  I  made  a  point  to 
persuade  the  men  as  far  as  possible  that  I 
would  not  punish.  The  men  always 
knew  that  I  had  the  power  of  punishment; 
but  the  general  principle  on  which  I  en- 
deavoured to  maintain  discipline  was,  as 
much  as  possible  to  persuade  them  that  I 
would  not  punish — that  I  did  not  like 
the  punishment."  "  Do  you  think  that 
the  regiment  was  in  a  very  efficient  state 
of  discipline? — ^There  was  a  brigade  at 
Chatham  in  the  year  1B24,  at  the  time 
the  regiment  arrived  from  Ireland.  The 
regiment  was  landed,  and  marched  into 
the  brigade.  Sir  Henry  Torrens  was 
then  reviewing  it.  The  Duke  of  York 
reviewed  it  the  day  after,  and  he  was 
pleased  to  say  he  never  saw  a  regiment  in 
higher  order."  He  would  not  weary  the 
House  with  quotations,  though  the  evidence 
of  other  gallant  officers  presented  much 
valuable  information  in  favour  of  the 
abolition  of  military  flogging.  But  the 
chief  point  for  consideration  now  was,  the 
appointment  of  a  Select  Committee  by  the 
House  of  Commons  to  inquire  and  report 
on  the  question  in  all  its  relations.  Much 
information,  most  important  to  a  just 
settlement,  would  be  thus  for  the  first  time 
elicited.  Should  the  result  of  such 
investigation  be  of  a  nature  to  confirm  the 
Report  of  the  Commissioners  appointed 
by  his  Majesty,  the  House  would,  he 
doubted  not|  act  upon  that  Report*  If,  ou 
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thecontrary^  the  resultof  such  investig^ation 
should  show  that  corporal  punishments 
might  be  dispensed  with  without  detriment 
to  the  discipline  of  the  army,  then  he 
should  confidently  trust  to  the  wisdom 
and  humanity  of  the  House  for  the 
discontinuanceof  this  mode  of  punishment. 
The  deliberations  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  particularly  the  evidence  given 
before  the  military  commission  by  the 
Duke  of  Wellington,  had  excited  much 
attention  in  other  countries,  a  circumstance 
which  he  merely  mentioned  for  the  purpose 
of  availing  himself  of  the  testimony  borne 
by  a  Prussian  general  officer,  Ueneral 
von  Grollman,  to  the  character  of  the 
British  soldier.  After  disputing  some 
points  in  the  evidence  of  the  Duke  of 
Wellington  with  reference  to  the  discipline 
of  the  Prussian  army,  General  von  Grollman 
proceeded  to  urge  that  the  high  character 
of  the  English  soldier  is  achieved,  not  in 
consequence,  but  in  spite,  of  the  present 
system  of  military  punishments  : — "  The 
English  common  soldier  is  a  rough,  power- 
ful, and  valiant  man,  who,  in  common 
with  the  whole  people,  possesses  a  high 
feeling  of  nationality,  and  therefore  unites 
in  himself  all  the  qualities  of  an  excellent 
soldier;  if  with  those  qualities  the  discipline 
of  the  army  were  combined,  he  would  be 
all  that  could  be  desired  in  a  warrior. 
Instead  of  this,  the  soldier  is,  by  complete 
alienation  from  social  life,  by  a  peculiarly 
cruel  punishment,  degraded  and  brutalised 
and  what  he  effects  against  the  foreign 
enemy  is  more  to  be  ascribed  to  his  original 
good  qualities,  and  his  contempt  of  all 
that  is  not  English,  than  to  a  discipline 
which  would  make  a  wild  beast  of  him  if 
left  to  himself/'  He  submitted  that  the 
time  had  now  arrived  when  the  British 
soldier  should  be  relieved  from  this  stigma. 
Those  horn  Members  who  differed  from 
him  in  this  opinion  would  not,  he  trusted, 
oppose  an  inquiry  into  the  grounds  on 
which  the  opinion  rested.  This  was  all  he 
then  asked.  He  asked  it  in  no  party 
spirit,  from  no  wish  to  embarrass  his 
Majesty's  Governtnent.  The  noble  Lord 
must  be  aware  that  the  hon.  Members 
most  hostile  to  his  views  on  this  subject 
were  to  be  found  on  the  side  of  the  House 
CD  which  he  sat.  But,  as  he  had  on  former 
occasions  said,  this  was  a  national,  not  a 

tirtv  question.    Were  it  a  party  question, 
e  should  hesitate  in  undertaking  it  in  the 
presence  of  Gentlemen  of  so  much  more 

political  experience  and  importance  than 


himself;  and,  did  it  appear  to  him  to  he 
exclusively  a  professional  one,  he  should 
be  deterred  by  the  distinguished  names 
arrayed  against  Itim.  But  feeling,  as  he 
did,  that  every  Member  of  that  House  was 
competent  to  come  to  a  sound  conclusion 
on  the  subject,  he  asked  for  a  Committee 
of  inquiry,  which,  as  it  would  leave  every 
Member  unfettered  to  decide  on  the 
merits  of  the  evidence  adduced,  he  could 
not  suppose  that  his  Majesty's  Government 
would  refuse.  He  was  aware  that  it 
might  be  objected  to  the  appointment  of 
such  a  Comniiitee,  that  it  would  go  to 
bring  the  discipline  of  the  army  under  the 
control  of  that  House.  Why,  the  very 
Bill  which  they  were  then  discussing,  the 
Mutiny  Bill,  called  upon  them  from  year 
to  year  to  give  to  his  Majesty  the  power 
of  making  articles  of  war  for  the  infliction 
of  any  punishment,  not  extending  to  life 
and  limb,  except  in  cases  specially  pro- 
vided for.  Here  they  had  the  controlling 
power  of  that  House  over  military  punish 
ments  placed  beyond  all  possible  doubt. 
It  appeared  to  him  to  be  tne  very  spirit  of 
that  Bill,  that  on  its  yearly  introduction 
any  measure  affecting  the  interests  of  that 
large  class  of  our  countrymen  who  are 
voted  for  his  Majesty's-  military  service 
should  be  freely  discussed  and  fully  in- 
ouired  into.  He  could  not  sufficiently 
thank  the  House  for  the  indulgence  he 
had  experienced  now  and  formerly  when 
discussing  a  question  so  often  brought 
under  its  consideration.  He  had  en- 
deavoured to  evince  his  sense  of  such 
indulgence  by  treating  the  question 
temperately.  Indeed,  it  was  not  by  the 
force  of  declamatory  and  passionate 
appeals  that  he  could  wish  to  see  this 
question  carried.  No  ;  believing,  as  he 
did,  that  the  abolition  of  this  mode  of 
punishment  had  now  become  a  measure 
of  national  necessity,  he  asked  only  for 
a  full,  calm,  and  conclusive  inquiry  in 
Committee,  the  result  of  which  would 
decide  the  justice  and  expediency  of 
abolishing  corporal  punishments  in  the 
British  army.  He  moved,  as  an  amendment 
to  the  Speaker  leaving  the  chair,  **  That 
a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  inijuire 
and  report  on  the  question  of  military 
punishments." 

Captain  Boldero  seconded  the  motion. 

Mr.  Cuilar  Fergusson  said,  it  was  rather 
a  remarkable  fact»tbat  of  all  the  witnesses 
who  were  examined  before  the  military 
commission  the  bon.  and  gallant  Oeotlo* 
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man  opposite  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hull  were  the  only  two  persons  who  had 
stated  that  corporal  punishments  could  be 
abolished  without  detriment  to  the  public 
service.  He  conceived  it  to  be  the  duty 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  to  lay 
such  statements  before  the  House  as 
would  prove  that  such  would  probably  be 
(he  result,  before  he  called  upon  the 
House  to  grant  any  further  inquiry  into 
the  subject.  The  hon.  and  Gallant  Mem- 
ber had  stated  that  he  had  no  conBdence 
in  the  Report  of  the  Commission.  Was 
that  on  account  of  the  composition  of  the 
Commission?  The  Members  of  that 
Commission  were  well  known  to  that 
House.  They  were  Lord  WharnclifFe, 
Sir  J.  Kemp^  Sir  £.  Barnes,  Lord  Sandon, 
Sir  E.  East,  and  other  most  excellent  and 
competent  persons.  Was  not  the  report 
of  such  persons  as  these  worthy  of  being 
received  by  that  House  with  every  mark 
of  respect  and  attention?  Let  it  be  re- 
membered that  every  hon.  Member  of  that 
House  who  had  ever  taken  a  part  in 
favour  of  the  abolition  of  flogging  in  the 
army  was  among  the  first  who  were  ex- 
amined by  the  Commissioners ;  and  not 
only  that^  but  they  were  invited  to  bring 
before  the  Commissioners  any  Gentleman 
who  was  personally  acquainted  with  the 
subject,  and  whose  views  were  similar  to 
those  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman. 
Could  the  Commissioners,  then,  be  ac- 
cused of  partiality  in  their  proceedings? 
Tlic  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  was  also 
told,  that  if  be  knew  of  any  person  whom 
he  wished  to  be  examined,  that  person 
would  be  heard.  In  the  course  of  the 
inquiry  upwards  of  100  British  officers  6f 
the  greatest  experience  in  the  army,  men 
whose  services  had  been  most  meritorious, 
and  who  were  the  best  persons  to  give 
judgment  on  the  question,  were  examined 
before  the  Commission,  or  gave  written 
answers  to  the  circulars  that  were  sent  to 
them.  There  was  not  one  of  those  Gen- 
tlemen who  did  not  state  that  it  was  im- 
possible to  dispense  with  flogging  without 
danger  to  the  discipline  of  the  army, 
except  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Barnstaple  and  the  Member  for  Hull.  If 
corporal  punishment  was  abolished  in  the 
borne  service,  it  must  follow,  that  in  the 
foreign  service  also  it  should  be  discon- 
tiQued;  for  it  could  not  be  expected  that 
those  soldiers  who  were  sent  on  foreign 
service  and  performed  the  most  arduous, 
difficuUj  and  dangerous  duties;  shpuld  be 


subjected  to  the  punishment  of  the  lash^ 
while  those  who  remained  at  home  iii 
comparative  security  were  freed  from  the 
disgrace,  if  disgrace  it  was.  If  flogging 
was  abolished  in  one  case,  it  roust  be  abo- 
lished in  the  other.  The  opinion  of  the 
military  Commissioners  was,  not  that  cor- 
poral punishment  was  viewed  in  a  favour- 
able light  by  the  general  officers  of  tho 
army.  He  knew  not  otie  man,  indeed, 
who  was  in  favour  of  flogging,  except  so 
far  as  it  was  absolutely  necessary  to  retain 
the  power  of  applying  it  in  order  to  keep 
up  a  proper  state  of  discipline..  The 
opinion  of  the  authorities  at  the  head  of 
the  army  was,  that  the  power  to  inflict 
corporal  punishment  could  not  be  taken 
away  from  military  courts-martial,  but  that 
it  was  desirable  to  reduce  its  frequency  as 
much  as  possible.  This  the  military  au- 
thorities had  done  to  a  great  extent,  and 
unless  their  march  in  this  work  was  im- 
peded by  such  motions  as  that  before  the 
House,  he  believed  in  his  conscience  that 
in  a  few  years  corporal  punishment  would 
exist  only  in  name.  By  returns  which  he 
held  in  his  hand  it  appeared  that  in  the 
course  of  eight  years,  beginning  from  the 
time  when  the  number  of  corporal  punish- 
ments exceeded  those  not  corporal,  the 
former  had  been  reduced  until  they  had 
become  in  relation  to  the  latter  as  one  is 
to  nine.  In  the  year  1835  the  number  of 
corporal  punishments  in  the  British  army 
at  home  was  246 ;  in  1836  the  number 
was  reduced  to  163.  Not  only  was  the 
number  of  the  punishments  reduced,  but 
the  extent  of  severity  was  diminished  ia 
the  same  ratio.  Sucn  were  the  results  of 
the  course  which  had  been  pursued  by  the 
military  authorities,  and  having  mentioned 
them  to  the  House,  he  believed  they 
would  vouch  for  the  fact,  that  the  greatest 
possible  attention  had  been  paid  to  the 
subject.  He,  for  one,  had  felt  it  his  duty 
to  call  the  particular  attention  of  the 
military  authorities  to  this  question,  and 
he  must  say,  that  they  were  always  dis- 
posed to  pay  the  utmost  regard  to  his 
suggestions.  He  could  not  conceive  why 
the  House  should  agree  to  the  Motk)n  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member,  unless  it 
was  convinced  that  a  Committee  could 
point  out  any  better  course  than  that 
which  the  military  authorities  were  now 
pursuing,  aided  and  assisted  by  theofiicere 
of  the  British  army,  than  whom  he  must 
say  there  did  not  exist  more  humane  meo 
in  the  countryi  aod  it  was  a  libel  upoii 
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them  to  say,  that  they  desired  to  inflict 
corporal  punishment,  except  in  cases  of 
absolute  necessity.  Why  did  the  hon. 
CSentleman  require  the  appointment  of  a 
Committee  ?  To  adduce  facts  ?  He  took 
It  for  granted  that  such  was  his  object. 
Bat  what  would  any  man  give  for  a  Uom« 
mittee  after  the  extensive  inquiry  which 
had  taken  place  ?  The  facts  were  already 
before  every  Member  of  the  House,  who 
was  as  well  able  to  judge  of  them  without, 
as  with,  the  assistance  of  a  Committee. 
The  facts  which  were  stated  in  the  Re- 
port of  the  military  commission  were  so 
incontrovertible  that  it  was  not  in  the 
power  of  any  hon.  Member  of  that  Honse 
to  get  up  and  point  out  any  part  of  the 
Report  tnat  was  defective.  That  evidence 
was  of  a  most  decided  character,  and 
clearly  showed  that  flogging  in  the  army 
could  not  be  abolished  without  reducing 
the  power  of  the  military  authorities  and 
endangering  the  discipline  of  the  whole 
army.  Would  the  Committee  enable 
them  to  judge  better  of  the  composition  of 
the  Commission,  or  could  the  composition 
of  any  Committee  be  better  ?  He  believed 
not,  for  that  Commission  was  composed 
of  as  honest  and  excellent  men  as  any  in 
that  House;  and  he  might  add,  of  men 
better  able  to  judge  of  the  matter  than  any 
hon.  Gentleman  in  the  House.  That 
Commission  had  brought  before  them  the 
opinions  of  all  the  military  authorities  in 
the  land.  Persons  of  every  grade  in  the 
army  were  examined,  from  the  Duke  of 
Wellington  down  to  the  private  soldier. 
Immediately  after  the  Commission  opened, 
a  circular  was  sent  to  every  general  officer, 
desiring  him  to  send  up,  without  men- 
tioning the  object,  a  non-commissioned 
officer  and  a  private  from  every  regiment. 
That  request  was  complied  with,  and  it 
would  be  found  that  not  one  of  those 
persons  agreed  in  opinion  with  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman.  Those  men 
were  brought  up  before  the  Commissioners 
for  examination  without  any  previous  in- 
timation, and  gave  their  evidence  unbiassed 
and  uninfluenced  by  any  party.  Unless 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  wished 
to  have  a  Committee  composed  of 
Jnen  whose  minds  were  made  up  to 
abolish  military  punishment,  he  should 
like  to  know,  in  the  name  of  God,  what 
was  his  object?  A  full  and  complete 
statement  of  facts  was  before  them.  No 
indisposition  had  been  evinced  by  the 
Commisiioaecs  to  reoeiTO  information  from 


any  or  every  quarter.  Nay,  the  utmost 
pains  were  taken  to  procure  it  in  every 
shape.  What  else  could  be  done  ?  He 
confessed,  that  when  he  entered  upon  the 
perusal  of  the  Report  of  the  Commission, 
he  did  so  without  the  least  possible  bias, 
for  he  had  never  voted  or  spoken  on  the 
question.  He  was  prepared,  therefore,  to 
look  at  the  evidence  with  an  impartial  eye. 
But  when  he  read  it,  it  produced  an 
overwhelming  effect  upon  his  mind.  He 
endeavoured  to  read  it,  and  to  sift  it  as 
well  as  he  could,  with  a  most  anxious 
desire  to  see  if  there  could  be  found  any 
possible  grounds  for  the  abolition  of 
flogging,  but  the  result  was,  that  he  could 
not  come  to  that  conclusion.  All  the 
Committees  in  the  world,  or  all  the  Com* 
missions — for  he  would  resist  a  Commission 
now  as  much  as  he  would  a  Committee — 
could  not,  after  the  inquiry  that  had  taken 
place,  produce  satisfactory  reasons  for 
proceeding  to  the  immediate  abolition  of 
flogging  in  the  army,  but  there  could  be 
no  doubt  of  the  propriety  of  endeavouring 
to  diminish  the  frequency  of  that  punish- 
ment. He  denied  that  public  opinion  was 
so  strongly  against  the  retention  of  the 
power  of  mflicting  corporal  punishment. 
He  would  not  say  anything  on  the  foreign 
service,  but  he  believed  the  army  of  Great 
Britain  was  now  in  that  state,  that  it 
would  not  be  safe  to  let  loose  this  main- 
stay of  authority  and  discipline,  which, 
however,  was  but  rarely  resorted  to,  except 
in  cases  of  insubordination  and  striking  a 
superior  officer,  getting  drunk  on  duty,  or 
making  away  with  arms  and  accoutrements. 
He  should  give  a  decided  negative  to  the 
motion,  and  he  believed  that  there  was  a 
sufficient  number  of  hon.  Members  in  that 
House  to  support  him,  men  who  were  not 
biassed  by  popular  clamour,  but  who  would 
honestly  and  conscientiously  dischatge 
their  duty,  by  voting  according  to  their 
sense  of  what  was  necessary  for  the  good 
of  the  service,  and  the  preservation  of  the 
peace  of  the  country. 

Major  Fancourt  explained.  While  he 
disclaimed  all  intention  of  saying  anything 
disrespectful  of  those  who  composed  the 
Commission,  he  had  always  thought  it 
ought  to  have  contained  the  names  of 
some  whose  opinions  were  favourable  to 
the  abolition  of  corporal  punishment. 

Mr.  Leiward  cordially  concurred  in  one 
at  least  of  the  statements  of  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  below  him  (Mr.  R.  Fergusson) 

—he  confessed  ho  saw  no  neoesrity  foe 
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any  further  inquiry.  His  own  mind  was 
fully  made  up  on  the  subject  from  the 
information  wnich,  for  the  last  ten  years, 
had  been  poured  in  from  all  quarters. 
Since  he  biftd  had  the  honour  of  a  seat 
in  Parliament,  the  question  had  been  re- 
peatedly debated  in  that  House;  it  was 
actively  and  ably  canvassed  in  all  its 
bearings,  by  the  organs  of  the  public  press, 
and  if  it  could  be  settled  by  the  authority 
and  opinion  of  those  eminent  in  the  mili- 
tary profession,  it  must  long  ago  have 
been  decided.  But,  af\er  all,  the  vote  they 
vrere  about  to  come  to,  must  rest  on  facts 
with  which  every  one  must  be  acquainted. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Officer  who  intro- 
duced the  discussion  stated,  that  he  would 
bring  before  the  Committee  the  evidence 
of  Mr.  Guthrie,  to  prove  that  after  fifty 
lashes,  corporal  punishment  exceeded 
human  endurance.  He,  for  one,  was  not 
inclined  to  allow  those  6rty  lashes  to  be 
given  in  time  of  peace,  because  he  was 
fully  prepared  to  say  they  had  already 
arrived  at  that  state  of  things  in  this 
country, that  they  were  bound,  in  deference 
to  public  feeling,  for  the  sake  of  humanity, 
and  the  best  interests  of  the  British  army, 
to  see  whether  it  could  not  be  governed, 
and  its  discipline  dulv  maintained,  without 
having  recourse  to  this  barbarous  and  cruel 
infliction.  It  was  not  to  be  forgotten, 
that  this  country  alone  was  disgraced  by 
the  punishment  of  the  lash ;  even  the 
Sepoy  array  of  India  was  exempted  from 
it,  while  it  was  not  less  notorious,  that 
every  British  officer  who  had  made  the 
attempt  to  govern  without  corporal  punish- 
ment, had  been  completely  successful.  If 
this  frightful  infliction  were  necessary  to 
maintam  subordination  and  discipline  in 
the  army,  how  did  it  happen  that,  in  the 
police  force,  a  most  efficient  and  orderly 
corps— in  the  Coast  Guard  service,  where 
the  men  had  to  undergo  a  great  variety  of 
severe  labouri  and  who  were  always  at 
their  post,  perfect  discipline  could  be 
maintained  without  having  recourse  to  it  ? 
They  had  arrived  at  the  time  when  an 
experiment  must  be  made.  He  was  satis- 
fiecL  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Fer- 
gusson)  was  wrong  in  thinking  that  public 
feeling  had  retrograded  upon  this  subject. 
The  fact  was  quite  the  reverse,  and  that 
was  one  of  the  strongest  reasons  why  the 
experiment  now  called  for  should  at  once 
be  made.  Public  opinion  had  already 
compelled  a  relaxation  of  the  sanguinary 
cximmal  oode,  although  it  had  been  SQ 


long  defended  by  the  judges ;  and  if  the 
punishment  of  death  could  no  longer  be 
inflicted  for  the  atrocious  crime  of  foreery, 
however  extensive,  would  the  people  of 
this  country  allow  them  to  punish  a  man 
with  death  at  the  halberts,  for  disposing 
of  some  comparatively  trifling  articles  of 
his  military  dress?  He  asked  whether 
there  was  not  some  danger  in  maintaining 
this  punishment,  when  the  soldier  must 
know  the  state  of  public  feeling,  and  how 
many  Members  in  that  House  sympathised 
with  him,  and  whether  the  same  feeling 
might  not  arise  in  the  army  of  England, 
as  had  been  exhibited  on  parade  in  India, 
when  it  was  made  known  to  them,  that 
corporal  punishments  having  been  abo- 
lished in  the  native  army,  were  still  to  be 
retained  in  the  British  army  ?  He  main- 
tained this  species  of  punishment  was  an 
anomaly  in  the  British  Constitution ;  there 
was  one  description  of  punishments  for  the 
higher,  and  another  for  the  inferior  class 
of  the  army.  He  saw  no  chance  of  getting 
rid  of  it  by  degrees.  However  much  it 
might  be  reduced,  as  long  as  it  was  held 
in  terrarem  over  the  heads  of  the  men,  it 
would  be  impossible  to  get  that  sort  of 
people  to  enlist,  which  was  most  desirable 
for  the  King's  service.  The  only  course 
was,  to  abolish  it  at  once.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Fergusson)  had  volun- 
teered a  high  eulogium  upon  the  sympa- 
thies and  humanity  of  British  officers ;  it 
was  quite  uncalled  for.  No  man  for  a 
moment  questioned  the  fact ;  but  he  could 
never  forget,  that  when  Sir  Samuel  Romilly 
advocated  in  that  House  the  relaxation  of 
the  sanguinary  criminal  code,  every  Judge 
on  the  bench  denounced  the  adoption  of 
secondary  punishments  in  cases  of  forgery 
as  likely  to  be  followed  by  the  loss  of 
every  safeguard  to  property ;  and  it  was 
quite  natural  that  people  having  the  ad« 
ministration  of  great  powers,  should  be 
unwilling  to  part  with  them.  He  confessed 
he  should  have  been  better  pleased,  if  the 
motion  had  been  for  the  immediate  and 
entire  abolition  of  flogging  in  the  army, 
but  as  all  further  information  on  the  sub- 
ject must  tend  to  prove  the  unwarrant- 
ableness  and  cruelty  of  the  present  system, 
he  should  give  his  support  to  the  propo* 
sition  of  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend. 

Captain  Boldero  disclaimed  being  actu- 
ated on  the  present  occasion  by  any  desire 
to  court  popularity,  as  had  been  insinuated 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  C.  Fer- 
gussoD).   On  the  contrary,  he  maintained 
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his  feelings  were  as  honest  as  his  motives 
were  conscientious.     The  granting  of  this 
Committee  was  an  act  of  justice  not  only 
to  those  who  advocated  the  abolition  of 
corporal  punishments,   but  to  those  also 
who  were  for  retaining  them.     Since  the 
question  was  last  mooted  in  the  House, 
great  alterations  and   improvements  had 
taken  place  in  the  discipline  of  the  army^ 
both  as  affected  the  system  of  punishments 
and  rewards  for  good  behaviour,  as  well  as 
length  of  service.     With   respect  to  the 
effect  of  that  new  system  they  were  in  a 
stale  of  total  ignorance.     There  had  also 
of  late  been  a  restriction  imposed  on  the 
number  of  lashes  to  100,  inflicted  in  the 
army  tinder  a  regimental  court-martial — a 
very  beneficial  regulation ;  and  they  ought 
to  know  the  effect  which  it  had  produced. 
Another  improvement  which   had   taken 
place  was,  the  increased  facility  afforded 
to   soldiers  of  good  conduct  to  purchase 
their  discharge.     When  a  soldier  of  good 
chamcter  went  and  stated  to  his  command- 
ing officer  his  desire  to  procure  his  dis- 
charge, he  was  to  be  enabled  to  purchase 
it  at  a  diminished  price.     At  present  they 
were  in  utter  ignorance  whether  that  sys- 
tem  worked   beneflcially  or  the   reverse. 
The  system  of  mulcting  the  soldier's  pay 
had  also  been  extended  since  the  last  time 
this  question  was  discussed;  how  had  that 
worked  ?     Imprisonment  had  been  sug- 
gested in  lieu  of  corporal  punishment,  but 
the  Commission  stated  that  they  had  not 
sufRcient  means  of  ascertaining  what  the 
effect  might  be.     Officers  had  since  taken 
more  care  in  selecting  prisons  for  the  impri- 
sonment of  soldiers,  in  which  the  discipline 
might  be  very  severe,  and  a  real  punish- 
ment, or  if  the  discipline  were  not  very 
strict,  the  soldier  mignt  prefer  imprison- 
ment to  performing  his  ordinary  military 
duty.   The  Commission  at  page  15  stated, 
that  this  objection  might  be  removed  by 
the  eflect  of  regulations  now  in  progress. 
That  was  last  year.     He  presumed  some 
of  those  regulations  had  already  been  car- 
ried into  effect,  and  he  should  like  to  know 
the  result,  which  a  Committee  would  of 
course  ascertain.    This  was  not  all :  a  cir- 
cular dated  18d3«had  been  issued  by  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the    Horse- 
Guards,     limiting     the  punishment    of 
flogging  to  three  crimes — one  of  the  most 
honourable,  one  of  the  most  beneficial  or- 
ders that  had  ever  been  issued,  and  which 
had  done  much  toxliminish  the  number  of 
inflictions  of  the  lash.  They  had  a  melfto- 


choly  and  practical  proof  of  the  ioefii- 
ciency  of  flogging  in  that  disastrous  and 
ever- to-be  regretted  event  which  had  lately 
taken  place  in  Spain.    Tlie  argument  of 
8ome  was,  that  the  more  the  punishment 
the  better  the  discipline  of  the  soldiers  roust 
be.    In  the  regiments  under  the  command 
of  General  Evans,    the  lash  was  pretty 
freely  exercised,   not  only  under  courts, 
martial,  but  under  the   provost    system. 
How  had  it  answered?     Was  it  efficient? 
Quite  the  contrary.     As  soon  as  the  men 
appeared  in  front  of  the  enemy,  they  made 
a  rapid  retreat,  which  was  covered  by  be- 
tween 300  and  400  British  marines,  to 
whom  not  one  stripe  had  been  admin i« 
stered  where  twenty  had  been  inflicted  by 
General  Evans ;  so  that  the  rule  was,  the 
fewer  the  stripes,  the  better  the  discipline 
of  the  army.     Another  reason  for  the  ap« 
pointment  of  a  Select  Committee  to  inquire 
mto  and  report  upon  the  question  of  mill* 
tary  punishments  was  this,  that  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Secretary  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, had  obtained  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
to  alter  and  amend  the  criminal  law ;  and 
would  they  allow  the  army  to  be  behind 
him  in  this  respect?     All  military  law  was 
founded,  in  a  considerable  degree,  on  civil 
practice;  these  were  the  punishments  of 
transportation  and  death.     Some  said  that 
the  practice  which  prevailed  in  other  coun.. 
tries  of  sending  criminals  to  the  galleys  as 
a  punishment  for  various  crimes  was  one 
which  was  most  objectionable.    The  re« 
port  declared  it  to  be  "  most  obiectiunablej 
corrupting,  and  degrading  to  the  criminal, 
even   to  a  worse  degree  of  wickedness.^ 
He  begged  to  quote  these  words,  because 
they  were  strictly  applicable  to  the  ques- 
tion of  flogging.     If  then,  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Home  Secretary,  were  about  to  alter 
the  criminal  law  in  respect   to  civil   of- 
fences, he  would  ask  that  noble  Lord  to 
extend  the  inquiry  to  those  who  were  in 
the  army.     Now,  another  reason  why  this 
Committee  should  be  appointed,  arose  out 
of  the  curious  fact— but  one  which  was, 
nevertheless,  equally  true— that  in  the  Re- 
port  of  the  Commissioners  no   allusion 
whatever  waA  made  to  the  opinions  of  me- 
dical men.    What,  he  would  ask,  was  the 
reason  why  medical  ofiicers  io  the  army 
had  not  been  examined  on   this  matter 
before  the  Commissioners?    Only  two,  he 
believed,  had  been  examined;  and  for  what 
purpose?      They  were  examined  touch- 
ing the  death  of  an  unfortunate  soldier  who 

had  been  floggedi  and  not  as  to  the  gene* 
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ral  purposes  of  the  service.    But  he  should 
like  to  have  the  opinions  of  military  medi- 
cal officers;  he  should  wish  to  know  what 
was  the  moral  and  physical  effect  of  this 
system  of  punishment ;  he  should  like  to 
know  whether  a  man  felt  the  stripes  on  his 
back  as  severely  or  more  severely  the  first 
time,  than  he  did  on  the  fourth  or  fifth 
occasion.     For  his  own  part,  he  was  of 
opinion,  that  by  repeated  punishment,  the 
heart  and  the  bacK  of  a  soldier  became 
alike — equally  callous  and  hardened.  They 
were  therefore  bound  to  consider  to  what 
good  end  these  punishments  tended  in  the 
way  of  example.    If,  then,  this  Committee 
were  agreed  to,  they  would  have  before 
them  regimental  surgeons,  who  would  be 
closely  examined,  and  who  would  be,  of 
course,  practical  men.     If  this  Committee 
were  appointed,  they  would  get  at  all  the 
improvements  which  had  been  made  in 
military    discipline;     and   perhaps    they 
would  find  that  this  system  of  diminishing 
the  number  of  stripes  had  increased  crime 
in  the  army.     If  such  should  be  proved  to 
be  the  fact,  that  would  be  a  reason  for  the 
continuance  of  the  former  practice.     But, 
on  the  other  hand,  those  who  advocated 
the  abolition  of  flogging,  contended  that 
this  was  not  the  case.     In  the  year  1834 
the  number  of  corporal  punishments  in  the 
army  was  257;  in  1835  they  were  246; 
and  in  the  year  1836  they  were  diminished 
by  nearly  100,  the  number  being  163.  This 
was  a  subject  which,  to  dwell  upon,  would 
be  bad  taste ;  but  let  them  exercise  their 
ingenuity  to  devise  some  system  for  abo- 
lisning.flogging  in  the  time  of  peace.  Many 
persons  disliked  separating  punishments  in 
time  of  peace  from  those  which  were  in- 
flicted in  time  of  war.     At  all  events,  he 
hoped  the  Committee  would  be  appointed, 
and  that  the  effect  would  be  to  abolish  in 
times  of  peace  that  system  of  punishment 
which  thev  now  condemned. 

Mr.  GiJlon  supported  the  motion.  If  a 
better  system  of  rewards  as  well  as  punish- 
ments were  introduced  into  the  army,  a 
much  better  class  of  men  would  be  found 
to  enlist  in  that  department  of  the  King's 
service*  There  had  lately  been  a  brevet 
which  cost  the  country  a  great  deal ;  he 
complained  that  ptomotion  was  not  ex- 
tended to  the  ranlu.  He  hoped  the  Com- 
mittee would  be  appointed,  and  would 
extend  their  inquiries  into  the  whole  sys- 
tem of  the  discipline  of  the  army. 

Colonel  Than^san  said,  that  having 
lieea  ftUuded  to  m  one  oC  two,  he  was 


elad  to  take  the  opportunity  to  state,  that 
be  remained  unaltered  in  the  opinions  he 
had  formerly  expressed.    He  was  glad  too 
to  hear  of  the  punishment  by  regimental 
court-martial  being  reduced  to  a    hun- 
dred lashes,  because  it  put  him  in  mind 
that  one-and- thirty  years  ago  he  voted 
for  a  hundred  lasnes  at   such  a  court- 
martial,  and  the  gruff  old  captain  that 
presided,  asked  him  if  he  intended  mak* 
mg  a  ioke  of  his  Majesty's  service.     He 
remembered  also  that  about    the  same 
time,  he  and  an  officer  now  commanding 
one  of  the  finest  battalions  in  the  army, 
refused  to  vote  for  corporal  punishment 
in   a  particular  case,  and  the  next  day 
they  were  directed  by  name  in  regimental 
orders,   not  to  sit  on  any  court-martial 
till  further  notice.     If  from  these  facts  he 
might  flatter  himself  that  he  had  been  in 
any  degree  in  advance  of  the  age,  he  was 
quite  willing  to  take  his  chance  of  being 
proved    in    advance    again,    by    stating 
broadly  the  two  points  he  never  intended 
to  cease  insisting  on ;    first,  that  in  an 
army  which  there  had  been  time  to  disci- 
pline and  organise,  corporal  punishment 
on  service  before  the  enemy  was  the  bane 
and  nuisance  of  the  officer  who  wished  to 
do    his   duty  ;    and,  secondly, — and  he 
hoped  hon.  Gentlemen  would  not  charge 
him  with  any  solecism  without  thinking 
first, — that  it  would  be   much  more  easy 
to  carry  on  the  duty   without    corporal 
punishment  after  such   punishment  had 
been  prohibited  by  law,  than  it  was  to  do 
it  now.      Was    it  not  melancholy,  that 
when  officers  had   an  almost  unlimited 
power  of  imprisonment,  they  should  de- 
clare they  could   not  carry  on  the  duty 
without  cutting  the  backs  of  those  they 
ought  to  lead  by  the  sentiments  of  devo- 
tion and  attachment  ?     Had  not  he  been 
field-officer  of  the  day  in  the  garrison  of 
Dublin,  and  seen  men  solitarily  confined  to 
the  extent  of   human  endurance— pale 
faces  thrust  out  at  holes  to  show   the 
visiting  officer  that  the  culprit  was  alive 
— and  was  he  to  be  told,  or  being  told,  to 
admit,  that  men  of  education  and  talent 
could  not  maintain   order    without    the 
assistance  of  the  lash?    Mr.  Abernethy 
had  a  story  of  a  quaker  patient,  who,  the 
lesa  he  ate,  the  fatter  he  grew ;  by  some- 
thing like  the  same  process,  he  had  always 
found,  that  the  less  soldiers  were  punish* 
ed,  the  better  they  were.     He  had  been 
lying  in  wait  for  an  argument,  which  if  it 

bad  not  beeo  uaed  qoW|  had  been  befor?, 


887       Military  Punishments.       {COMMONS}       MUitary  Punishments.       d8d 


ftnd  probably  would  again.  It  had  been 
thrown  in  the  teeth  of  those  officers  who 
had  objected  to  corporal  punishment,  that 
the  levee  en  masse  which  nad  been  sent  to 
Spain,  had  not  done  without  corporal 
punishment  Whether  that  had  been 
necessary  or  not,  he  was  not  called  on  to 
give  an  opinion ;  but  what  the  officers 
alluded  to  had  stated,  was,  that  in  the 
British  regular  army,  with  all  its  appliances 
and  means  to  boot,  with  its  opportunities 
of  gradually  mixing  new  men  with  old, 
and  training  them  by  all  the  excitements 
of  competition  and  emulation,  the  use  of 
the  lash  might  be  dispensed  with  ;  and  it 
was  not  fair  to  apply  it  to  a  different  case. 
Finally,  he  saw  a  strong  reason  why  the 
Committee  asked  for  should  be  granted, 
notwithstanding  there  had  been  a  Com- 
mission before.  The  country  was  tired  of 
Commissions,  where  all  the  Commissioners 
were  known  to  be  of  one  way  of  thinking. 
Suppose  that  Major  Fancourt  and  himself 
were  to  propose  the  formation  of  a  Com- 
mission or  a  Committee,  where  all  or  nearly 
all  were  to  be  of  the  members  of  their 
own  way  of  thinking.  He  did  not  imagine 
anybody  would  suggest  that  they  would 
put  down  the  thing  that  was  not,  or  would 
send  for  anybody  else  to  do  it ;  but  for 
all  that,  would  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
other  side  be  content?  If  they  would 
not,  then  he  should  hope  to  see  the  Com- 
mittee granted. 

Mr.  Ewart  was  astonished  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  C.  Fergusson) 
should  have  employed  the  argument  that 
military  men  were  best  qualified  to  judge 
of  the  present  question.  Throughout  the 
whole  course  of  the  ameliorations  effected 
in  the  criminal  law,  the  judges  had  been 
opposed  to  any  alteration,  and  they  were 
the  last  persons  who  ought  to  be  con- 
sulted on  a  reform  of  the  jurisprudence  of 
the  country.  Experience  proved,  that 
professional  men  were  generally  opposed 
to  any  change  of  the  system  whicn  they 
had  themselves  administered,  and  under 
which  they  had  been  educated.  One 
objection  urged  against  the  abolition  of 
floggine,  by  the  Commission  which  had 
made  Uieir  Report  last  year  was,  that 
drunkenness  was  far  more  prevalent  in 
the  British  army  than  any  other.  This 
vice,  however,  was  gradually  disappearing 
before  the  progress  of  education  and  the 
improvement  of  morals,  and  the  army  was 
becoming  every  year  more  temperate.  It 
ought  to  be  the  object  of  a  wise  and  en- 


lightened Administration  to  increase  the 
comforts  and  elevate  the  character  of  the 
soldier,  to  inculcate  better  habits  and 
higher  principles ;  and  this  he  was  satis* 
fied  would  prove  to  be  an  agency  far  more 
effectual  for  the  maintenance  of  discipline 
than  a  cruel  and  degrading  punishment. 
Let  the  House  look  at  the  effects  of  the 
military  system  adopted  in  Prussia  and 
France.  In  those  countries  the  greater 
proportion  of  the  officers  were  promoted 
from  the  ranks,  and  advancement  was 
uniformly  the  reward,  not  of  political  in- 
fluence, but  of  diligent  and  faithful 
performance  of  duty,  and  thorough 
knowledge  of  the  military  profession.  In 
those  armies  the  punishment  of  flogging 
was  now  disused,  and  the  consequence 
was,  that  the  moral  character  of  the  sol- 
diery had  been  improved,  and  their  sense 
of  honour  heightened.  If  the  feeling 
against  the  infliction  of  this  barbarous 
punishment  was  daily  growing  stronger 
among  the  community  in  general,  so  also 
was  it  in  the  army.  The  detestation  of  it 
felt  by  the  soldiers  would  increase  with 
the  spread  of  knowledge  and  the  diffusion 
of  eoucation,  and  would  in  the  end  lead 
to  its  extinction.  Indeed,  it  could  hardly 
be  otherwise,  while  the  soldier  retained 
the  feelings  of  a  man,  for  in  no  other 
profession  was  the  humble  aspirant  shut 
out  from  honour  and  distinction,  or  driven 
to  reconcile  himself  to  the  prospect  of 
hopeless  and  unrewarded  servitude.  He 
hoped  the  House  would  consent  to  the 
appointment  of  a  Committee,  with  a  view 
to  the  substitution  of  a  better  system, 
more  generous  to  the  British  soldieri  and 
more  worthy  of  the  British  nation. 

Mr.  Hume  remarked,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  cautioned  the  House 
against  interfering,  by  any  steps  it  might 
take  on  the  present  occasion,  to  impede 
the  efforts  made  by  the  Commander-in- 
chief  for  the  improvement  of  the  military 
system  ;  but  the  arguments  of  those,  who 
thought  with  him  on  this  question  had 
been  met  by  the  same  caution  for  the 
last  twenty  years,  without  leading  to  any 
substantive  result.  He  had  moved  on  the 
2nd  of  April,  1833,  a  resolution  in  that 
House  to  restrict  the  infliction  of  corporal 
punishment  to  the  offences  of  mutiny  and 
drunkenness,  which  was  lost  by  a  majority 
of  eleven,  140  voting  for  it,  and  151 
against  it.  It  was  intimated  to  him  next 
day,  when  in  his  place,  that  the  Cooi- 
I  mander-in-cliief  would  issue  an  order  ia 


m^m 


889 


MUUary  PunuhminU.        {Apbix.7}        MUUarif  PurnkmrnUi:       890 


accordance  with  the  feeling  of  the  House 
on  the  subject.  He  adduced  this  fact  to 
show,  that,  without  the  interference  of  the 
House,  and  the  expression  of  its  opinion, 
it  was  vain  to  expect  the  abolition,  or 
even  the  mitigation,  of  the  punishment. 
He  should  with  great  pleasure  give  his 
vote  for  the  Committee ;  and  he  hoped, 
that  the  noble  Lord,  who  was  lately  Go- 
vernor-general of  India,  whom  he  was 
glad  to  see  in  his  place,  would  also 
support  that  motion.  The  noble  Lord 
(Lord  W.  Bentinck)  had  achieved  a  great 
triumph  to  the  cause  of  humanity  in 
abolishing  this  revolting  torture  in  the 
native  Indian  army ;  and  he  appealed  to 
the  House,  if  Hindoos  were  exempted 
from  the  degradation,  should  the  British 
soldier  be  compelled  to  submit  to  it.  The 
direful  prognostications  of  ruin  and  cala- 
mity from  the  change  entertained  both  at 
the  Horse  Guards  and  the  India  House, 
had  not  been  realised  ;  it  was  found  to  be 
attended  with  beneficial  results,  and  there 
was  no  reason  to  suppose,  that  fewer 
advantages  would  flow  from  it  in  an 
army  so  far  superior  to  that  of  India  in 
knowledge  and  mtelligence,  and  surpassed 
by  none  on  earth  in  the  quality  essential 
to  the  military  character.  He  regretted 
that  Ministers  should  obstinately  refuse 
the  inquiry  which  was  asked  ;  for  he  be- 
lieved them  to  be  ignorant  of  the  real 
feeling  of  the  people  on  this  subject,  and 
he  could  assure  them,  that  resistance  to 
inquiry  would  rather  augment  than  di- 
minish its  force.  He  entreated  his  Majesty's 
Government  to  reconsider  their  determi- 
nation, and  to  consent  to  the  inquiry  pro- 
Ksed,  to  which  they  would  otherwise  ere 
ig  be  compelled  to  accede  by  the  unani- 
mous voice  of  the  people. 

Viscount  Sandon  said,  that  it  could  not 
be  supposed,  that  a  Select  Committee  of 
the  House  would  be  able  to  collect  a 
greater  mass  of  information  than  the 
Commission  appointed  by  his  Majesty,  or 
to  deduce  from  it  more  accurate  conclu- 
sions. That  Commission  had  examined 
the  commanding  officer  of  almost  every 
regiment  in  the  service,  and  had  investi- 
gated the  subject  with  the  greatest  possible 
minuteness.  Great  stress  had  been  laid 
on  the  Prussian  military  system,  and  the 
alleged  beneficial  effects  which  it  produced. 
He  was  surprised  that  a  system  so  utterly 
unfitted  for  the  habits,  manners,  and 
feelings  of  the  people  of  this  country 
should  be  held  up  to  the  public  as  one 


worthy  of  being  copied  in  its  details :  and 
he  was  still  more  surprised  that  hon. 
Members,  who  were  zealous  supporters  of 
the  principles  which  they  styled  liberal, 
should  recommend  to  the  adoption  of  the 
House  a  system  which  supposed,  and 
which  was  inseparably  connected  with,  an 
absolute  Government.  By  the  law  of 
Prussia,  every  citizen  was  obliged,  on 
arriving  at  the  age  of  twenty-one,  to  serve 
in  the  army  for  a  period  of  three  years, 
and  men  of  all  ranks  of  society  were 
obliged  to  enter  the  service  as  privates. 
Under  such  a  system  as  this  there  could 
be  no  difficulty  in  finding  in  the  ranks 
men  of  good  character  and  education, 
accustomed  to  good  society,  and  fit  to 
take  their  place  in  the  company  of  officers. 
But  was  such  a  system  applicable  to  this 
country,  were  men  in  good  circumstances 
prepared  to  encounter  the  toil  and  hard- 
ships of  colonial  service  which  the  British 
soldier  was  doomed  to  undergo?  Until 
this  was  found  to  be  the  case  it  would  be 
vain  to  attempt  to  introduce  such  a  system 
as  that  of  Prussia  in  this  country ;  and 
unless  they  were  prepared  to  establish 
that  system  it  would  be  impossible  to 
carry  into  effect  promotion  from  the  ranks 
on  an  extensive  scale.  It  was  a  n\istake  to 
suppose  that  corporal  punishment  was 
entirely  abolished  in  Prussia.  The  soldiers 
of  that  army  were  divided  into  two  classes, 
and  those  comprised  in  the  second  were 
liable  to  have  that  punishment  inflicted. 
This  "distinction  might  perhaps  be  intro- 
duced with  advantage  into  the  British 
army,  but  promotion  from  the  ranks  was 
impossible  without  a  total  change  of 
system.  It  had  always  been  considered  a 
safeguard  to  the  constitution,  that  the 
officers  of  the  army  should  be  men  of 
wealthy  and  distinguished  family,  that 
thev  should  mingle  in  the  best  society, 
and  should  be  imbued  with  those  civil 
feelings  which  form  the  best  guarantee  that 
they  will  never  turn  their  arms  against  the 
liberties  of  their  fellow  subjects.  Nothing 
could  be  more  dangerous  Uian  to  have  an 
array  officered  by  men  holding  no  other 
station  in  society  but  that  which  they 
derived  from  their  profession,  looking 
forward  to  promotion  as  the  single  object 
of  their  ambition,  having  no  interest  sepa- 
rate from  that  of  their  comrades,  and 
regarding  their  commander  with  a  feeling 
almost,  akin  to  devotion.  Such  a  system 
as  this,  which  prevailed  in  the  continental 
nations,  seyered  the  amy  from  the  people 
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tad  took  away  firom  tto  officers  ali  eom- 
mttnity  of  iotsreat  with  ibeir  eountrymeo. 
Though  oppoted  to  the  greet  change  in 
the  government  of  the  army  which  was 
now  propoeedi  he  hoped  that  Government 
would  not  overlook  the  recommendation  of 
the  CommiMiooersi  of  whom  he  had  the 
honour  to  he  one,  who  had  expressed  a 
very  strong  opinion  against  the  frequent 
infliction  of  corporal  punishment.  He 
thought  U  desirable  (hat  Government 
should  state  how  far  they  had  carried  into 
effect  the  recommendations  of  theCommis* 
sioners,  who  had  also  strongly  advised  the 
establishment  of  schools,  libraries,  and 
reading-rooms,  in  each  regiment,  and  that 
encouragement  should  be  held  out  to  the 
men  to  employ  their  spare  time  use- 
fully. The  Commissioners  had  also  recom* 
mended  the  separate  confinement  of  mili- 
tary offenders,  and  the  erection  of  prisons 
to  contain  them.  The  best  substitute  for 
the  lash  was  imprisonment,  and  the  Com* 
missioners  stated,  that  the  greatest  obsta- 
cle  to  its  use  was,  that  at  present  the 
aoldiers  were  contaminated  by  the  civil 
Mons  with  whom  ti^y  were  mixed*  He 
was*  anxious  to  .know  how  far  the  wishes 
of  the  Commissioners  had  been  attended 
to  in  this  respect*  The  Commissioners 
had  recommended  that  the  amount  of 
punishment  inflicted,  and  the  crimes  for 
which  it  was  to  be  inflicted,  should  be 
more  clearly  defined,  and  that  its  use 
should  be  restricted  to  aggravated  cases 
of  insubordination.  They  had  also  ad- 
vised that  more  discretion  should  be  vested 
in  commanding  officers  to  mitigate  the 
sentence  of  regimental  courts-martial,  and 
more  power  to  confer  distinctions  on  the 
gallant  and  well-conducted  soldier.  His 
Majesty's  Government,  having  adopted 
the  report  in  the  disagreeable  measures 
which  it  recommendedi  were  bound,  in 
justice  to  the  Commissioners,  to  act  on 
those  more  gracious  and  agreeable  parts  of 
it,  which  advised  the  mitigation  of  this 

iiuntshment,  as  well  as  the  rewarding  of 
uithful  and  meritorious  service,  and  the 
improvement  of  the  soldier's  condition — 
steps  which,  he  believed,  would  eventually 
lead  to  the  entire  extinction  of  flogging. 

Mr>  £*  X.  Bulwer  thought,  that  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Glasgow 
(Lord  W.  Benlinck),  had  settled  this 
question  when,  in  his  government  of  India, 
he  declared,  that  the  native  soldiers  should 
tiot  be  8ut>je^t  to  the  degradation  of 
corporal  punishment*    The  question  now 


was,  not  whether  the  Englieh  eoUier 
should  be  more  heavily  and  more  sevevely 
punished  than  the  soldiers  of  France  or 
Prussia,  but  whether  he  should  be  con- 
tinued liable  to  a  degradation  ftom  which 
the  Hindoos  and  Mussulmans  of  the 
British  empire  had  been  exempted.  Tho 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Sandon),  the  Member 
for  Liverpool,  had  stated,  that  he  con- 
sidered it  as  a  safeguard  to  the  con« 
stitution,  that  the  ofiicers  of  the  army 
should  be  members  of  high  families* 
That  might  be  true  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent; but  he  thought  the  practice  of 
appointing  the  members  of  high  families 
alone,  had  been  carried  to  too  great  an 
extent.  If  the  punishment  of  flogging 
were  abolished,  additional  facilities  mnat 
necessarily  be  given  to  enable  men  to  rise 
from  the  ranks.  Mankind  could  be 
governed  only  by  one  of  two  prineiples, 
hope  or  fear.  If  fear  were  diminisheci» 
hope  must  be  increased.  If  corporal 
puni^ment  were  abolished  for  offences, 
a  prospect  of  advancement  must  be  given 
to  those  who  behaved  well.  He  thought 
that  some  hon.  Gentlemen  who  sat  on 
that  side  of  the  House,  were  mistaken 
when  they  supposed  that  the  system  of 
punishment  in  the  British  army,  was  aa 
much  more  harsh  and  terrible  than  the 
system  adopted  and  acted  upon  in  the 
armies  of  continental  nations.  It  was  true 
that  there  were  many  offences  in  the 
British  army  to  which  the  punishment  of 
the  lash  was  attached  ;  but  in  the  French 
system  there  were  not  less  than  forty-eight 
offences  liable  to  the  punishment  of  death. 
But  it  must  be  remembered,  that  the 
punishment  of  flogging  in  the  army  was 
one  to  which  the  great  mass  of  the  people 
of  England  were  ever  inveterately  opposed^ 
and  it  therefore  followed  that  it  must  be 
abolished.  No  mode  of  punishment  could 
be  long  continued,  if  it  went  directly  in 
the  teeth  of  popular  opinion.  And  he 
would  ask  the  military  Gentlemen  present, 
whether  the  effect  of  tho  discussion  that 
had  taken  place  in  that  House  tlpon  the 
subject,  had  not  been  to  strip  the  punish- 
ment of  half  its  terrors,  and  thereby  to 
weaken  the  discipline  of  the  army? 
Could  it  be  supposed,  that  the  common 
soldiers  reading  the  debates  of  that  House, 
and  finding  that  many  Gentlemen  who 
supported  the  present  Administration,  and 
by  whose  support  alone  the  Administration 
could  continue  to  exist,  were  averse  fVom 
the  punishroent«-*would  not  be  aware  that 
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tilMir  offiitert,  ratbar  than  incur  the  odium 
and  the  retpoMibility  of  inflicting  this 
unpopular  punishment^  would  wink  at 
many  of  their  offences,  and  suffer  them  to 
pass  by  without  notice?  Under  these 
circumstancesi  he  was  decidedly  of  opinion 
that  the  Government  ought  not  to  oppose 
the  Committee  moved  for  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Barnstaple.  He  con* 
fessed  that  the  question  was  an  ex- 
tremely difficult  one,  and  one  that  ought 
to  be  gone  into  with  great  caution  and 
great  calmness.  When  flogging  was 
proposed  to  be  abolished,  it  became  a 
matterof  very  serious  consideration  what 
punishment  should  be  substituted  for  it. 
For  his  own  part,  he  believed,  that  when 
flogging  was  altogether  done  away  with, 
it  would  be  necessary,  in  several  cases,  to 
adopt  the  punishment  of  shooting.  But 
that  was  not  to  be  taken  as  an  argument 
against  the  abolition  of  the  lash.  The 
punishment  of  death  was  so  great  and  terri- 
ble, that  few  men  would  be  found  hardy 
enough  to  comwU  the  oflhnces  to  which  it 
was  attached*  Therefore,  in  the  few 
tustancea  in  whkb  it  would  be  necessary, 
he  would  rather  substitute  the  punishment 
of  death  than  continue  the  miserable  and 
degrading  infliction  of  the  lash — a  mode 
of  punishment  wholly  unfit  to  be  continued 
amongst  the  freest  people  of  the  globe. 

Viscount  Homick  wished  sincerely  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  by  whom  this  motion 
was  brought  forward,  had  expl.ained  a 
Iktle  more  distinctly  what  was  the  precise 
object  of  it.  He  should  like  to  know 
distinctly,  whether  it  were  only  a  renewal, 
in  another  shape,  of  the  gallant  Member  s 
motion  of  last  year  for  the  immediate 
abolition  of  flogging  in  the  army,  or 
whether  the  gallant  Member  really  con- 
cetved  that  before  the  House  could  make 
up  its  mind  upon  the  subject,  before  it 
could  arrive  at  a  satisfactory  decision  upon 
this  important  quesiiou,  further  informa- 
tion and  an  additional  collection  of  facts 
were  required.  If  the  latter  were  the 
gallant  Member's  object,  if  he  really  pro. 
posed  the  appointment  of  this  Committee^ 
not  merely  as  an  indirect  means  of  getting 
a  few  additional  votes  to  condemn  the 
existing  mode  of  punishment  in  the  army, 
if  he  t<K>k  this  course  on  the  *ground  that 
Ihe  House  was  not  in  posa^ession  of 
sufficient  facts  or  sufficient  information  to 
enable  it  properly  to  decide  the  ques- 
tion, he  coujd  not  help  Expressing  the 
surprise  he  felt  that  in  the  last  Session  of 


Parliament  no  similar  complaint  was  made* 
They  heard  nothing  last  year  of  the  in- 
sufficiency of  information  before  the  House. 
The  gallant   Member  himself  and    many 
other   Gentlemen    also   seemed  disposed 
to    support     his    present    motion ;     all 
argued  the  question  upon  the  evidence 
taken  before   the  Commission  appointed 
by  his  Majesty,  and  all  appeared  to  do  so 
as  if  they  felt  that  the  facts  of  the  case  were 
fairly  and  distinctly  before  them,  and  that 
the  House  was  in  a  condition  to  form  a 
correct  opinion  upon   the  subject.      He 
wished  the  gallant  Member,  therefore,  to 
tell  him  distinctly  why  he  had  altered  his 
opinion,  and  why  he    thought  that  the 
House  was  not  now  in  a  fit  condition, 
without  further  inquiry  and  further  infor- 
mation, to  come  to  a  right  decision  upon 
the  matter.     One    ground   of  complaint 
was,  that  the  Commission,  whose  Report 
was  before  them,  had  not  been   fairly  ap- 
pointed ;  that  it  was  composed    only  of 
seven  gentlemen,  every  one  of  whom  was 
rather  disposed  to  continue  the   existing 
mode  of  punishment.    Why  did  not  the 
gallant  Member  make  that  complaint  when 
ihe  Commission  was  originally  appointed  'i 
He  would  remember  that  the  Commission 
issued  at  the  commencement  of  the  Ses- 
sion, when  his  own  political  friends  wer# 
in  power,  and  when  any  suggestions  from 
him  as  to  the   unsatisfactory   composition 
of  the  commission  would  no  doubt   have 
been  immediately  attended  to.     But  what 
real  ground  of  complaint  was  there  against 
the  Commission  ?     Had  the  gallant  Mem. 
her  found  any  difficulty  in   stating  before 
it  all  the  arguments  and  facts  upon  which 
his     opposition    to    the    punishment    of 
flogging  was  founded.     He  believed  that 
every  Gentleman  opposed  to  the  system 
had  had  a  fair  opportunity  afforded  to  him 
of  stating  his  views  upon  the  subject.     It 
was,  besides,  not  correct  to  say  that  every 
gentleman  who  sat  upon  the  commission 
was  strongly  opposed  to   the  abolition  of 
the  punishment.     One  of  them  had  been 
quite  unable  to  make  up   his  mind  upon 
the  subject;  but  the  result  of  the  inquiry 
convinced    him  that  for  the   present,   at 
least,  the  punishmeotof  flogging  could  not 
with  safety  to  the  discipline  of  the  army  be 
abolished.     As  regarded  the  present  mo- 
tion, he  confessed  that  whilst  he  regarded 
a  Committee  or  a  Commission  as  an  admir- 
able instrument  for  collecting  facts  and 
materials  upon  which  the  judgment  of  the 
House  might  be  made  up,  he  had  never 
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attached  any  great  importance  or  great 
advantage  either  to  one  or  the  other,  at  a 
medium  of  controversial  examination. 
Proceedings  of  that  description  were 
generally  of  a  more  vague,  more  unsatis- 
factory, and  less  convincing  character  than 
the  arguments  conducted  either  in  the 
House,  or  through  the  medium  of  the 
public  press.     When  facts  were  not  in  dis- 

f)ute,  little  good  could  possibly  result 
irom  the  appointment  of  a  Committee ; 
and  no  man  he  thought,  would  tell  him 
thai  all  the  facts  that  could  be  elicited 
upon  this  subject  had  not  been  brought 
out  either  before  the  Commissioners,  or  in 
the  various  publications  that  had  issued 
from  the. press.  He  granted  that  if  Minis- 
ters rested  their  case  upon  the  report  of 
the  Commission,  the  gallant  Member  would 
have  to  complain  that  it  had  not  been  com- 
posed of  gentlemen  of  the  same  opinions 
with  himself.  If  the  House^were  bound 
to  take  the  Report  of  the  Commission  rs 
as  a  thing  conclusive  in  itself,  like  the 
verdict  of  a  jury,  there  would  no  d^bt  be 
a  fair  ground  for  a  further  inquiry ;  but  if 
the  gallant  Member  would  lay  aside  any 
feeling  that  he  might  be  disposed  to  asso- 
ciate with  the  names  of  the  Commissioners, 
and  look  to  their  report  only  for  the  value 
of  the  facts  it  contained,  he  would  see 
that  it  furnished  him  with  all  the  informa- 
tion he  could  possibly  desire.  An  hon. 
Member  who  had  spoken  had  said  that  he 
required  a  Committee  for  the  purpose  of 
enabling  him  to  form  an  opinion  upon  this 
subject,  because  every  one  of  them  had 
declared  that  their  minds  were  made  up 
as  to  the  expediency  of  abolishing  the 
system.  From  these  considerations  he 
was  warranted  in  coming  to  the  conclusion, 
that  this  motion  had  in  effect  for  its  object 
the  abolition  of  corporal  punishment  in  the 
army.  If  this  were  so,  then  he  would  say 
that  there  was  no  form  in  which  the  ques- 
tion could  have  been  mooted  so  incon- 
venient as  the  present;  for  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, while  calling  upon  the  House  to 
come  to  a  vote  that  would  denounce  the 
system  of  punishment  in  the  army  as  a 
mischievous  system,  would  still  leave  that 
system  in  full  force.  In  the  whole  course 
of  the  present  debate  no  hon.  Gentleman 
had  met  him  (Lord  Howick)  on  the 
ground  which  he  last  year  took— namely, 
that  if  they  abolished  corporal  punishment, 
the  discipline  of  the  army  could  not  be 
kept  up  with  a  less  amount  of  pain.  On 
the  score  of  humanity^  therefore,  he   did 


not  conceive  that  moch  would  be  gaiaed 
by  changing  the  present  system ;  for  if 
they  abolished  corporal  punishmeirt  they 
would  be  compelled  to  have  recosne  to 
the  more  awful  punishment  of  death — an 
alternative  which  they  were  bound  by  ail 
means  to  the  utmost  extent  possible  to 
avoid.  It  had  been  said  that  dismisaai 
from  the  army  would  deter  men  from  the 
commission  of  offenoes,  and  thuscorpecal 
punishment  might  be  dispensed  with ;  bnt 
experience  had  shown  that  the  dread  of 
dismissal  was  not  an  adequate  motive  to 
good  conduct.  It  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary that  there  should  exist  some  eflideai 
method  by  which  the  system  of  plunder  in 
the  face  of  the  enemy  and  in  the  t^ritory 
of  an  ally  might  be  checked.  The  argu- 
ment that  promotion  would  be  effectnal  in 
preventing  offences  bad  been  again  urged ; 
but  hon.  Gentlemen  should  bear  in 
mind  that  in  a  time  of  peace  promotion 
must  necessarily  be  so  slow  that  it  could 
not  be  made  available  as  a  moral  conee- 
tive.  He  had  already  obtained  Ibe  tane- 
tion  of  the  House  to  the  introduction  of 
the  system  of  rewards  in  the  army,  and  he 
entertained  a  very  sanguine  expectation 
that  the  result  of  such  a  system  '.would  be 
extremely  beneficial.  He  agreed  also  in 
the  propriety  of  the  proposition  that  every 
facility  should  be  given  to  the  soldier  to 
amuse  and  recreate  himself  consistently 
with  a  proper  observance  of  discipline* 
There  had  been  a  frightful  degree  of  mop- 
tality  amongst  the  white  troops  on  the 
western  coast  of  Africa,  and  more  espe- 
cially amongst  those  troops  who  bad  been 
sent  there  as  a  punishment.  Now,  if  the 
punishment  of  flogging  was  abolished  in 
the  army,  they  must  in  their  penal  code 
resort  to  the  punishment  of  sending  men 
to  the  condemned  regiments.  The  noble 
Lord  then  read  an  extract  from  a  medical 
report  on  the  health  of  the  troops  on  the 
western  coast  of  Africa,  with  a  view  of 
showing  the  frightful  state  of  the  mortal- 
ity amongst  them,  and  more  especially  as 
regarded  those  men  who  were  gent 
there  as  a  punishment,  for  they  be- 
came indifferent  and  careless  as  to 
their  mode  of  living,  well  knowing,  as 
they  did,  th^  fatal  nature  of  the  climate* 
In  1825,  the  strength  of  the  white  troops 
in  the  Western  African  colonies  was  571, 
and  out  of  that  number  there  were  not  leas 
than  441  deaths  within  the  year.  In  1626, 
the  number  *of  white  troops  in  these 
colonies  was  47  Ij  and  the  nnmber  of 
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d««|di8  in  tbe  year  was  842.  His  hon. 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Finsbury,  last 
year  made  a  charge  against  an  officer 
respecting  the  infliction  of  punishments, 
who  was  then  out  of  the  country.  He 
said  that  Colonel  Arthur,  being  anxious 
to  add  to  the  severity  of  the  punishment 
imposed  by  a  court-martial  on  a  soldier, 
chose  to  be  present  at  the  infliction  of  the 
sentence,  and  ordered  that  the  lashes 
Aould  be  inflicted  by  tap  of  drum,  or  at 
half-minute  time.  That  officer  had  now 
returned  to  this  country,  and  stated  most 
distinctly  that  he  had  never  attended  the 
infliction  of  any  punishment  but  when  it 
was  imposed  in  exact  conformity  with  the 
army  regulations,  and  he  altogether  denied 
the  accuracy  of  the  statement  made  by  the 
hon«  Gentleman.  In  addition  to  this,  he 
had  a  number  of  documents  from  various 
individuals  corroborative  of  the  statement 
of  this  gallant  officer.  The  noble  Lord 
read  three  letters;  the  6rst  was  from  a 
Captain  Browne  Willis,  captain  in  the 
Royal  Artillery,  who  commanded  the 
artillery  in  Honduras  from  June,  1818,  to 
1824,  and  was  directed  to  Sir  Alexander 
Dickson.  It  stated  that  the  writer,  having 
read  in  The  7Vme$  newspaper  of  the  16th 
of  April,  1836,  the  statement  ofthehon. 
Member  for  Finsbury  respecting  the  inflic- 
tion of  punishment  on  a  soldier,  of  the 
name  of  Ingram,  by  the  tap  of  drum,  he 
wished  to  state  that  he  was  present  at  the 
punishment  of  this  man,  and  he  distinctly 
denied  that  it  had  been  inflicted  in  a  man- 
ner not  conformable  to  the  usual  mode,  or 
that  there  was  any  undue  severity.  The 
writer  also  stated,  that  he  never  saw 
punishment  inflicted  in  the  way  described 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman ;  and  also,  that  it 
was  notorious  in  the  colony  that  Colonel 
Arthur  was  adverse  to  the  infliction  of 
corporal  punishment,  and  that  he  never 
consented  to  it  but  with  the  greatest 
reluctance.  The  noble  Lord  stated  that 
he  had  similar  declarations  from  two  other 
officers  of  the  artillery  who  served  at  the 
time  alluded  to  in  the  colony  of  Honduras. 
In  conclusion,  he  would  only  add  that  he 
trusted  that  the  House  would  not  sanc- 
tion the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Barnstaple. 

Mr.  Thomas  Duncomhe  did  not  intend 
to  find  fault  with  the  noble  Lord  for 
reading  these  letters.  The  noble  Lord 
had  told  him  about  an  hour  ago  that  he 
intended  to  refer  to  the  case,  but  he 
thopght  be  should    have    some    further 
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notice  on  the  subject.  He  did  not  feel  any 
blame  attached  to  himself,  as  he  firmly 
believed  that  he  was  only  stating  the 
truth.  He  would  remind  the  House  of 
what  took  place  last  year  on  this  point. 
The  noble  Lord  and  the  right  hon.  the 
Judge-Advocate  took  credit  to  themselves 
for  having  reduced  the  number  of  lashes 
that  could  be  inflicted  in  the  army  to  200. 
He  then  said,  that  he  trusted  that  care 
would  be  taken  that  while  the  number  of 
lashes  was  reduced,  the  punishment  would 
be  inflicted  in  the  usual  manner,  and  that 
the  time  should  not  be  prolonged  so  as  to 
add  to  the  severity  of  the  punishment.  He 
then  stated,  that  there  were  cases  in  the 
army  of  officers  who  protracted  the  time  of 

Sunishment  so  as  to  increase  its  severity 
y  prolonging  the  sufierings  of  the  soldier ; 
and  he  also  stated,  that  Colonel  Arthur  had 
done  so  in  Honduras,  and  he  mentioned 
Colonel  Bradley  as  his  authorit;p.'  He  had 
laid  on  the  table  of  the  House  a  petition 
from  the  gallant  officer  he  had  just  named. 
In  wMlh  Colonel  Arthur  was  charged  with 
inflicting  punishment  in  an  unauthorised 
manner,  and  in  a  way  calculated  to  prolong 
the  sufferings  of  the  soldiers.  He  had 
given  notice  of  a  motion  founded  on  this 
petition,  and  he  thought  that  it  was  rather 
unfair  on  the  part  of  the  noble  Lord  to  en- 
deavour to  forestall  the  discussion  on  the 
subject.  He  waited  until  Colonel  Arthur 
returned  to  this  country,  and  he  was  now 
determined  to  proceed  with  the  chargies 
against  him.  Colonel  Bradley,  whose 
word  could  be  taken  as  well  as  that  of 
Colonel  Arthur — and  he  wished  that  that 
gallant  officer  would  be  allowed  to  enter 
mto  his  case  before  a  Committee — Colonel 
Bradley  had  been  ill-used  by  Colonel 
Arthur,  and  the  shield  of  the  Horse- 
Guards  had  been  thrown  over  the  latter 
officer  in  the  most  unjustifiable  manner. 
He  (Mr.  T.  Duncombe)  was  determined 
that  one  of  these  officers  should  go  to  the 
wall,  and  he  had  no  hesitation  in  saying 
if  Colonel  Bradley  had  made  a  false  state- 
ment he  would  not  meet  with  support. 
But  he  believed  that  Colonel  Arthur  had 
flogged  men  in  a  most  severe  manner ;  and 
certainly  he  had  been  most  unpopular  in 
every  colony  in  which  he  had  been.  He 
had  received  within  the  last  few  days  a 
Van  Diemen's  Land  newspaper,  from  which 
it  appeared  that  Hobart-town  was  illumi- 
nated at  the  departure  of  Colonel  Arthur. 
He  meant  on  the  1st  of  June  to  move  for 
the  appointment  of  a  Committee  to  inquire 
2G 


899      JmtOfy  PunUkminii.      {COMMONB}       MilUary  Punbhmmiii.      906 


into  the  allegftdont  contaioed  in  the 
patition  of  Colonal  Bradley;  and  then 
Colonel  Arthur's  fdendswouldy  he  trusted, 
support  the  motion  for  inquiry.  With 
regard  to  the  question  now  immediately 
before  the  House,  the  right  hon.  the  Judge- 
Advocate  said,  that  corporal  punishment 
was  very  nearly  abolished  in  the  army, 
and  the  only  thing  that  would  pre- 
vent that  object  being  attained  within 
a  short  time  was  the  repetition  of 
motions  like  the  present;  but  he 
would  ask  his  right  hon.  Friend  whether 
be  believed  things  would  have  been  as 
described  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
with  regard  to  corporal  punishment  in  the 
army,  but  for  motions  similar  to  the  pre- 
•ent?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  also 
said,  that  this  motion  cast  a  slur  on  the 
Commission  that  was  appointed  the  year 
before  last  on  this  subject;  but  it  ought 
not  to  be  forgotten  that  all  the  measures 
of  that  Commission,  except  one,  were 
favourable  to  corporal  punishment, 
and  that  one  Member  had  never' given  a 
vote*  The  public  had  no  more  conftdenoe 
in  that  Commission  than  they  hnd  in  the 
CommUteo  now  sitting  up  stairs  to  inquire 
into  the  working  of  the  new  poor*law ; 
for  in  both  instances  the  selection  of  those 
appointed  had  been  all  on  one  side.  He 
trusted  that  the  sense  of  the  House  would 
be  decidedly  in  favour  of  the  motion  of 
his  hon.  Friend  for  the  appointment  of  a 
Committee.  Before  he  sat  down  he  would 
mention  a  circumstance  that  had  been 
narrated  to  him  by  an  officer  of  the  fifteenth 
hussars.  That  Gentleman  told  him  that 
he  had  seen  a  roan  flogged  two  or  three 
times  who  had  been  guilty  of  no  crime 
whatever  except  being  intoxicated  on  pay< 
day  [Hear].  Hon.  Members  cried  "  Hear  V* 
but  if  ibis  were  to  be  a  ground  for  flogging, 
ha  would  tell  them  that  he  should  like  to 
see  every  Member  of  that  House  flogged 
who  was  gailty  of  the  same  breach  of  pro- 
priety. The  last  time  but  one  this  man 
was  brought  out,  the  punishment  was 
increased,  and  be  received  it  in  the  most 
heroic  manner,  not  giving  utterance  to  a 
aingle  groan  or  cry,  but  at  length  he  fainted, 
and  was  taken  down  from  the  triangle  and 
carried  to  the  hospital.  The  adjutant  of 
the  regiment  then  ordered  that  a  new  cat 
should  be  madewith  larger  knots,  with  which 
he  said  that  he  was  satisfied  that  he  would 
make  the  man  feel,  [Name  name].  He 
would  give  the  name  before  the  Committee, 
and  woald  prove  bis  case.     The  man  was 


again  flogged,  and  when  taken  down  fronf 
the  halberts  he  was  found  to  be  insane,  and 
he  remained  a  maniac.  [Name],  He  was 
sure  when  the  name  of  the  officer  who 
made  this  statement  to  him  was  mentioned 
it  would  satisfy  hon.  Gentlemen,  and  he 
trusted  that  a  Committee  would  be  ap- 
pointed before  which  he  could  cell  this 
officer.  [Name],  No,  he  would  not 
name  the  parties,  but  would  prove  his  case 
before  the  Committee.  The  case  he  alluded 
to  occurred  twenty  years  ago. 

Viscount  Howick,  in  explanation,  staled 
that  the  petition  of  Colonel  Bradley  was  not 
confined  to  the  question  of  the  infliction 
of  undue  punishment,  but  embraced  a 
variety  of  matters. 

Mr.' Bridgeman  knew  many  cases  in 
which  men  had  been  flogged  without  hav* 
ing  committed  any  offence.  He  knew  of 
one  case  in  which  a  man  who  was  sentenced 
to  be  flogged  said,  that  he  should  never 
survive  it,  and  on  being  taken  down  and 
conveyed  to  the  hospital,  he  took  an  op- 
portunity of  OQtting  his  throat.  He  trusted 
that  the  House  would  snnetion  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Committee  to  inqah'a  into  the 
whole  subject. 

Sir  Oeorge  Orey  felt  himself  boond  to 
prote»t  against  the  course  adopted  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  in  endeavouring 
to  raise  a  prejudice  against  Colonel  AKhur, 
in  anticipation  of  the  motion  which  the 
hon.  Member  had  given  notice  of  for  the 
Ist.,  of  June,  and  this,  too,  by  the  state* 
ment  of  circumstances  which  he  (Sir 
G.  Grey)  fully  believed  could  not  be  sab- 
stantiated  by  evidence,  and  which  were, 
indeed,  altogether  at  variance  with  facts 
within  his  knowledge.  The  conduct  of 
Colonel  Arthur  in  Van  Diemen  s  Land  had 
been  such  as  to  elicit  the  warm  thanks  of 
each  successive  Colonial  Secretary,  and 
to  procure  for  the  gallant  officer  the  esteem, 
nn V,  the  aflection  of  a  great  majoriiy  of  the 
colonists,  an  esteem  and  affection  unequi- 
vocally shown  in  the  fact  that  a  large 
subscription  had  been  raised  among  the 
colonists  for  the  purchase  of  a  piece  of 
plate,  to  be  presented,  in  the  name  of  the 
colony,  to  Colonel  Arthur.  It  waa  well 
understood  that  Colonel  Arthur  was  fiilly 
prepared  to  rebut  every  charge  that  had 
been  made  a^^inst  him,  andtheonly  reason 
that  the  gallant  officer  had  not  already 
come  forward  tomeetlhesediarges  in  per* 
Hon  was  the  very  sufficient  one,  that  on  his 
landing  ut  Plymouth  he  bad  beeu  attacked 
by  a  dangerous  illness,  which  hadeonflned 
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bin  to  bit  apartnrenU  at  Plymouth  ever 
siace, 

Mr.  T.  Duncombe  begged  to  observe 
that  the  discussion  had  not  originated  with 
him* 

Sir  Henry  Hardinge  entirely  diflfered 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury.  So 
far  from  considering  it  unfair  on  the  part 
of  the  noble  Lord  to  read  those  letters  he 
thought  it  was  no  more  than  an  act  of 
duty.  The  statements  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man with  respect  to  Colonel  Arthur  were 
not  characterised  by  that  candour  which  he 
should  have  expected  from  him.  The  hon. 
Member  found  fault  with  the  noble  Lord 
for  entering  into  any  defence  of  Colonel 
Arthur's. conduct,  and  complained  of  it  as 
unfair.  The  hon.  Member  did  not  seem 
lo  remember  that  the  petition  presented 
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no  case  could  be  made  out  against  hiip* 
He  did  not  entertain  the  smallest  doubt 
that  he  performed  his  duties  ably  and 
honourably^  and  beneficially  to  the  country, 
in  the  place  where  he  was  last  employed, 
as  well  as  at  Honduras.  What  more  could 
Colonel  Arthur  do,  as  soon  as  he  heard 
such  charges  made  against  him,  than  state 
his  readiness  to  meet  any  inquiry?  Let  a 
Committee  be  appointed,  and  he  had  no 
doubt  they  would  come  to  the  same  opinion 
of  Colonel  Arthui^s  conduct  and  character 
as  that  he  now  entertained  himself.  With 
regard  to  the  subject  immediately  before 
the  House,  he  had  heard  no  sufficient 
reasons  stated  for  the  appointment  of  a 
Committee.  The  Report  of  the  Commis- 
sioners upon  the  subject  was  as  full  as  it 
could  be,  and  he  did  not  see  how  any 


by  him  contained  six  whole  pages  of  i  further  information  of  the  least  importance 
aittok^pon  that  gallant  officer,  having  j  could  be  obtained  by  further  inquiry, 
reference,  not  merely  to  the  subject  of  Seventy^one  individuals  had  given  their 
flogging,  but  embracing  all  the  circum-  evidence  before  the  Commission,  besides 
stancesof  a  disputeof  twenty  years' stand-  sixty  or  seventy  military  officers  —  130 
iog  between  Colonel  Arthur  and  Colonel  i  altogether  were  examined.  He  did  not 
Bradley,  which  originated  at  Honduras,  i  see,  after  this,  how  any  further  information 
That  dispute  had  been  four  or  five  tiroes  ,  was  to  be  obtained.  General  officers,  fiel4- 


th«  subject  of  discussion  in  that  House. 
It  was  under  consideration  when  Mr.  Ellice 
was  Secretary  at  War,  when  Sir  John 


officers,  and  non-commissioned  officers  and 
privates  were  examined,  clergymen  also 
were  examined,  and  one  of  them  (a  Pres- 


Hobhouse  held  the  same  situation— and  byterian  clergyman)  gave  evidence  which 
upon  all  those  occasionsi  whether  the  Whigs  !  was  perhaps  the  most  valuable  of  all  that 
or  Tories  were  in  office,   the  conclusion  i  had  come  before  the  Commissioners.  The 


come  to  was  that  Colonel  Bradley  had  no 
ease.  The  petition  presented  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Finsbury  merely  stated 
that,  in  Colonel  Bradley's  opinion.  Colonel 
Arthur,  in  the  infliction  of  punishment  at 
Honduras,  acted  with  cruelty  and  inhu- 
manity ;  but  he  mentioned  no  names,  be 


hon.  Member  for  Barnstaple  and  the  hon* 
Member  for  Hull  (Colonel Thompson)  were 
the  only  two  witnesses  who  were  of  opinion 
thatflogging  in  thearmy  mightbe  dooeaway 
with  altogether.  Even  the  hon.  Member 
for  Middlesex  himself  (Mr*  Humej)  gave 
it  as  his  opinion  that  corporal  punishment 


stated  no  facts,  he  went  into  no  detail  of  i  must  be  retained  in  the  field.     Was  he 


circumstances,  he  did  not  even  say  in 
what  year  it  occurred.  Now,  was  that  a 
fair  way  of  treating  a  gallant  and  meritori- 
ous officer,  who  bad  so  long  served  the 
publio  faithfully  and  efficiently?  Were 
bis  name  and  character  to  be  thus  brought 
before  the  public  merely  on  account  of  a 
quarrel  of  twenty  years'  standing  7  The 
officer  in  command  of  the  artillery  at  the 
time  the  punishment  was  inflicted  at  Hon- 
duras) and  the  gunners  who  witnessed  the 
transaction,  stated  distinctly  in  their  com- 
munications to  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Howick)  that  the  punishment  was  inflicted 
in  the  osual  way,  without  any  circumstance 
of  aggravation  or  of  peculiar  severity. 
From  all  he  knew  and  heard  of  Colonel 
Arthur  it  was  his  thorough  conviction  that 


right  or  not  in  this  interpretation  of  the 
hon.  Member's  evidence?  [Mr.  Hume 
nodded  assent.]  Well,  the  hon.  Member 
admitted  the  necessity  of  it  in  the  field, 
but  still  in  the  last  Session  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber voted  for  a  total  abolition.  He  di(l 
not  see  how  the  hon.  Member  for  Middle 
sex  could  reconcile  bis  evidence  and  his 
vote.  As  far  as  he  could  collect  from  the 
discussion  there  were  only  three  substitutes 
proposed  for  corporal  punishment— dis- 
missal, penal  companies,  and  shooting. 
It  had  been  said  .that  dismissal  from  the 
service  was  found  to  answer  in  the  police 
force,  and  it  was  very  properly  observed 
that  there  it  might  answer  well  enough  as 
the  superior  pay  rendered  dismissal  a 
punishment  of  considerable  severity.  But 
2G2 
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condnde  tbat  the  gallant  o£5cer  alluded 
to  preferred  the  English  syatem  of  corporal 
ptinishraent  to  that  of  shooting.     He  had 


even  iu  the  police  force  with  such  a  check 
as  this  it  had  heen  found  necessary  to 
dismiss  four  thousand  men.  It  was 
absurd  to  talk  of  applying  that  principle 
to  the  army.  With  respect  to  penal 
companies  they  were  found  totally  in. 
efficient  as  a  substitute  for  corporal 
punishment,  and  this  was  fully  proved 
from  experience  at  Sierra  Leone.  Mar- 
shal Soult  did  not  approve  of  penal  com- 
panies. The  only  remaining  substitute 
was  death,  and  it  was  admitted  by  the 
Member  for  Lincoln  (Mr.  Bulwer)  that  ihe 
punishment  of  shooting  must  be  consider- 
ably increased  in  the  army  if  corporal 
punishment  was  done  away  with.  For  his 
part  he  must  confess  that  however  painful, 
nowever  revolting,  to  the  feelings,  flog- 
ging might  be,  he  much  preferred  it  as  a 
punishment  to  that  of  death.  The  dis- 
tinguished poet,  Mr.  Campbell,  in  his 
Letters  from  the  South,  recently  published, 
made  some  observations  upon  this  sub- 
ject, which  he  would  recommend  to  the 
attention  of  Gentlemen  who  spoke  so  lightly 
of  the  punishment  of  shooting.  Mr. 
Campbell  said  he  found  upon  inquiry  that 
there  was  more  drunkenness  in  the  French 
than  in  the  English  army,  and  from  what 
he  observed  he  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  to  avoid  the  necessity  of  a  more  severe 
puiiitbmenty  flogging  might  occasionally 
be  necessary.  He  found  that  in  the 
French  army  at  Algiers  one  man  a  month 
was  shot.  However  painful  to  his  feelings 
he  was  inclined  to  see  one  instance  of  the 
punishment  of  death  inflicted  in  this  way. 
He  had  an  opportunity  of  witnessing  it  in 
the  case  of  a  man  who  was  to  be  shot  for 
desertion.  Before  the  punishment  was  in- 
flicted, hit  comrades  being  drawn  up 
round  him,  he  declared  that  in  deserting, 
his  object  was  not  to  go  over  to  the  enemy, 
but  to  go  to  Italy  to  see  his  father  and 
mother.  Mr.  Campbell  described  the 
horror  of  the  scene  in  terms  which  be 
could  not  now  call  to  mind,  and  exclaimed 
ftgaiost  the  hardship  of  givine  to  men  the 
power  of  depriying  their  fellow-man  of 
life.  He  conversed  with  the  French  ge- 
neral upon  the  subject,  and  observed  to 
him  that,  however  terrible  it  might  appear 
to  him,  perhaps  it  was  not  more  revolting 
to  French  soldiers  than  flogging  might  be. 
"Ah !''  said  the  distinguished  oflicer 
whom  he  addresMd,  "  do  not  think  so ; 
this  man  would  very  willingly  have  his 
puhithment  commuted  for  the  infliction  of 


so  often  before  delivered  his  opinion  upon 
the  subject  in  that  House  that  he  would 
not  go  into  it  again  upon  this  occasion* 
He  felt  convinced  that  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  preserve  discipline  in  the  army 
if  the  power  was  abolished.  This  being 
his  opinion  he  expressed  it  frankly  and 
openly,  for  he  never  would  court  popu- 
larity at  the  expense  of  sincerity.  If  the 
present  motion  was  agreed  to,  the  result 
would  be  to  convert  that  House  into  a 
standing  Committee  to  inquire  into  this 
subject  year  after  year. 

Sir  C.  Dalbiac  said,  the  bravery  dis- 
played by  the  King's  troops  in  the  North 
of  Spain  was  a  striking  illustration  of  the 
excellent  eflect  of  a  system  of  discipline 
such  as  that  now  practised  in  our  army. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Oflicer  proceeded  to 
observe,  in  the  midst  of  considerable  con- 
fusion caused  by  the  conversation  which 
prevailed  in  the  House,  that  be  thought 
the  same  principle  ought  to  apply  to  the 
navy  and  the  marines  as  to  the  army;  it 
appeared,  however,  that  the  abolition  of 
flogging  in  the  navy  was  a  question  which 
had  been  given  up,  even  by  the  advocates 
of  the  present  motion.  He  referred  to 
the  Report  of  the  Criminal  Law  Commia- 
sioners,  which  stated  that  Dr.  Starkie  had 
given  it  as  his  opinion  that  corporal  punislw 
ment  might  properly  be  inflicted  in  many 
cases  of  larceny  and  other  offences.  Now, 
if  this  punishment  were  to  be  left  in  the 
hands  of  the  officers  of  the  law,  he  could 
not  see  why  high  officers  in  the  army 
should  be  precluded  from  resorting  to  it. 
His  hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  when  before 
the  Commission  on  military  punishments, 
made  reference  to  one  particular  regiment 
— he  begged  to  ask  him  whether  that  re- 
giment was  the  12th  Dragoons  which  he 
(Sir  C.  Dalbiac)  took  out  to  Bombay  in  the 
year  1822. 

Major FoncDurf  declined  to  particularise 
the  regiment. 

Captain  PolhitUM^  that  having  passed 
a  considerable  period  of  his  life  in  the 
army,  he  felt  bound  to  say  that  he  did  not 
know  how  the  power  of  inflicting  corporal 
punishment  could  be  abolished  altogether 
without  having  recourse  to  a  punishment 
much  more  awful,  and  much  moreserioua 
to  the  offender,  namely,  that  of  death. 
He  knew  of  cases  within  his  own  expert* 


300  laahes.**  From  this  anecdote  he  must  I  enoe  wherCf  in  marching  regiments,  but 
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lor  corporal  punishments  being  available 
that  of  shooting  must  have  been  inflicted. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  then  related 
the  case  of  a  soldier  of  his  own  regiment 
who  had  been  floigged,  and  who  bad  after* 
wards  turned  out  one  of  the  best  conducted 
men  in  the  regiment ;  and  concluded  by 
declaring  his  opinion  that  a  good  soldier 
need  never  fear  the  lash. 

The  House  divided  on  the  original 
motion  :— Ayes  167;  Noes  72:  Ma- 
jority 95. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 
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Adam,  Sir  C. 
Alfordy  Viscount 
Angerstein,  John 
Archdally  M. 
Ashley,  Vise. 
Bagot,  hon.  W. 
Baillie,  Hugh  D. 
Balfour,  T. 
Barclay,  Charles 
Baring,  Francis  T. 
Baring,  H.  Bingham 
Beckett,  Sir  J. 
Berkeley,  hon.  C. 
Biddulph,  B. 
Blackstone,  W.  S. 
Boiling,  W. 
Bonhaxn,  R.  Francis 
Borthwick,  Peter 
Bowles,  G.  R. 
Bradshaw,  James 
Bratnston,  T.  W. 
Brownrigg,  S. 
Bruce,  Lord  £. 
BuUer,  Edward 
Buller,  Sir  J. 
Byng,  George 
Campbell,  Sir  J. 


Eaton,  R.  J. 
Egerton,  Lord  F. 
Elley,  Sir  John 
Ferguson,  George 
Fergusson,  R.  C. 
Fielden,  William 
Finch,  George 
Follett,  Sir  W. 
Forbes,  William 
Forster,  hon.  G. 
Forster,  Charles  S. 
Gladstone,  T. 
Gladstone,  Wm.  £. 
Gordon,  Robert 
Gordon,  hon.  Captain 
Goulburn,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Goulbum,  Sergeant 
Graham, rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Grant,  hon.  Col. 
Green,  T. 
Grey,  Sir  George 
Grimston,  Vise. 
Grimston,  hon.  E.  H. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C. 
Hanmer,  Henry 
Harcoart,  G.  S. 
Hardinge,  Sir  H. 


Chandos,  Marquess  of    Hay,  Sir  Andrew  L. 


Chetwynd,  Captain 
Chichester,  Arthur 
Clerk,  SirG. 
Clive,  hon.  R.  H. 
Codrington,  C.  W. 
Codrington,  Sir  E. 
Colborne,  N.  W. 
Cole,  Vise 
Compton,  H.  C. 
Coote,  Sir  C. 
Copland,  W.  C. 
Corry,  hon.  H. 
Crippsy  J. 
Dalbiac,  Sir  C. 
Dalmeny,  Lord 
pick,  Quintin 
Donkin,  Sir  R. 
Dnffield,  Thomas 
Dunbar,  G. 
Duncombe,  hon,  W. 
Dancombe,  hon.  A. 
DnndaSy  bon«  T* 
Dundas,  J.  D, 
£astnor,Visc.' 


Herries,  right  hon.  J. 
Hillsborough,  Earl  of 
Hope,  James 
Hotham,  Lord 
Houldsworth,  T. 
Houstoun,  George 
Howard,  Philip  H. 
Howick,  Viscount 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 
Jermyn,  Earl 
Jones,  Wilson 
Jonesy  Theobald 
Kerrison,  Sir  Edw. 
Kirk,  P. 

Knight,  H.  Gaily 
Labouchere,  H. 
Law,  hon.  Charles  £. 
Lawson,  Andrew 
Lees,  John  P, 
Lefevre,  Charles  S. 
Lennox,  Lord  G. 
Lennox^  Lord  A. 
Leveson,  Lord 
Lewis,  David 


Lowther,  J.  H. 
Lygon,  General 
Mackinnon,  W.  A. 
Maclean,  Donald 
Mabon,  Vise. 
Maule,  hon.  F. 
Morpeth,  Viscount 
Norreys,  Lord 
Ossulston,  Lord 
Paget,  Frederick 
Palmer,  Robert 
Palmer,  George 
Palmerston,  Vise. 
Parker,  John 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Pechell,  Captain 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  Jonathan 
Percival,  Colonel 
Polhill,  F. 
Pollock,  SirF. 
Powell,  Col. 
Price,  S.  G. 
Rice,  rt.  hon.  T.  S. 
Richards,  Richard 
Rickford,  W. 
Rolfe,  Sir  Robert  M. 
Ross,  Charles 
Russell,  Charles 
Russell,  Lord  John 
Sanderson,  R. 
Sandon,  Viscount 
Scarlett,  hon.  R. 


Scott,  Sir  £.  D. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Sharpe,  General 
Sheppard,  Thomas 
Shirley,  E.  J. 
Sibthorp,  Col. 
Smith,  R.  V. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Speirs,  A. 
Stanley^  E.  J. 
Stanley,  Edward 
Stewart,  John 
Stewart,  V. 
Start,  H.  C. 
Thomas,  Colonel 
Townley,  R.  G. 
Troubridge,  Sir  T. 
Twiss,  Horace 
Vere,  Sir  C.  B. 
Wilbraham,  hon.  B. 
Wilde,  Sergeant 
Williams,  Robert 
Williamson,  Sir  H. 
Winnington,  H. 
Wood,  Colonel  T. 
Wynn,  rt.  hon.  C.  W. 
Yorke,  E.  T. 
Young,  George  F. 
Young,  J. 
Young,  Sir  W. 

TELLERS. 

Steuart,  R. 
Wood,  Charles 


List  of  the 'Sots, 
Aglionby,  H.  A.  Hastie,  Archibald 


Bagshaw,  John 
Barnard,  Edward  G. 
Bellew,  R.  M. 
Bewes,  T. 
Blunt,  Sir  C. 
Bowes,  John 
Brady,  Denis  C. 
Bridgraan,  Hewitt 
Brodie,  W.  B. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Buller  Charles 
Bulwer^  Edw.Lt 
Balwer,  H.  L. 
Butler,  hon.  P. 
Chalmers,  P. 
Chapman,  M.  L. 
Chichester,  J.  P. 
Collins,  William 
D'Eyncourt,  C.  T. 
Duncombe,  Thomas 
Elphinstone,  H. 
Etwall,  R. 
Ewart,  W. 
Farrant,  Robert 
Fort,  John 
Freshaeld,  J.  W. 
Gillon,  Wm.  Downe 
Goring,  H.  D. 
Grote,  George 
Hail,  B. 
Harvey,  D.  W, 


Hindley,  C. 
Hume,  J, 
Humphery,  J. 
Hutt,  W, 
Johnston,  Andrew 
Leader,  John 
Lennard,  T  B. 
Lynch,  Andrew  H. 
Macnamara,  Major 
Molesworth,  Sir  W. 
Morrison,  J. 
Pattison,  James 
Pease,  Joseph 
Philips,  Mark 
Poulter,  John  Sayer 
Ramsbottom,  J. 
Richards,  John 
Robinson,  G.  R. 
Roche,  Wm. 
Ruthven,  Edward 
Smith,  Benjamin 
Stuart,  Lord  D. 
Strickland,  Sir  G. 
Talfourd,  Sergeant 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Thompson,  Aid. 
Thompson,  Colonel 
Thomlev,  T. 
Trevor,  hon.  A. 
Tulk,  C.  A. 
Villiers,  Charles  P. 


907 


Novif  EUimaiet, 


{COMMONS} 


Kavy  EsiimaitM, 


901 


Walker,  R. 
Warlmrloo,  U, 
WasoQyRigby 
WhsOkj^rS. 
Wilks,  J. 
WUlfams,  WimaiD 


Wilmot,  Sir  J.  F. 
Woody  ikMcniMui 


TKLLESS. 

Fancoort,  Major 
Boldero,  Ueniy  Geo* 

Paired  Off. 

For  the  MotioD.  Against. 

W.  Tooke.  C.  Baiiog  Wall. 

The  Matioy  Bill  went  thtongh  Com- 
mittee. 

Navt  Estimatxs.]  The  Houie  in  a 
Committed  of  Supply  on  the  Nary  Esti- 
mates.    Sevenl  TOtes  were  agreed  to. 

On  a  vote  being  proposed  of  359,827/. 
for  naval  stores, 

Mr.  George  F.  Y<nmg  declared,  that  he 
conld  not  suffer  this  vote  to  be  taken 
without  expressing  his  objection  to  the 
present  system  by  which  the  Government 
obtained  their  English  oak  for  ship-build- 
ing.  It  ought  to  be  supplied  by  open 
competition  and  public  contract. 

Mr.  CkarUt  Wood  observed,  that  the 
supply  of  timber  was  open  to  competition. 

Mr.  George  F.  Youmg  was  glad  to  hear 
that  such  was  the  ease,  and  therefore  he 
would  not  repeat  his  objection  to  the  pre- 
sent system,  but  he  must  express  his  o^ 
jectjons  to  the  system  of  sufferipg-jj^ps  to 
rot  in  ordinary,  whi||g^-'£^W  ghips  were 
being  built  bvjgj^f  experiment.  He 
had  seenwyjgfhis  own  eyes,  within  the 
^**^  '^Jlffight.^a  74-gun  ship,  which  cost 
\L  or  70,000/.  building,  which  had 
been  sold  within  the  last  few  months  for 
6,0002.,  although  she  was  in  a  sUte  of  as 
perfect  soundness  as  any  ship  could  be 
that  was  just  launched.  The  ship  to 
which  he  referred,  was  the  Scarborough. 
He  was  informed,  that  she  had  been  sold 
out  of  the  service,  in  consequence  of  her 
not  possessing  some  particular  qualities 
which  it  was  conceived  his  Majesty's  ships 
ought  to  possess ;  yet  ships  were  building 
still.  Since  the  present  surveyor  of  the 
Navy  (Sir  W.  Symonds)  had  filled  that 
office,  upwards  of  half  a  million  of  money 
had  been  spent  in  constructing  ships  upon 
bis  plan,  and  we  were  suffering  ships  bttili 
by  former  surveyors  to  rot  in  ordinary  in 
the  meantime,  while  other  naval  con- 
structors. Captain  Hayes  and  Admiral 
Elliott,  were  also  bnildfng  ships  on  their 
individual  plans,  in  order  that  it  might  be 
decided  whose  plan  was  the  best*  Now, 
the  Government  ought,  by  this  time,  to 
bate  detsnained  either  that  Sir  W.  Sy- 


monds*s  plan  was  the  best,  or  that  it  was 
not.  If  it  was,  why  should  they  go  on 
trying  experiments?  He  trusted  ilmt  be 
had  shown  that  a  primd  facie  case  for 
investigatioo  existed,  and  v^en  an  oppor* 
tunity  arose,  be  should  certainly  move  for 
a  Committee  of  Inquiry,  which  he  hoped 
would  be  granted.  He  could  not  allow 
this  vote  to  pass  without  entering  his  pro- 
test against  the  lavish  expenditure  of  the 
public  money  in  building  new  ships  when 
old  ships  were  rotting  in  ordinary. 

Mr.  Charles  Wood  said,  that  if  when 
the  hon.  Member  brought  forward  his 
motioii,  he  would  give  him  the  particulars 
of  the  information  he  required,  he  would 
be  prepared  to  assent  to  the  returns,  or  to 
show  such  reasons  for  refusing  them  as  be 
had  no  doubt  would  be  satisfactory  to  the 
House.  The  first  point  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  had  referred,  was  the  ex- 
pense incurred  in  building  ships  on  the 
plan  of  Sir  W.  Syroondb.  The  hon* 
Member  had  brotight  a  charge  against  Sir 
W.  Symonds  on  that  ground. 

Mr.  George  F.  Yomng :  I  brought  no 
charge  at  all  against  Sir  W.  Symonds  on 
the  score  of  his  plan  causjng  greater  ez- 
pensejhaiKthti-eftfthefs.'' 
-^Mr.  Charles  Wood  would  turn,  then,  to 
the  next  point  which  the  boo.  Member 
had  made  the  object  of  his  assault.  He 
had  said,  that  ships  had  been  sold  and 
broken  np  which  were  in  a  sound  and 
seaworthy  stale.  Now,  he  held  in  his 
hand,  a  report  of  a  survey  of  the  Scar- 
borough, and  from  that  it  appeared  that 
it  was  not  possible  that  she  conld  be  sent 
to  sea  without  undergoing  repairs  which 
would  cost  more  than  building  a  new  ship. 
He  might  further  state,  with  reference  to 
the  charge  of  building  nK>re  ships  than 
were  wanted,  that  no  ships  were  now 
building,  nor  had  been  built  for  the  last 
two  years,  except  small  vessels  or  steamers. 
All  the  alterations  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  been  made  before  Sir  W. 
Symonds  was  surveyor  of  the  Nary. 

Mr.  George  F.  Young  remarked,  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  was  perfectly  incor- 
rect in  his  statements.  He  had  himself 
seen  the  Boscawen  in  the  state  in  which 
she  was  originally  built,  and  knew  that 
she  had  nndei^one  great  alterations  since 
Sir  W.  Symonds  held  his  present  office. 
With  regard  to  the  Scarborough,  he  took 
on  himself  to  state,  in  spite  of  surveys, 
that  she  was  as  sound  as  a  vessel  could 
be.    He  assertedi  that  withio  the  lasi 
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fortnight  be  had  seen  her^  from  stem  to 
8tern«  cut  down  in  such  a  manner  that 
everv  timber  was  to  be  seen,  A  surveyor 
of  the  navy  ought  to  be  practically  ac- 
quainted with  his  profession — and  ought 
to  have  been  brought  up  as  a  shipwright. 
But  when  a  naval  officer  was  appointed 
to  such  an  office,  he  must  perforce  see, 
not  with  his  own  eyes,  but  through  the 
eyes  of  others. 

Mr.  Charles  Wood  reiterated  his  former 
statement  respecting  the  repairs  of  the 
Boscawen,  and  confirmed  it  by  reading 
the  return  of  the  repairs  and  the  altera- 
tions made  in  thatship  from  1810  to  1819. 
The  report  on  the  state  of  the  Scarborough 
was  made  to  the  Admiralty  through  the 
surveyor  by  a  scientific  shipwright,  who 
had  seen  the  vessel,  as  the  hon.  Member 
said  it  should  be  seen,  with  his  own  eyes. 

Admiral  Adam  said,  that  though  the 
upper  part  of  the  Scarborough  might  be 
in  a  sound  state,  he  had  no  doubt  that  it 
would  be  found  upon  further  examination 
that  her  bottom  was  quite  unsound.  He 
was  quite  convinced,  from  examinalion,  of 
the  general  correctness  of  the  reports  sent 
in  by  the  surveyor  of  the  navy. 

Captain  Peckelt  also  contended,  that 
in  this  case  the  surveyor  had  done  his 
(]uty,  and  that  the  ship  was  wliolly  unfit 
to  remain  in  his  Majesty's  service.  Whilst 
on  his  legs,  he  would  take  the  liberty  of 
asking  the  Secretary  for  the  Admiralty 
whether  a  statement  which  had  recently 
appeared  in  the  public  papers  respecting 
the  capabilities  of  the  Vernon,  and  which 
urporled  to  be  signed  by  a  number  of 
ler  officers,  was  an  official  statement?  It 
was  an  unusual  course  for  the  officers  of 
one  of  his  Majesty's  ships  of  war  to  ex- 
press an  opinion  publicly  respecting  tho 
merits  of  the  ship  in  which  they  sailed. 
But  if  that  course  were  correct,  and  if 
officers  were  to  be  permitted  to  express 
opinions  favourable  to  their  ship,  he  trusted 
that  they  would  also  be  permitted  to 
express  opinions,  when  they  felt  them, 
unfavourable  to  their  ship.  The  gallant 
Officer  read  an  advertisement  stating  the 
excellent  sailing  qualities  of  the  Vernon, 
signed  by  a  number  of  her  lieutenants  and 
six  midshipmen.  Now,  was  that  state- 
ment official  or  not  ?  If  it  were  official, 
and  it  were  held  correct  for  his  Majesty's 
naval  officers  to  make  such  a  statement, 
then  in  case  he  were  again  put  in  com- 
mand of  such  a  frigate  as  he  had  once 
Gommandedi  he  $hould  feel  himself  at 
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liberty  to  express,  and  allow  his  officers  to 
express,  their  disapprobation  of  donkey  or 
jackass  frigates. 

Mr.  Charles  Wood  said,  that  he  had 
just  as  much  knowledge  of  the  statement 
to  which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer 
referred,  as  the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer 
had  himself,  and  no  more. 

Mr.  George  F,  Young  had  no  doubt 
that  the  officers  of  the  Barham  would 
have  given  the  same  favourable  opinion  of 
that  ship  that  the  officers  of  the  Vernon 
had  given  of  theirs,  had  they  not  been  a 
little  more  discreet  than  the  officers  of 
their  rival  vessel. 

Mr.  Hume  considered  the  House  en<: 
titled  to  have  a  fuller  account  than  it  had 
at  present,  of  the  number  of  ships  in 
ordinary  and  in  building,  before  the  pre- 
sent vote  was  agreed  to.  He  would  take 
that  opportunity  of  observing,  that  th6 
right  hon.  Member  for  Cumberland  had! 
taken  an  unwise  step  in  putting  down^  as 
he  had  done,  the  School  of  Naval  Archi-> 
tecture,  which  had  existed  for  more  than 
twenty-eight  years.  Those  who  came 
after  the  present  generation,  would  have 
cause  to  regret  the  mischief  done  to  the 
naval  service  by  the  suppression  of  that 
school. 

Sir  James  Graham  remarked,  that  he 
had  on  a  former  occasion,  when  he  was  in 
office,  shown,  from  official  documents, 
that  from  the  time  of  William  3rd  down 
to  the  time  when  he  was  speaking,  there 
was  never  a  smaller  number  of  ships  in 
ordinary  in  time  of  peace  than  now.  With 
respect  to  the  suppression  of  the  School 
of  Naval  Architecture,  he  begged  to  con- 
sole the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  by 
assuring  him,  that  if  any  mischief  arose 
from  that  measure,  it  must  be  very  distant, 
as  there  were  many  gentlemen  who  had 
been  educated  in  that  school,  now  in  the 
dockyards,  who  were  capable,  if  they  were 
elevated  to  the  situation,  of  fulfilling  the 
duty  of  surveyor  of  the  navy.  He  would 
now  avail  himself  of  the  opportunity  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  the  Admiralty  a 
question  respecting  the  suppression  of  the 
Naval  College.  He  thought  that  the 
decision  to  which  the  Admiralty  had  come 
on  that  subject,  was,  upon  the  whole,  a 
wise  one.  It  was  necessary,  however,  to 
consider  how  the  naval  youth  were  in 
future  to  be  educated,  to  whom  the  honour 
of  the  British  flag  and  the  lives  of  British 
seamen  were  to  be  confided.  He  had 
himself  uncjuestionably  contemplated  th^ 
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soppresgion  of  the  Naval  College;  but, 
coDtemplating  that  measure,  he  hjad 
always  felt  the  importance  of  framing 
some  scheme  of  naval  education  to  be 
adopted  in  its  stead.  He  was  of  opinion 
that  that  scheme  ought  to  blend  both  the 
theory  and  the  practice  of  managing  ships, 
and  being  of  that  opinion,  he  also  thought 
that  the  cock-pit  of  a  man  of  war  would 
be  the  best  school  for  carrying  that  scheme 
into  execution.  It  appeared  to  him  to  be 
expedient,  that  in  every  man  of  war, 
except  they  were  small  craft  indeed,  there 
should  be  a  schoolmaster  appointed,  after 
a  stringent  examination  into  his  qualifica- 
tions for  the  situation,  and  that  he  should 
be  paid  liberally  in  order  to  ensure  the 
services  of  persons  properly  qualified. 
He  thought  that  by  the  instrumentality  of 
such  schoolmasters,  an  uniform  system  of 
education  might  be  introduced  into  the 
navy.  He  would  now  ask  whether  that 
subject  had  been  taken  into  consideration 
by  his  Majesty's  Government.  He  had 
no  doubt  that  it  had,  and  he  therefore 
expected  to  receive  a  satisfactory  reply 
from  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty. 

Mr.  C  Wood  observed,  that  two 
questions  had  been  asked.  The  first 
question  related  to  the  number  of  ships 
which  were  at  that  time  building  in  the 
dockyards.  To  that  question  he  should 
reply  by  stating,  that  there  were  at  present 
seven  line-of-battle-ships  building,  the 
same  number  of  frigates  of  the  first  class, 
nine  of  smaller  dimensions,  together  with 
three  armed  steam-vessels.  The  second 
question  related  to  the  system  of  naval 
education,  and  to  that  question  he  should 
reply  by  stating,  that  the  Government  had 
considered  a  plan  for  the  future  education 
of  the  navy.  The  Admiralty  were  of 
opinion^  that  a  better  education  would  be 
given  to  our  naval  youth  bv  blending 
their  scientific  education  with  that  general 
lystem  of  education  which  it  was  desirable 
that  everv  gentleman  who  entered  the 
nav^  should  possess.  They  had,  therefore, 
decided,  that  to  every  snip  of  war  there 
should  be  attached  a  competent  school- 
master, with  an  adequate  salary,  and  that 
heshouldjbe  well  qualified  for  his  duties,  by 
being  taken  either  from  an  English  or  a 
Scotch  university.  They  had  in  conse- 
quence obtained  an  order  of  Council, 
raising  the  pay  of  all  schoolmasters  in  the 
naval  service  to  the  amount  given  at  pre- 
sent to  a  schoolmaster  in  a  first-rate.  The 
Admiralty  likewise  proposed,  that  as  each  J 


youngster  now  paid  a  certain  sum  to  the 
schoolmaster,  and  as  all  who  had  been  at 
the  Naval  College  paid  certain  fees  for  the 
instruction  which  they  received  theie,  the 
schoolmaster  on  board  of  our  ships  of  war 
should,  in  future,  receive  5/.  a-year  from 
all  persons  who  received  his  instruction. 
This  regulation  would  enable  them  to  pay 
the  schoolmasters  salaries  varying  from 
160/.  to  300^  a-year.  Another  regulation, 
which  it  was  intended  to  make,  was,  that 
there  should  not  be  a  greater  number  of 
schoolmasters  appointed  than  we  had 
ships  in  commission.  The  Admiralty  were 
at  present  considering  the  best  mode  of 
examining  into  the  qualifications  of  the 
future  naval  schoolmasters.  Though  he 
could  not  state,  at  that  moment,  the 
precise  nature  of  the  qualifications  which 
the  naval  schoolmasters  would  be  required 
to  possess,  or  of  the  examination  to  which 
they  would  be  subjected  as  a  test  of  those 
qualifications,  he  hoped  that  he  should,  in 
a  very  short  time,  be  able  to  make  a 
statement  on  both  points  which  would  be 
satisfactory  to  the  House  and  to  the 
public. 

Sir  James  Graham  observed,  that  what 
had  just  fallen  from  the  hon.  Secretary  of 
the  Admiralty,  appeared  to  him  to  be  in  the 
main,  most  satisfactory.  He  thought  that 
there  should  be  one  definite  and  uniform 
system  of  naval  education,  which  the 
qualified  schoolmasters  should  all  be  bound 
to  teach.  In  a  matter  of  such  importance 
to  our  naval  service,  there  should  be  no 
stickling  about  such  paltry  economy  as  the 
saving  of  50/.  or  60/.  in  the  salaries  of  the 
schoolmaster. 

Admiral  Adam  had  only  one  observ- 
ation to  make  to  those  which  had  fallen 
from  his  hon.  Friend,  the  Secretary  for 
the  Admiralty.  It  was  intended  that  the 
schoolmaster  should  have  a  separate  cabiui 
and  should  mess  with  the  other  officers. 

Sir  E»  Codrington  said,  that  he  had 
himself  been  a  midshipman  eight  or  nine 

J  ears,  and  during  that  time  he  had  never 
een  asked  either  to  read  or  write,  and  had 
never  received  any  instruction  from  any  offi- 
cer. He  was  happy  to  state,  that  that  sys- 
tem of  keeping  young  men  in  almost  brutal 
ignorance  no  longer  prevailed  in  our  naval 
service.  In  all  the  snips  which  he  had  bad 
the  honour  to  command,  he  had  always  ma- 
naged that  there  should  be  a  competent 
schoolmaster.  He  had  himself  promised  the 
schoolmaster  a  certain  sum,  and  by  making 

those  young  meo,  whoie  paieuts  could 
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flfibrd  it,  coDtribate  to  the  edacation  of 
those  whose  parents  could  not,  he  had 
always  realised  for  the  schoolmaster  a 
decent  income.  Now  that  Government 
had  taken  up  the  plan  of  naval  education, 
it  wonld  not  do  to  starve  the  school- 
master. The  Admiralty  must  get  men 
duly  qnaltfied  for  the  office,  and  must  pay 
them  in  such  a  manner  as  would  cause 
them  to  be  respected,  not  only  by  the  young 
men  under  their  tuition,  but  also  by  the 
officers  generally. 

Mr.  Oearge  F,  Young  recommended  the 
Admiralty  to  turn  more  of  its  attention  to 
the  building  and  equipment  of  armed 
steam^vessels.  The  steam-vessels  belong- 
ing to  our  naval  service  were  much  inferior 
to  those  built  by  private  enterprise.  It  was 
also  to  be  lamented  that  our  naval  archi- 
tects were  in  general  so  inferior  to  those 
of  other  countries.  Sir  William  Symonds 
bad  printed  a  book  u]^n  the  subject,  of 
whicn  he  was  now,  m  all  probability, 
ashamed,  as  the  merest  tyro  in  hydrody- 
namics must  see  that  he  violated  in  it 
everv  principle  of  that  science. 

Air..  Hume  suggested,  that  Government 
should  pay  more  attention  to  the  building 
of  steam-vessels  of  war,  instead  of  those 
old-fashioned  men-of-war  which  would  not 
be  found  half  so  effective. 

Sir  £,  Codrington  said,  that  if  steam- 
boats were  built,  and  had  to  carry  coals 
Sufficient  for  steam,  they  could  not  at  the 
same  time  carry  men,  and  their  necessary 
provisions;  so  that,  in  fact,  a  navy  of 
steam- vessels  would,  for  the  purposes  of 
war,  be  no  navy  at  all.  No  Ministry 
would  dare  leave  the  country  trusting  to 
such  a  navy. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

On  the  question  that  a  sum  not  exceed- 
ing 810,771/.  be  granted  for  the  charge  of 
half-pay  to  officers  in  the  navy. 

Sir  JB.  Codrington  spoke  as  follows*  :*— 
Sir,  In  the  discussion  on  the  Navy  Esti- 
mates some  days  ago,  I  had  proposed  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  Committee  to  the 
subject  of  the  pay  and  half-pay  of  the 
different  ranks  of  naveti  officers.  I  post- 
poned then  doing  so  at  the  request  of  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  upon  condition 
that  I  should  have  an  opportunity,  on  a 
future  stage  of  the  proceedings.  I  con- 
sider this  to  be  the  proper  occasion  ;  and, 
notwithstanding  the  lateness  of  the  hour, 
and  the  thinness  of  the  House,  I  am  now 

^  From  a  corrected  Report* 


ready  to  proceed,  or  move  that  you  report 
progress,  according  to  the  wish  of  the 
House.  Sir,  I  will  first  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  pay  of  the  admirals. 
The  pay  of  an  admiral,  commanding  in 
chiefyis  1,825/.  exclusive  of  table-money. 
Sir,  an  admiral  going  to  the  Mediter- 
ranean, for  example^  and  having  a  house 
appointed  for  his  residence  at  Malta,  is 
in  a  situation  to  receive  the  visits  of 
foreigners  of  all  nations,  and  of  the  highest 
distinction,  quite  upon  the  footing  of  an 
ambassador;  and  fully  to  represent  the 
country  in  that  character,  must  necessarily 
keep  a  sort  of  open  house.  Now,  I  ask 
hon.  Members,  whether  the  sum  allotted 
to  him  is  not  very  inadequate  to  the  pur- 
pose, and  whether  he  ought  not  to  have 
an  income  more  in  proportion  to  other 
public  functionaries  so  situated.  Well, 
but  it  will  be  said,  he  has  an  additional 
allowance  of  3/.  a-day  as  table-money; 
but  let  us  see  how  far  that  is  equivalent 
to  his  expenses  on  that  account.  Even  if 
it  is  equal  to  that  for  which  it  is  rigidly 
calculated  of  keeping  his  table  when  at 
sea,  I  beg  the  House  to  understand,  that 
it  is  not  given  to  him  until  he  arrive 
within  the  precincts  of  his  command,  al- 
though he  must  necessarily  keep  bis  table 
from  the  time  of  his  hoisting  his  flag ; 
whilst  it  is  withheld  from  him  at  the 
period  of  his  return  from  the  moment  of 
nis  passing  that  boundary  line.  I  may 
instance  what  happened  to  myself.  The 
ship  which  bore  my  flag,  when  returning 
from  the  Mediterranean,  having  passed 
Cape  St.  Vincent,  my  table-money  ceased; 
and  yet,  from  contrary  winds,  we  were 
driven  back  within  the  line  again  for  about 
a  week,  and  this  shows  the  injustice  of 
such  a  regulation.  But  now,  it  is  to  be 
observed,  that  no  other  admiral,  not  being 
a  commander-in-chief,  is  allowed  table- 
money  at  all,  although  he  is  equally 
bound  with  his  chief,  by  custom  and 
propriety,  to  invite  to  his  table,  daily, 
a  considerable  proportion  of  his  officers. 

The  pay  of  vice-admirals  is  1,460/.,  and 
the  payor  rear-admirals  is  1,095/.,  and  the 
half  pay  of  the  three  ranks  severally  is, 
admirals  766/.  10s. ; — vice-admirals  693/. 
2s,  6d, ;  rear-admirals  456/.  5i, 

Now,  Sir,  I  have  before  asserted  in  this 
House,  and  1  now  repeat  it,  and  call  upon 
hon.  Members  themselves  to  verifv  the 
facts  by  a  reference  to  the  Returns  before 
the  House,  that  persons  in  other  depart* 
ments  of  rery  inferior  rank,  and  of  very 
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inferior  services  comparatively,  are  per- 
miUed  to  retire  after  less  tliaii  half  the 
time  of  servitudei  and  with  more  than 
double  the  amount  of  retirement,  whethefi 
as  pension  or  superannuation,  than  is  given 
as  half  pay  to  the  most  distinguished 
officers  in  the  naval  service. 

Now,  Sir,  I  come  to  the  captains,  whose 
full  pay  varies  according  to  the  size  of 
their  ships,  from  799/.  19s.  2d.  to  350/. 
Of.  2d.  It  may  be  very  true,  that  those  to 
whom  the  larger  sum  is  allotted,  can  afford 
to  serve  upon  it,  but  it  will  not  enable 
them  to  lay  by  any  thing  for  their  families ; 
and  as  to  the  others,  I  am  sure  hon.  Mem- 
bers will  see  how  entirely  inadequate  it  is 
to  their  support ;  in  fact,  some  of  our  most 
risingofficers  who  have  not  private  fortunes, 
have  declined  service  in  time  of  peace  on 
that  account;  for,  be  it  observed,  no  cap- 
tain is  ever  allowed  tuble-moneyi  although 
he  is  equally  called  upon  with  his  superiors 
to  keep  a  taole  for  his  officers  when  at  sea. 
— Wiin  respect,  Sir,  to  the  commanders,  I 
will  only  at  present  add,  that  what  I  have 
said  of  the  inferiority  of  the  pay  and 
half  pay  of  the  captains,  is  equally  applic- 
able to  them. 

I  now  come  to  the  lieutenants,  a  class 
which  requires  the  benevolent  considera- 
tion of  the  country.  The  half  pay  allotted 
to  them  when  not  on  service  is  5s,  a-day, 
and  the  temptation  held  out  to  them  for 
going  to  sea  is  Is.  6d.,  and  in  some  cases 
2s. ;  and  I  ask  hon.  Members  whether  they 
consider  that  a  sufficient  sum  to  induce 
them  voluntarily  to  quit  their  families,  to 
be  at  a  great  expense  for  their  outfit,  be- 
sides paying  from  24/.  to  30/.  a-year 
towards  their  mess.  But  there  is  one 
hardship  which  seems  to  me  peculiar  to 
this  class,  and  to  which  I  beg  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House.  By  an  Order  in 
Council,  or  some  other  such  regulation, 
300  of  those  at  the  top  of  the  list  are 
allotted  a  half  pay  of  7s.  a  day,  then  the 
700  next  in  seniority  have  6s.  a  day,  the 
remainder  having  5s.  a  day.  Some  time 
ago  a  certain  number  of  those  receiving  7s. 
were  removed  to  the  list  of  commanders^ 
and  yet  they  are  so  far  considered  still  as 
lieutunantS)  that  none  of  the  latter  have 
been  removed  upwards  to  supply  their 
place.  Now,  if  the  wording  of  this  autho- 
rity, whatever  it  may  be,  points  out  that 
300  lieutenants  at  the  head  of  the  list  shall 
receive  7s.  a  day»  it  appears  to  me,  the 
Admiral  y  have  ao  choice  but  (o  grant  the 
boon ;  and  if  the  boo.  Secretary  below  me 


disputes  the  ground  upon  which  I  make 
this  claim,  I  hope  he  will  enable  bou. 
Members  to  judge  for  themselves,  by  pro^ 
ducing  the  documents  referred  to. 

A  short  time  ago,  when  the  subject  of 
the  marines  was  brought  before  the  House 
by  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Sussex, 
there  was  an  unanimous  feeling  in  the 
House  in  favour  of  ameliorating  their  con-i 
dition.  In  that  desire  no  one  joins  mora 
cordially  than  myself;  therefore,  it  is  not 
with  a  view  of  pointing  out  any  thing  to 
their  disadvantage,  that  I  call  the  attention 
of  hon.  Members  to  the  comparative  in- 
justice done  to  naval  lieutenants  by  the 
fact,  that  whilst  the  captain  of  maiines 
being  the  inferior  officer,  and  having  much 
less  to  do  on  board,  and  no  night  watches 
to  keep,  receives  10s.  a  day,  the  lieutenant, 
being  his  superior  officer,  is  limited  to 
6s.  od.  or  7s.  a-day. 

The  next  class  I  come  to  is  the  masters, 
a  class  in  which  promotion  is  much  more 
limited  than  in  any  other,  although  one  of 
the  most  valuable  in  the  service.  Their 
pay  varies  according  to  the  size  of  the 
ship,  as  will  be  seen  oy  the  estimates,  from 
9s.  3d,  a  day  to  5s.  5c/.,  which  is  by  no 
means  equivalent  to  the  services  they  per- 
form* As  an  instance  of  the  unfair  treat- 
ment they  meet  with,  I  may  inform  the 
House,  that  I  myself  was  at  the  head  of  a 
Committee  which,  on  account  of  many 
of  our  warrant  officers  being  unable  to 
keep  their  own  accounts  correctly,  recom- 
mended the  stores  under  their  care  bein^ 
placed  under  the  more  direct  charge  of  the 
master.  On  this  account  the  masters  were 
allotted  a  small  addition  to  their  pay ;  and 
will  the  House  believe  that  this  sum  has  since 
been  taken  from  them.  I  hear  it  said  by  an 
hon.  Member,  that  the  charge  is  taken  away 
also ;  but  I  appeal  to  the  gallant  Officers 
below  me,  when  I  say,  that  the  master  is 
not  less  in  charge  of  the  stores  than  he  was 
then  ;  that  be  is  responsible  for  the  pro|>er 
expenditure  of  every  thing,  and  that  he 
cannot  get  a  farthing  of  his  pay,  unless 
upon  minute  examination,  every  such  ex« 
penditure  is  justified  and  approved  of. 

But,  Sir,  1  will  refer  to  tlie  situation  of 
the  junior  officers  of  this  class,  to  show 
how  illiberally  they  are  treated.  The  half 
pay  of  masters  of  sloops  of  war  is  5$.  a  day; 
and  what  wilt  the  House  believe  is  the  sum 
added  to  it  as  full  pay  when  he  is  sent 
upon  service.  The  addition  to  his  half 
pay  on  this  occasion  is  fivepencea  day, 
Siri  the  House  will  hardly  believe  it  pos«i« 
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ble  that  thit  is  the  fact ;  and  I  therefore 
beg  to  refer  them  to  the  estimates,  where 
they  will  find  a  proof  of  it.  But  I  beg 
leave  further  to  inform  them,  that  upon 
being  so  sent  upon  service,  he  is  called  upon 
to  furnish  himself  with  books  and  instru- 
ments for  the  performance  of  his  duty, 
which  will  cost  him  about  40/. ;  and  that 
being  obliged  to  provide  himself  with  uni- 
forms expensively  ornamented  with  gold 
lace,  epaulettes,  &c.,  in  addition  to  linen 
and  so  forth,  his  outfit  for  a  three  years' 
foreign  statioiii  cannot  cost  h'm  less  than 
from  120/.  to  130/.,  and  for  this  sum  of 
somewhere  about  170/.,  the  Admiralty  ad- 
vance him  one  quarter's  salary  of  23/. 
as  a  loan.  Under  these  circumstances,  he 
is  obliged  to  borrow  the  greater  part  of 
this  sum  of  his  agent,  or  perhaps  his  tailor, 
giving  him  his  power  of  attorney  over  all  his 
future  means  of  subsistence.  Well,  Sir, 
and  if  the  vessel  in  which  he  is  embarked 
should  unfortunately  be  wrecked  before 
her  return  home,  he  is  not  allowed  any 
thing  whatever  for  his  losses ;  and  to  finish 
his  misfortunes,  in  the  event  of  his  taking 
up  his  half  pay  on  his  return,  to  save  him- 
self, and  perhaps  his  family  from  starving, 
he  is  subject,  by  the  representation  of  his 
agent,  to  be  scratched  off. the  list,  and 
deprived  of  his  half  pay  altogether. 

The  next  class  I  come  to  is  the  surgeons. 
I  have,  on  a  former  occasion,  adverted  to 
the  little  encouragement  given  to  this  im- 
portant class  of  the  naval  service;  and, 
therefore,  merely  referring  hon.  Members 
to  the  amount  of  their  pay  as  stated  in  the 
estimates  before  them,  I  will  call  their 
attention  to  a  simple  statement  of  the  in- 
justice done  to  this  class  as  compared  with 
the  same  class  in  the  army. 

Assistant  surgeons  of  the  army  have 
more  half  pay  alter  twenty-five  years*  ser- 
vice than  surgeons  of  the  navy  after  twenty* 
nine  years  and  eleven  months* 

Since  1815,  a  hundred  medical  officers 
of  the  army  havS  been  promoted  to  ranks 
higher  than  regimental  surgeons,  entitling 
them  to  higher  half  pay,  while  only  one 
surgeon  of  the  navy  has,  in  that  long  time, 
been  promoted  to  any  higher  rank  giving 
him  anv  increased  half  pay. 

All  the  time  of  assistant  surgeons  in  the 
army  is  permitted  to  be  reckoned,  while 
only  three  years  is  allowed  to  be  reckoned 
by  assistant  surgeons  of  the  navy,  however 
long  they  may  serve ;  and  though  the  army 
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year's  service,   the  navy  assistant,  if  he 
serve  fift;^  years,  can  ouly  have  3«,  a  day. 

As  an  instance  of  the  severity  to  which 
naval  surgeons  are  further  subject,  I  must 
t^ke  leave  to  repeat  a  case  which  I  have 
before  mentioned  to  this  House,  and  which 
did  not  then  seem  to  attract  the  notice 
to  which  I  think  it  entitled.  In  1818, 
Mr.  Beverley  was  appointed  assistant  sur- 
geon to  the  Isabella,  commanded  by  Cap- 
tain Ross,  and  went  in  her  on  the  polar 
expedition.  On  their  returui  he  was  ap» 
pointed  to  the  Griper,  Lieutenant  Lidden, 
and  went  the  Melville  Island  voyage  with 
Captain  Parry,  acting  as  surgeon.  On 
their  return  he  was  confirmed  as  surgeon. 
He  declined  the  proposal  of  goin^  a  third 
time  on  account  of  his  being  married,  and 
set  up  in  business  by  Mr.  Abernethie.  He 
was  then  (consequently)  ordered  to  the 
coast  of  Africa,  and,  upon  his  refusal,  fa« 
was  scratched  off  the  list,  and  deprived  of 
his  half  pay.  Upon  being  offered  to  be 
reinstatea,  as  a  condition,  he  went  for  the 
third  time  on  the  Spiizbergen  voyage  with 
Captain  Parry.  On  his  return,  and  being 
reinstated,  he  was  again  ordered  to  the 
coast  of  Africa ;  and  upon  his  declining, 
on  account  of  health,  being  at  the  time 
afilicted  with  ophibalmia,a  disease  likely^to 
be  increased  by  that  climate,  he  was  again 
scratched  off  the  list  of  surgeons,  and 
deprived  of  his  hard*earned  stipend.  Now, 
compare  this  with  the  irrezular  promotion 
of  the  surgeon  who  lately  accompanied 
Captain  Ross  on  one  such  polar  expedition, 
without  having  ever  served  in  the  navv. 

On  the  condition  of  the  pursers  I  nave 
troubled  the  House  before  on  more  than 
one  occasion,  but  I  find  it  impossible  to 
pass  it  over  this  time  without  again  ad- 
verting to  it.  An  hon.  Member  below  me 
observes,  that  they  have  latelv  had  an  ad- 
dition to  their  half-pay.  xes,  Sir,  so 
they  have;  but  it  is  out  of  their  own 
pockets.  The  fact  is,  that  contemplating 
the  miserable  situation  to  which  the 
greater  portion  of  them  are  reduced, 
those  more  fortunate  ones  who  might  be 
in  the  way  of  acquiring  the  emoluments 
accruing  to  them  from  employment  ta 
the  service^  agreed  to  devote  a  portion  of 
those  emoluments  to  the  support  of  their 
less  fortunate  brethren;  and,  unwilling 
as  I  am  to  detain  the  House  at  thia  late 
hour,  I  will  not  go  into  the  particulars  of 
the  hardships  they  are  e&posed  to,  and 
which  I  have  ao  fully  detailed  on  a  foroier 
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occasion ;  bat  I  cannot  quit  this  subject 
without  adverting  to  the  condition  of  that 
portion  of  them  who  have  been  admiral's 
secretaries.      Sir,     the  secretary  of  an 
admiral    commanding  in  chief  is  neces- 
sarily  intrusted    with  those  confidential 
and  important  documents  which  are  trans- 
mitted to  him  through  the  Secretary  of 
the  Admiralty;  and  let  hon.  Gentlemen 
compare  the  different  rewards  bestowed 
on  them  for  their  services.    Even  the  pre- 
sent Under-Secretary  of   the  admiralty, 
who  has  enjoyed  a  salary  of  1,5002.  a-year 
for  a  considerable  number  of  years,  is  to 
retire  with  a  pension  of  1,000/.  a-year 
whenever  he  may  think  proper  so  to  do. 
Sir,  I  mention  these  circumstances  to  show 
the  comparative  injustice  done    to    the 
officers  of  the  navy   in  all   instances  as 
compared  with  the  civil  department  *of 
the  Government,  and  I  cannot  help  re- 
peating a  request  I  have  before  made, 
that  hon.   Gentlemen  will    refer  to  the 
returns  before   the    House,  of  pensions, 
retirements,  and  superannuations,  to  ve- 
rify the  assertion  which  I  now  again  make, 
that  they  will  there  find  persons  of  second- 
ary or  inferior  rank  allotted  sums  for  less 
than  half  their  period  of  servitude,  and 
more  than  double  in  amount  to  that  given 
to  the  most  distinguished  officers  in  the 
navy,  theirs  too  being  admitted  to  be  a 
vested  right,  whilst  ours  has  in  this  House 
been  called  a  mere  retaining  fee.    More- 
over, if  an  officer  in  the  navy,  after  a 
period  of  thirty  or  forty  years*  servitude 
should  enter  the    civil  department,    he 
only  then  begins  to  entitle  himself  to  a 
pension ;  excluding  from  all  consideration 
all  his  previous  services  in  the  profession, 
however  arduous  and  distinguished  they 
may  have  been.     Now,  I  ask  the  House, 
Sir,  is  this  fair,  is  it  just,  is  it  reasonable? 
I  have,    on  a  former  occasion,  when 
alluding  to  this  subject,  given  the  instances 
of  several  distinguished  officers  of  the  pro- 
fession.   I  will  now  merely  advert  to  that 
of  Mr.  Jackson,  the  late  master  attendant 
at  Devonport,  who,  originally  pressed  into 
the   service,   a  d  having   risen    by    his 
merits  to  the  highest  departments  in  the 
line    of  master  and  master    attendant, 
has  been  limited  to  a  superannuation  of 
433/.  a-year  on  account  of  his  civil  servi- 
tude ;  to  the  exclusion  of  his  more  bril- 
liant services  in  the  difficult  and  danger- 
ous part  of  bis  naval  duties. 

^  Atioiher  case  is  that  of  rear  -  admiral 
Sir  Robert  Barlow,    who  having  risen 


entirely  by  his  merits,  and  having  distin- 
guished himself  by  long,  eminent,  and 
important  services,  took  the  situation  of  a 
Commissioner  of  the  Navy,  even  in  time 
of  war,  in  order  to  make  some  provision 
for  a  numerous  familv*  The  result  is.  Sir, 
that  by  so  doing  he  has  obtained  a  retire- 
ment of  105/.  155.  a-year  more  than  he 
would  have  had  if  he  had  continued  to 
serve  at  sea  in  the  arduous  duties  of  the 
profession,  and  separated  perhaps  from 
bis  family  for  years  together. 

When  claims  are  made  for  justice  to  the 
navy,  the  requisite  attention  to  economv 
is  appealed  to  as  a  ground  of  refusal. 
Now,  I  will  give  one  instance  to  show 
how  far  this  system  is  observed  when  any 
political  object  interferes  with  it.  The 
present  admiral  Sir  C.  Boyle,  unable  to 
continue  his  distinguished  services  at  sea, 
had  long  held  the  office  of  Commissioner 
of  the  Navy,  where  he  executed  his 
duties  with  great  zeal  and  ability,  and 
with  an  intimate  knowledge  of  that  de- 
partment of  the  service.  Well,  Sir,  he 
was  forced  to  retire  against  his  wish,  upon 
a  reduction  taking  place,  preference  being 
given  to  his  junior  colleague  Mr.  Dundas; 
I  do  not  mean  to  doubt  that  Mr.  Dundaa 
may  be  fully  as  efficient  as  Sir  C. 
Boyle,  but  I  mention  this  case  as  an  in- 
stance of  a  distinguished  naval  officer 
having  been  forced  to  retire  against  his 
will,  to  make  way  for  a  gentleman  whose 
services  were  confined  to  a  less  period, 
and  solely  in  the  civil  department  of  the 
Navy ;  and  this  was  done  at  an  expense 
to  the  country  of  955/.  a-year. 

Now,  Sir,  in  charities  the  same  thing 
prevails ;  always  injustice  to  the  navy.  I 
have  before  mentioned  the  case  of  Miss 
Hawkey ;  but  as  little  notice  was  then  taken 
of  it,  I  will  take  the  liberty  of  repeating  it 
on  the  present  occasion.  Miss  Charlotte 
Hawkey,  the  sister  of  five  brothers 
deceased,  one  of  which  a  captain  in  the 
navy,  left  three  orphan  children  to  her 
care,  did  not  receive  one  farthing  from 
Government  until  her  ease  became  known 
to  his  present  Majesty  as  Lord  High  Ad- 
miraly  when  he  granted  her  50/.  a  year. 
The  first  of  her  brothers  died  exploring 
the  river  Congo  under  Captain  Tuckey. 
He  had  been  taken  prisoner  in  the 
Minerva  frigate,  when  serving  with  Sir  J. 
Brentoti,  and  he  was  confined  eleven 
yean  as  a  prisoner;  a  most  active  and 
intdligent  officer.  The  second,  whibt  in 
a  comnmnd,  was  killed  in  successfal  battle ; 
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the.  third  died  from  severe  wounds  on 
arduoQs  hoat  service :  the  fourth,  after 
having  distinguished  himself  in  a  gun 
boat  at  Walcheren,  and  in  capturing  a 
fort  in  the  Island  of  Borneo,  fell  a  victim 
to  the  climate,  leaving  the  three  orphans 
1  have  before  mentioned.  The  fifth 
brother  saved  the  Astell  East  Indiaman 
which  he  commanded  in .  battle  with  a 
superior  French  force,  although  severely 
wounded ;  he  died  shortly  afterwards. 

Now>  let  hon.  Gentlemen  compare  the 
claims  of  this  family  and  the  rewards 
given  to  those  claims  with  others  on  the 
Pension  List. 

But,  Sir,  I  have  a  later  case  which  I 
will  detail  to  the  House.  Lieutenant 
Church  was  lost,  with  the  whole  crew,  in 
his  Maiesty's  packet  Thais,  with  two  sons. 
His  widow  was  at  first  allotted  60/.  a-year 
pension  for  herself  and  eight  remaining 
children.  But  in  March  last  she  received 
a  letter  from  the  Admiralty,  stating,  that 
as  her  pension  exceeded  the  amount  of 
her  late  husband's  pay,  the  Board  found  it 
necessary  to  excluae  two  of  her  children's 
names,  and  to  diminish  her  pension  by 
SSL  10s.;  more  than  half  of  the  sum  first 
allotted  to  her. 

I  do  not  address  myself  to  the  gallant 
Officers  and. hon.  Secretary,  members  of 
the  Board  of  Admiralty,  for  I  am  sure, 
as  far  as  their  power  goes,  I  should  have 
their  hearty  co-operation ; — but  I  address 
myself  to  the  Members  of  this  House 
(and  I  hope  through  them  to  the  country 
in  general,)  and  I  trust,  that  by  voting  a 
larger  sum  to  be  devoted  to  these  charities, 
they  will  enable  more  justice  to  be  done  to 
this  unfortunate  class  of  persons.  Only 
let  hon.  Gentlemen  consider  the  cruelty 
of  depriving  this  unfortunate  widow  and 
her  eight  remaining  children  of  36/.  10s. 
out  of  a  pittance  of  60/.  granted  to  her 
in  alleviation  of  the  severe  misfortune  of 
losing  her  husband  and  two  sons  in  the 
execution  of  their  arduous  duty,  for  want 
of  a  sufficient  sum  to  devote  to  so  laudable 
a  purpose  without  injury  to  the  claims  of 
otners  upon  the  limited  fund  granted  for 
such  purposes. 

I  cannot  conclude  the  address  which  1 
am  now  making  to  the  benevolent  consi- 
deration  of  the  hon.  Members  who  have 
done  me  the  kindness  to  Jisten  to  me  with 
■0  much  patient  attention,  without  request- 
ing that  they  will  compare  the  condition 
and  remuneration  of  officers  of  the  naval 
lenrioe  with  the  emoluments  and  retire* 


ments  of  other  branches  of  the  puUic  ser* 
vice.  Without  going  extensively  into  this 
subject  at  this  late  hour,  I  may  refer  to  a 
gentleman,  who,  for  having  been  thirty- 
three  years  a  Commissioner  of  the  Navy 
at  a  salary  of  1,000/.  a-year,  and  a  bouse 
to  reside  in  with  his  family,  with  other 
advantages,  retires  with  a  pension  of  750/. 
a-year,  whilst  officers  of  the  navy,  having 
attained  the  rank  of  full  Admiral,  after  a 
servitude  of  from  fifty-five  to  sixty-five  years, 
have  no  more  than  766/.  1  Os.  The  hon. 
Secretary  below  me,  if  he  should  remain 
five  years  in  his  present  situation,  will  be 
entitled  to  a  retirement  of  1,500/.  a-year ; 
and  even  the  Under-Secretary,  as  I  have 
before  mentioned,  will  be  entitled  to  1,000/. 
a-year  upon  his  retirement.  However,  I 
will  not  pursue  that  part  of  the  subject 
now  further  than  to  repeat,  that,  by  a 
reference  to  the  returns  now  before  the 
House,  hon.  Members  will  find  that  there 
is  no  branch  of  the  civil  department 
of  the  public  service  from  which  persons, 
inferior  in  rank,  are  not  allowed  to  retire 
with  less  than  half  the  period  of  servUode, 
and  more  than  double  the  amount  of  sti- 
pend than  is  given  to  the  most  distin- 
guished officers  of  his  Majesty's  service. 
The  vote  agreed  to. 

HOUSE   OF   LORDS, 
Monday,  April  10,  1837. 

Mmtrrss.]  -  Pctitaont  preiented.  By  the  Duke  of  Wil- 
LUfOTON  and  oUier  Noble  Lomos,  flmn  Gnntham  ind 
other  places,  against  Abolition  of  Church-iatec— By  Lord 
Brodoham  and  other  Noble  Lords,  from  various  plaoei, 
for  the  Abolitioa  of  Chuidv-fatei.— By  the  Mbzqueii  of 
LAifasowmi,  firom  Dwygyiykhl*  that  no  OagftBaa  lui* 
acquainted  with  the  Welih  Language  may  be  appointed  to 
Welsh  Bishoprici. — By  the  Earl  of  Falmouth,  from 
Weymoath  and  Mdeombe  Ragii,  that  the  Houw  will 
withatand  all  attempts  to  inteitee  with  id  Righta.  lad*, 
pendcnoes,  and  Priyileges.— By  the  Bishc^  of  Ely,  firom 
the  Isle  of  Ely,  for  Alteration  of  Poor-law  Amendment 
Act,  lelating  to  ranimention  of  Medical  Men  for  Attend- 
ance oo  the  Poor. — By  the  Marquesi  of  Dowhbhibi.  from 
Carrickfergus,  against  the  National  Board  of  Educttion 
(Irriand). 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Monday,  April  10,  1837. 

MiNarss.]  Bills.  Read  a  first  time : — Forgery;  Oiltoees 
agahist  the  Penon  t  Robbery  and  Stealing  from  the  Per> 
sont  Burglary  and  Stealiqg  in  a  DwsBinf^ioiise;  Finoyi 
Burning  or  Destroying  Buildii^  and  Ships ;  Punishment 
of  Death  {  Transportation  Ibr  Life;  HOory  Punishment, 
Abolition. 

Petitions  prascntrd  By  Ur.  H.  GBATTAitf  from  KUtnbrlde, 
Ballinamore,  Clone,  Castle  Town,  Delvin,  and  Killnlagh, 
for  Municipal  Corporations  Bill  i  Ballot  t  and  AboUtloQ  of 
Tithes  (Irdand). 

Wbst    Lohdon    Cemetbrt    Com- 
pact.]     Mr.  Harre;  broogbt  up  the 
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Report  on  the  West  London  Cemetery 

Bai. 

Mr.  Oalfy  Kniffhi  felt  extreme  ob- 
jeotlons  to  this  measure  on  account  of  the 
inadequacy  of  the  compensation  proposed 
to  be  given  to  such  of  the  clergy  as  would 
be  affected  by  the  Bill.  He  was  quite 
sure  that  the  House  would  not  allow  the 
clergy  to  be  deprived  of  so  considerable  a 
portion  of  their  income  as  was  derived  from 
mortuary  fees.  Under  the  circumstanoes 
of  the  case  it  was  his  intention  to  press  for 
the  re-eommitment  of  the  Report,  with  a 
view  to  obtain  some  more  fair  compensa- 
tion for  the  clergy. 

Mr.  Wakley  said,  it  was  monstrous  that 
after  this  Bill  had  gone  leisurely  through 
all  its  stages,  the  parties  to  it  should  now 
be  put  to  the  expense  of  going  back  again 
before  the  Committee.  The  fees  in  the 
Bill  were  in  exact  accordance  with  those 
introduced  into  two  other  similar  Bills 
which  had  passed  that  House,  and  received 
the  sanction  of  the  right  rev  .^Prelates  in  the 
other  House. 

Mr.  A.  TVetWf  was  oppotfed  to  the  Bill 
se  it  stood  at  present  bedtuse  ho  wished 
to  see  the  interests  of  the  clergy  respected. 

Mr.  Harvey  supported  the  Bill,  and 
said  that  the  question  was,  whether-  the 
clergymen  at  the  west  end  of  the  town 
were  •  entitled  (o  a  higher  rate  of  fees 
than  those  at  the  other  parts  of  the  town  ? 
There  were  already  three  Cemetery  Bills 
in  connexion  with  the  metropolis,  that  had 
passed  into  law,  namely — the  Northern 
Cemetery,  the  Southern  Cemetery,  and  the 
Eastern  Cemetery :  under  all  these  Acts 
the  fees  paid  to  the  clergyman  were  20j. 
and  5$.  Now  was  it  because  this  Bill 
would  apply  to  the  west  end  of  London 
that  the  clergyman  should  have  ia  fashion- 
able fee?  Ifsoletitbe  put  on  its  right 
footing.  He  had  no  objection  to  a  gradu* 
ated  scale  by  which  the  wealthy  man 
should  pay  more  for  his  resting  place  than 
tlie  poor,  but  as  he  did  not  apprehend 
this  was  contemplated  by  hon.  Members, 
he  saw  no  reason  why  the  clergyman 
under  this  Bill  was  to  be  placed  in  a  better 

e)s{tion  than  the  clergyman  under  the 
ills  to  which  he  had  alreadv  referred. 
The  clergy  had  placed  themselves  in  op* 
position  to  the  erection  of  Cemeteries 
unless  certain  terms  were  complied  with, 
and  knowing  that  they  could  have  the  aid 
of  the  bench  of  bishops  in  the  other  House, 
the  parties  interested  in  the  Bills  were 
obliged  to  comply  with  them ;  but  a  mani- 


fest injostice  waa  done  to  the  public  fmn 
the  terms  thus  imposed,  and  the  injustice 
was  this.  If  any  person  was  interred  in 
these  Cemeteries  from  another  parish,  there 
must  be  paid  to  the  clergyman  of  the 
pnrish  out  of  which  the  body  came,  for  in- 
terment in  a  vault,  20i.,  and  if  in  a  grave, 
6s.  So  that  if  a  body  oame  from  Edin- 
burgh or  Bath  there  must  be  aa  account 
current  opened  at  the  Cemetery  with  the 
clergymen  of  these  places,  and  indeed  with 
every  parish  in  the  country,  in  respeot  to 
the  fees  due  to  the  clergymen  connected 
with  these  parishes,  on  account  of  the 
persons  interred  in  these  Cemeteries.  In 
fact  the  parsons  were  setting  op  a  soit  of 
vested  right  in  the  dead.  Strange  Ibat 
men  so  opposed  to  reform  should  be  such 
strong  advocates  of  innovation.  By  this 
sort  of  clerical  contrivance,  they  bad  ob- 
tained a  fee  to  which  they  were  not  en- 
titled-*a  fee  which  should  be  called  the 
bishops'  bounty  fee,  as  it  was  obtained  by 
their  power  and  influence.  But  he  trusted 
the  House  would  discoomteiienoe  edv 
further  encroachiiiefBt»  and  allow  the  Bill 
to  proceed* 

Sir  R,  IngUs  observed  that  the  qitestion 
was,  not  what  had  been  allowed  in  other 
oases,  but  what  had  been  the  average 
charges  in  the  parishes  about  to  be 
affected. 

Mr.  Hume  expressed  his  hope  that  the 
House  would  allow  the  Bill  lo  go  on 
another  stage. 

Mr.  Q,  Knight  said  he  would  not  press 
his  amendment. 

Report  agreed  to. 

Distress  in  Scotlakd^]  Mr.  Hnme 
begged  leave  to  ask  the  right  hon.  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether 
it  was  true,  as  had  been  reported,  that  his 
Majesty's  Government  had  agreed  to  con- 
tribute towards  the  relief  of  the  distress 
prevailing  in  the  north  of  Scotland  ? 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
that  he  did  not  like  to  answer  questions  of 
that  nature  prematurely;  and  he  was  sure 
his  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Middle- 
sex, would  allow  that  if  there  ever  was  a 
subject  which  required  to  be  treated  with 
more  discretion  than  another,  it  was  that 
to  which  the  question  he  had  just  pot  re- 
ferred. However,  as  the  question  bad 
been  put,  he  would  answer  it;  and  if  the 
answer  was  not  as  full  as  his  hon.  Friend 
might  wish,  his  hon.  Friend  roust  impute 
it  to  the  cause  to  which  he  (the  Chancellor 
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of  the  Exchequer)  hid  jast  adverted. 
What  the  reports  on  the  subject  were  he 
did  not  know;  but  it  was  certainly  true 
that,  about  a  month  ago,  his  Majesty's 
GoveroRient  were  made  aware  of  the  fact 
that  great  distress  existed  in  certain  parts 
of  Scotland.  Tliey  were  also  told  at  the 
same  time  that  great  efforts  were  making 
in  Scotland  to  alleviate  the  distress ;  that 
committees  had  been  formed  in  Edinburgh 
and  Glasgow  for  that  purpose ;  and  that 
considerable  subscriptions  had  conse- 
quently been  raised ;  but  that  the  pressure 
was  still  so  great  that  public  assistance  was 
absolutely  necessary.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances his  Majesty's  Government  had 
thought  it  their  duty  to  institute  a  full 
inquiry  into  al)  the  circumstances  upon 
the  spot,  and  to  send  to  Scotland  for  that 
purpose  some  responsible  individual,  some 
person  of  experience,  and  in  whom  im- 
plicit confidence  could  be  placed.  That 
valuable  officer  of  the  public.  Sir  John 
Hill,  was  selected  for  the  mission ;  and  he 
was  authorised  to  place  himself  in  com- 
lAuoication  with  the  committees,  and  to 
aflfbrd  aid  in  extreme  cases,  dependent, 
however,  entirely  upon  the  amount  of 
subscriptions,  and  upon  local  benevolence 
and  assistance.  He  could  go  into  no  fur- 
ther explanation  at  present;  and  he  hoped 
no  further  discussion  would  at  present  be 
provoked,  as  it  might  lead  to  the  most 
injurious  consequences;  but  if,  at  a  fitting 
time,  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex,  or 
any  other  hon.  Gentleman,  should  think 
proper  to  bring  the  subject  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House,  he  should  be  per- 
fectly prepared  to  defend  the  conduct 
which  had  been  pursued  by  his  Majesty's 
Government. 

Mr.  Hume  allowed,  that  if  Parliament 
had  not  been  sitting,  his  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment would  have  been  justified  iii 
taking  the  course  which  they  had  taken ; 
but,  during  the  sitting  of  Parliament,  he 
did  not  think  there  was  the  slightest 
ground  for  such  a  proceeding.  The  House 
ought  to  have  had  notice  of  the  transaction 
before  the  public  money  was  appropriated 
to  such  a  purpose.  He  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  take  an  early  op- 
portuoity  of  laying  on  the  table  of  the 
House  the  documents  which,  in  his  (the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's)  opinion, 
warranted  the  step  which  had  been  taken 
by  his  Majesty's  Government. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  stated, 
that  on  the  whole  his  Majesty's  Govern- 


ment thought  they  had  done  as  much  as 
they  ought  on  the  subject.  Adverting  to 
the  observations  which  had  been  made  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  on  the 
conduct  of  his  Majesty's  Government  in 
sending  relief  to  the  distressed  districts  of 
Scotland,  he  denied  that  they  had  acted 
in  any  way  contrary  to  usage.  He  re- 
peated, that  he  should  be  quite  ready  to 
defend  the  conduct  of  Government  upon 
the  subject  whenever  the  proper  tune 
should  arrive  for  doing  so ;  but  that  to  be 
called  upon  on  that  day  to  proclaim  to  the 
House  and  to  all  the  world  the  precise 
course  which  they  were  pursuing  was  to 
be  called  upon  to  do  that  than  which 
nothing  could  be  more  likely  to  prejudice 
the  object  which  they  all  had  in  view. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  seemed 
to  think  that  the  course  which  had  been 
pursued  by  his  Majesty's  Government  was 
unusual  and  objectk^nable.  It  was  exactly 
the  course  which  had  been  pursued  in  all 
other  oases«~in  the  case  of  distress  in  the 
Hebrides,  in  the  case  of  distress  in  Ire- 
land, and  in  fact  in  all  oases  of  a  similar 
description. 

Ths  Ice*bound  Whalers.^  Sir  Ro^ 
beri  Peel  observed,  that  he  had  a  short 
time  ago  presented  a  petition  to  the  House 
from  the  town  of  Dundee,  respecting  the 
ice-bound  whale  ships.  He  wished  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  any 
measures  had  been  adopted  by  his  Ma- 
jesty's Government  for  the  purpose  of 
.endeavouring  to  afford  relief  to  those 
vessels  and  their  unfortunate  crews.  Se- 
veral memorials  had  been  presented  to 
Government  on  the  subject.  Did  any 
objection  exist  to  their  production  ! 

Mr.  F.  Baring  was  understood  to  say, 
that  inquiries  had  been  instituted  to  ascer- 
tain what  it  was  possible  to  do  in  the  case 
adverted  to  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Tamworth.  He  was  not  aware  that  any 
objection  existed  to  the  production  of  the 
whole  of  the  papers  which  had  reference 
to  the  subject. 

Juvenile  Delinqoevct.]  Btr  E. 
Wilmot  begged  to  ask  the  noble  Lord 
whether  it  was  the  intention  of  his  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  bring  in  a  Bill  in 
the  present  Session  embodying  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Commissioners  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  state  of  the  criminal 
law  respecting  the  age  at  which  boys  were 
to  be  subjected  to  summary  punishment? 
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If  it  were  not  the  intentioii  of  bis  Ma- 
jesty's GoreromeDt  to  bring  in  sucb  a 
Bill,  be  begged  to  ask  whetber  if  be, 
bttmble  individual  as  be  was,  were  to  do 
■0,  .Ooverament  would  support—he  would 
not  say  the  details,  for  those  might  be 
subjects  of  a  variety  of  opinions,  but— the 
principle  of  the  measure  ? 

Lord  John  Russell  had  no  intention  to 
bring  in  any  such  Bill  himself,  nor  did  he 
believe  that  any  other  Member  of  his 
Majesty's  Government  contemplated  doing 
so.  If  the  bon.  Baronet  thought  proper 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  upon  the  subject,  be 
(Lord  John  Russell)  would  give  it  his 
serious  attention,  and  if  he  found  that  it 
did  not  violate  the  principle  of  trial  by 
jury  it  should  have  his  support. 

Case  of  Mr.  Lovesey.]  Lord  Gran- 
viUe  Somerset  was  sorry  again  to  intrude  on 
the  House  with  a  personal  affair;  but  the 
ooDversation  in  which  they  bad  been  en- 
gaged on  Friday  with  regard  to  a  military 
commission  compelled  him.  Since  that 
time  be  bad  bad  a  communication  with 
Lord  £•  Somerset,  who  stated,  that  as  far 
as  his  recollection  went,  he  had  never 
made  any  written  application  for  a  com- 
mission for  Mr.  Lovesey;  and  that  he 
bad  never  entertained  the  slightest  expec- 
tation of  obtaining  Mr.  Lovesey's  vote  by 
getting  him  a  commission.  He  (Lord 
Granville  Somerset)  bad  also  had  a  com- 
munication with  Captain  Marshall,  who 
denied  that  any  political  inducements  had 
been  resorted  to  to  obtain  the  commission. 
But  the  most  important  communication 
was  a  letter  which  he  held  in  his  band 
from  Mr.  Lovesey  himself,  in  which  he 
declared  that  the  charge  brought  against 
him  of  a  change  of  politics  in  consequence 
of  obtaining  a  commission  from  the  Beau- 
fort family  was  distinctly  untrue.  He  bad 
never  been. asked  to  make,  nor  had  he 
made,  any  concession  of  political  prin- 
ciple upon  the  occasion.  He  felt  that  he 
should  not  do  justice  to  that  Gentleman 
if  he  did  not  submit  the  letter  to  the 
House.  He  had  given  an  intimation 
of  his  intention  to  do  so  to  the  bon. 
Member  for  Gloucester;  and  with  the 
permissiim  of  the  House  he  would  read 
the  ktter  '.-^ 

*^  Coxhome-house,  Cheltenham, 
April  9, 1837. 
<«My  Lord,--*I    have     read   with    much 
■vrprite  the  mention  which  hw  been  made  by 
Captain  Berkeley  of  the  application  made  by 


me,  through  Lord  Fitzroy  Somerset,  for  a  com- 
mission for  my  sod,  in  1832.  I  shall  feel 
obliged  if  you  will  state  explicitly  that  the 
assertion,  'My  family  have  always  hitherto 
been  Whigs,  not  on  the  same  side  of  politics 
that  you  are,  but  if  a  commission  can  be  got  for 
me  from  the  Horse  Guards  through  the  influ- 
ence of  the  Beaufort  family,  we  shall  in  future 
be  on  the  Tory  side,'  is  distinctly  untrue.  I 
have  neither  made,  nor  was  asked  to  make, 
any  concession  of  political  principle  in  return 
for  the  applications  made  on  my  oebalf,  and  it 
is  a  most  unfair  imputation  on  me  that  I  have 
been  influenced  by  any  such  consideration  in 
the  political  course  which  I  have  taken. 

"  I  remain,  my  Lord, 
**  Your  most  obedient  obliged  servant, 

«C.  N.  LOVESEV." 

•*  To  Lord  Granville  Somerset.'* 

Captain  Berkeley  stated,  that  when  he 
had  been  called  upon  to  say  whether  Mr. 
Lovesey  had  made  use  to  Lord  Segrave 
of  the  words  imputed  to  him  in  the 
Morning  Chronicle^  bis  answer  was,  that 
Mr.  Lovesey  had  not  done  anything  of  the 
sort;  but  that  it  had  been  communicated 
to  Lord  Segrave  that  such  was  the  inten- 
tion of  Mr.  Lovesey  in  the  event  of  hie 
obtaining  the  commission  through  the 
interest  of  the  Beaufort  family.  It  now 
appeared,  from  the  letter  which  the  noble 
Lord  had  just  read,  that  Mr.  Lovesey 
denied  having  any  such  intention  ;  and  he 
(Captain  Berkeley)  gave  the  noble  Lord 
the  full  benefit  of  that  denial.  But  there 
was  still  this  plain^  broad,  and  simple 
fact,  that  at  the  election  which  took  place 
shortly  after  the  commission  was  granted, 
Mr.  Lovesey,  who  bad  never  before  voted 
for  a  Tory,  did  vote  on  the  Tory  side. 
That  was  a  fact  which  could  not  be  con- 
tradicted ;  and  on  that  fact  he  took  his 
stand. 

Lord  G.  Somerset  would  only  remark, 
that  two  years  elapsed  between  the 
granting  of  the  commission  and  the  elec- 
tion. The  commission  was  granted  in 
1832;  the  election  did  not  take  place 
until  1834.  When  Mr.  Lovesey  applied 
for  the  commission  to  Lord  Fitaroy 
Somerset,  the  latter  did  not  know  what 
Mr.  Lovesey's  political  oponions  were. 

Mr.  Hume  observed,  that  the  noble 
Lord  had  produced  thoae  letters,  but  had 
left  unproduced  the  most  important  one, 
namely,  the  letter  written  by  Lord  Edward 
Somerset  to  his  brother  at  the  Hofae» 
Guards. 

Lord  G.  Somerset  would  be  most  happy 
to  produce  such  a  letter  if  the  hon«  Mem- 
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ber  for  Middlesex  would  tell  him  how. 
The  fact  was,  that  to  the  best  of  Lord 
Fitzroy  Somerset's  recollection,  no  such 
letter,  nor  any  letter  from  Lord  Segrave 
had  e?er  been  written.  If  they  had  never 
been  written,  how  was  it  possible  that  he 
could  produce  them  ? 

Mr*  Hume  said,  it  appeared  from  the 
noble  Lord's  former  statement  that  such 
applications  had  been  made. 

Lord  G.  Somerset  observed,  that  the 
applications  made  by  both  Lord  £• 
Somerset  and  Lord  Segrave  were  personal 
applications,  and  were  so  entered  in  the 
book  kept  at  the  Horse-Guards. 

Mr.  Hume  remarked,  that  the  noble 
Lord  had  certainly  led  the  House  to 
believe,  that  such  letters  were  in  existence, 
for  he  talked  of  a  strict  search  having 
been  made  for  them.  Why  search  for 
that  which  it  was  known  was  not  in 
existence?  li  appeared  to  him  (Mr, 
Hume),  and  it  was  the  feeling  of  those 
who  sat  around  him,  that  the  noble  Lord 
intended  to  convey  the  impression  that 
such  letters  were  in  existence,  and  in  his 
opinion  their  non-production  would  make 
the  case  complete. 

Lord  O.  Somerset  declared,  that  if  he 
found  any  more  letters  he  should  have 
great  pleasure  in  producing  them.  But 
it  was  very  hard  to  call  upon  him  to  do 
what  was  impossible;  to  produce  what 
was  not  in  existence. 

Mr.  Scarlett  contended,  that  the  noble 
Lord  bad  completely  vindicated  the  course 
which  had  been  pursued  by  the  com. 
mander  of  the  forces ;  and  that  the  whole 
gist  of  the  charge  was  gone. 

Lord  Howick  distinctly  understood  the 
hon.  Member  for  Gloucester  to  state  in 
the  first  instance,  that  Mr.  Lovesey's 
application  was  made,  not  to  Lord  £. 
Somerset,  but  to  Lord  Segrave. 

Subject  dropped. 

MuNZCiPAii  Corporations  (Ire- 
i«A»D.)]  Lord  John  Russell  rose,  and 
moved  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  third 
reading  of  the  Municipal  Corporations 
(Ireland)  Bill. 

Mr.  Goulbum  could  assure  the  House 
that  be  should  be  roost  happy,  if  possible, 
to  avoid  tt discussion  upon  a  subject  which, 
baving  been  already  before  the  House 
two  Sessions,  had  been  so  fully  debated, 
that  almost  every  argument  and  illustra- 
tion with  reference  to  it  was  exhausted. 
$nt  he  felt  it  impossible,  consistently  with 
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his  conscientious  duty,  to  prevent  tUs 
measure  to  pass,  without  stating  his  op* 
position  to  it ;  and  he  could  assure  the 
House  that  it  would  be  his  endeavour  ta 
comprise  within  the  narrowest  bounds  the 
observations  with  which  he  should  aooom« 
panv  his  rejection  of  the  motion  of  tl^ 
noble  Lord.  He  confessed  it  was  a  source 
of  great  regret  to  him  that  the  House  did 
not  think  fit  to  entertain  the  proposition 
which  had  been  submitted-  to  it  by  his 
noble  Friend  (Lord  Francis  Egerton),  the 
Member  for  South  Lancashire,  the  object 
of  which  was  to  terminate  the  existence  of 
the  several  Corporations  at  present  existing 
in  Ireland,  and  to  make  other  and  further 
provision  for  the  administration  of  the 
funds  and  the  discharge  of  the  local  govern^ 
ment  attaching  to  those  bodies.  He  could 
not  but  think  that  if  that  measure  had 
passed  it  would  have  been  of  the  greatest 
possible  advantage  to  the  discussion  of  the 
question ;  and,  what  would  have  been  of 
more  consequence  to  the  tranquillity  of 
Ireland,  it  would  have  allowed  some  in* 
terval  to  elapse  between  the  destruction  of 
the  existing  Corporations  in  Ireland,  and 
any  attempt  which  might  have  been  made 
to  establish  a  substitute  for  those  bodies, 
in  any  shape  which  might  have  been  sug* 
gested.  It  would  have  been  (as  it  ap* 
peered  to  his  mind)  a  great  advantage  that 
time  should  be  allowed  for  mutual  political 
animosities  to  cool,  and  that  those  who 
bad  long  been  in  possession  of  exclusive 
power  in  those  corporations  should  not 
have  had  their  removal  from  that  power 
accompanied  by  a  sense  of  an  opposing 
force ;  and  it  would  have  been  an  equal 
advantage  that  when  they  were  deliberat- 
ing on  the  form  of  these  new  corporations 
some  interval  should  be  allowed  to  elapse ; 
so  that  those  on  whom  Parliament  shoukl 
devolve  the  administration  of  local  power 
should  not  assume  that  power -flashed  as  it 
were  with  victory.  An  opportunity  would 
thus  have  been  given  to  the  House  to 
judge  of  other  measures  very  materially 
bearing  on  the  state  of  Ireland^— of  mea- 
sures afiecting  the  interests  of  that  coun-' 
try— of  measures  connected  with  her 
physical  condition  and  moral  improvement 
— of  measures,  moreover,  c#onected  with 
the  maintenance  and  security  of  the  esta- 
blished religion  in  that  country,  and  with 
the  preservation  of  its  rights  and  property. 
As  afleciing  the  Established  Church,  the 
establishment  must  on  all  questions  relat- 
ing to  Irelandi  as  it  appeared  to  him,  form 
2H 
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4he  prominent  feature ;  for  it«  welfare  was 
indeed  the  very  begiDning:  and  end  of  all 
legialative   deliberatton.      He  conteaded 
(bat  there  would  have  been  a  great  ad- 
vantage in  having  all  these  matters  plainly 
before  them,  and  discussing  what  should 
be  done  for  the  better  regulation  of  Cor* 
porations.    But  his  Majesty's  Qovernment 
jbad  thought  differently.  They  had  thought 
fit  to  submit  to  them  singly  the  question 
of  the  re-construction  of  the  Irish  Corpora- 
tions ;  they  had  deprived  them  of  the  ad- 
vantage which  a  more  intimate  acquaint- 
ance with  the  real  state  of  affairs  in  that 
country,  and  a  knowledge  of  their  own 
measures*  would  have  enabled  them  to 
acquire;  and  he  was,  therefore,  driven  to 
consider  thb  question  singly  and  alone. 
Under  those  circumstances  he  was  bound 
to  oppose  the  measure.    With  reference 
to  the  Bill  which  they  were  now  required 
to  send  up  to  the  other  House,  he  would 
•ay  that  so  far  as  it  went  to  remove  that 
evil,  which  was  the  foundation  of  all  legis- 
lation upon  the  subject  before  them— so 
far  as  it  went  to  the  extinction  of  thoae 
Corporationa  which  had  been  permitted  in 
Ireland  under  different  circumstances,  but 
wbfieh  had  now  become  little  suited  to  the 
country,  and  were  admitted  by  all  to  be 
not  capable  of  being  longer  retained  with 
propriety  or  advantage  to  the  community 
at  large — so  far  as  all  this  went,  he  would 
say  that  the  Bill  before  this  House  very 
imperfectly  executed  what  appeared  to  be 
the  unanimous  feeling  of  the  House  with 
respect  to  Corporations  in  Ireland.     This 
Bill  was  not  like  that  which  had  been  re- 
lumed to  them  last  year  from  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  which  provided  for 
the  extinction  of  all  existing  corporations, 
but  on  the  contrary,  this  Bill  provided  that 
in  forty-seven  boroughs  there  should  be 
Corporations  formed  <hi  the  model  pro- 
pounded by  the  Bill,  but  that  in  the  case 
of  tweniy-one  other  towns  where  Corpora- 
tiona  had  been  established  upon  principles 
which   the  House  now  condemned,  and 
which  had  been  established,  not  for  muni- 
cipal, but  for  political  purposes,  in  these 
twenty*one  towns  those  Corporations,  con- 
demned as  they  were  by  the  unanimous 
voice  of  thcwHouse,  were  permitted    to 
remain;  and,  therefore,  whatever  might 
have  been  done  in  the  way  of  establish- 
ing a  faction,  or  to  create  a  suspicion  of 
those  towns  from  the  dominion  which  they 
exercised,  or  the  nature  of  the  position 
which  ihey  held  in  the  country,  all  that 
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dissatiifaction  remained  behind  to  tititate 
the  public  mind,  which  had  so  long  kept 
up  the  feeling  of  jedousy  againist  the  ex- 
isting Corporations,  and  to  prevent  an 
amicable  arrangement.  All  declared  that 
the  Corporations  which  had  heretofore 
existed  were  not  only  undeserving  of  being 
retained,  on  account  of  their  inapplicability 
to  the  altered  circumstances  of  the  country, 
but  they  were  to  be  condemned  because 
they  had  abused  the  trusts  reposed  in 
them  as  municipal  bodies.  He  would  ask 
his  right  hon.  Friend,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  how  he  could  recommend 
to  Parliament  to  affirm  a  Bill  which  re- 
tained, in  twenty-one  of  the  boroughs  of 
Ireland,  those  bodies  which  it  was  said  had 
so  abused  their  trust  and  ought  to  be 
divested  of  authority?  These  boroughs 
had  been  selected,  not  because  they  had 
evinced  greater  purity  or  virtue  than  their 
fellows;  the  question  was  not,  tben» 
whether  there  had  been  a  greater  or  a  less 
abuse  of  trust,  but  it  was  one  of  compara* 
tive  popuhurity.  The  queation,  however, 
was  this :  whether  these  places  were  of 
extent  snffioient  to  require  any  Corpora^ 
tions.  And  yet  in  these  cases  it  was 
thought  right  not  to  inflict  that  which  was 
stated  to  ^  a  just  punishment  upon  thoae 
who  had  not  been  more  guilty.  He  knew 
not  on  what  principle  this  distinction  wax 
supported.  He  did  not  understand  that 
peculiar  sort  of  justice  to  Ireland  which 
would  condemn  the  borough  of  Gorey  on 
account  of  the  evil  consequences  which 
had  resulted  from  that  Corporation  having 
been  invested  with  municipal  power,  and 
yet  in  the  full  possession  of  the  powers, 
heretofore  enjoyed,  Wicklow  was  preserved. 
He  did  not  see  how  justice  was  to  be  done 
in  this  way.  Referring  to  aeo.  2, 
schedule  C,  of  tiic  Bill,  he  contended  that 
the  towns  contained  iu  that  schedwie  wefe 
just  those  which  had  very  little  occasion 
for  municipal  authority.  But  it  was  on 
places  of  this  kind  that  this  Bill  proposed 
to  confer  Corporations ;  and  in  cases  like 
those  they  became  a  burden  upon  the 
people  themselves  and  served  only  to  in* 
terfere  with  the  general  administration  of 
the  local  Government.  He  could  not, 
therefore,  account  for  this  large  numberof 
towns  being  increased.  But  there  wax  in 
this  Bill  another  provision  which  rendered 
it  impossible  for  him  to  concur  in  it.  The 
Government  had  not  been  content  with 
dealing  especially  and  by  name  with  the 
chatters  of  forty-sevee  towns  ift  icehuMi^ 
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Cftvidad  by  t  g;dBeral  power  to  vest  in  bis 
ajoUy'o  Oovernnent  the  authority  to 
Qoafer  every  power,  end  privilege,  and 
anlbority  that  this  Bill  conferred  on  speoial 
places  on  any  other  town  or  towns  in  Ire- 
land in  which  there  should'  be  an  inha- 
bitant who  should  advise  the  Government^ 
should  be  admitted  to  those  privileges.  It 
was  left  to  the  discretion  of  an  individual 
to  submit  to  the  Government  the  proposi- 
UoQ  for  iuvesting  the  town  with  a  charter 
and  Corporation  possessing  all  the  au- 
thority by  this  Act  to  be  made.  He  must 
say,  ttiat  seeing  the  position  in  which  the 
Government  of  that  country  stood,  and 
the  feelings  and  influences  which  guided 
their  policy,  he  could  not  view  without 
jealousy  and  alarm  the  power  which  they 
assumed  to  themselves  to  erect  these  little 
citadels  of  agitation  and  excitement  iuto 
mutiicipal  governments.  Now,  in  the 
case  of  munioipal  elections  in  England,  it 
bad  been  thought  necessary  that  the  house, 
holders  should  have  the  franchise;  but 
why  was  the  case  altered  in  respect  to  Ire- 
land, directed  as  feeling  might  be  against 
the  Church  ?  In  England  the  inhabitant 
householders  wen  required  to  make  the 
application  to  the  Government  for  a 
charter  tot  a  Corporation,  but  in  Ireland, 
where  agitation  prevailed,  directed  against 
every  species  of  property,  and  mainly 
against  the  Church,  power  was  to  be  given 
on  the  application  of  a  single  individual  to 
construct  a  Corporation,  not  for  the 
charge  of  municipal  duties,  but  to  gain  the 
objects  of  particular  parties.  The  measure 
in  that  respect  was  altogether  without 
pfeeedent.  It  waa  a  Bill  which  in  his  view 
of  the  case,  could  not  be  acted  upon  with* 
out  daneer,  and  it  was  one  which  gave  a 
power  he  was  unwilling  to  trust  the 
Government  with.  Therefore  be  could  not 
support  the  measure.  But  it  became  ne* 
Cessary  to  consider  the  nature  of  these 
Corporations  which  the  Bill  proposed  to 
eirtablish,  and  how  far  they  were  capable  of 
answering  the  objects  for  which  they  were 
professedly  formed  ;  and  bow  far  they 
might  be  converted  to  objects  which  were 
caicttlaled  to  endanger  the  peace  of  the 
country  and  the  continuance  of  the 
union.  He  would  beg  to  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  the  nature  of  the 
franchise  which  it  was  proposed  to  be 
given  to  the  electors  by  this  Bill,  lu 
largo  towns  it  was  a  10/.  householding, 
and  in  the  minor  towns  6/.   lu  other  cases 


it  was  to  be  couoled  with  a  r«aid#nco  of 
six  months  merely,  and  the  payment  of 
rates,  if  any  were  to  be  paid  (let  the  Houso 
observe  this  latter  condition),  during  the 
period  of  residence*  Was  it  possible  for 
any  man  who  was  acquainted  with  Ire-* 
land,  not  to  be  aware  of  the  class  of 
persons  who  occupied  houses  rated  at  6/.  ? 
They  were  individuals,  if  not  of  the 
lowest,  at  least  of  a  very  low  ^rade  of 
society.  They  were  not  distinguished  by 
intelligence,  and  were  the  victims  of  want 
during  a  portion  of  the  year.  They  were 
always  liable  to  some  influence  or  other 
being  exercised  upon  them  which  bigotry 
or  political  animosity  might  direct.  These 
were  to  be  the  electors  of  the  new  oor* 
porations.  If  their  functions  were  fairly 
administered  (supposing  even  that  to  be 
the  case),  and  that  tlie  franchise  was  so 
examined  into  as  to  render  it  impossible 
that  fraud  should  be  committed  as  to  the 
value  of  the  tenements  in  virtue  of  which 
they  were  called  upon  to  vote,  even  then 
tliis  course  of  proceeding  was  not  exempt 
from  those  dangerous  influences  ^\^dk 
operated  upon  the  minds  of  the  lower 
classes*  Looking  to  this  \^L  and 
5L  franchise,  he  was  sure  that  many 
would  be  qualified  to  vote  who  were 
not  b&ni,fide  voters*  In  fact,  every  resi- 
dent in  the  |dace,  whatever  bis  disposition, 
and  whether  he  was  qualified  or  not, 
would  be  brought  forward  under  the  dic- 
tation of  their  leaders  to  return  a  certain 
class  of  persons  to  the  council.  Those 
electors,  the  occupiers  of  a  house  at  2s« 
a  week  for  six  months  of  the  year,  havings 
no  permanent  interest  in  the  wel&ue  <^ 
the  town,  and  in  a  situation  which  gene- 
rally exempted  them  from  the  payment 
of  any  rate  or  tax  whatever,  were  un- 
doubtedly most  susceptible  of  improper 
influence,  and  easily  directed  either  by  the 
political  animosity,  or  sectarian  feeling 
of  those  who  guided  them  against 
tlie  Establislied  Church  of  the  coun- 
try. But  not  only  so,  they  would 
have  a  class  of  persons  introduced  on  the 
register  who  were  not  possessed  of  the  re- 
quisite qualification.  And  when  the^  knew 
that  instead  of  having  their  claims  to 
tlie  franchise  decided  before  a  barrister, 
who  was  responsible  for  the  manner  in 
which  he  discharged  his  duties,  the  per- 
sons who  were  to  judge  of  the  validity  of 
each  claim  were  the  mayors  of  these 
towns  and  two  assessors,  all  of  whom  were 
themselves  elected  by  the  same  majority 
2H2 
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as  the  oouDcil  themseWes  were  elected,  he 
would  contend  that  it  was  not  too  much 
to  say,  that  a  case  or  cases  might  happen 
in  which  persons  making  applications  for 
the  franchise,  would  be  enrolled  on  the 
list  even  when  not  possessing  the  requisite 
qualification,  they  throwing  into  the  hands 
of  the  multitude,  and  the  lower  orders 
of  the  multitude,  the  whole  control  over 
the  property  of  the  towns.     It  was  no 
slight  objection  to  his  mind  that  it  pro- 
vided not  merely  for  annual  elections  in 
the  numerous  boroughs  which  now  existed, 
and  which  it  might  be  the  pleasure  of  the 
Government  hereafter  to  add  to,  but  that 
elections  on  every  vacancy  in  addition 
should  take  place  in  every  one  of  these 
boroughs,  thus  keeping  up  a  constant  ex- 
citement, and  giving  rise  to  a  regularly- 
established  machinery,  for  the  purpose  of 
keeping  up  the  multitude  to  vole.     And 
there  was,  too^  this  disadvantage,   that  in 
the  large  towns  contests  which  would  take 
place  for  municipal  offices,  would  be  but 
the    precursor  of   that   which    was    to 
occur    in    the    elections    for    Members 
to  serve  in  Parliament.    The  animosity 
and  bitterness  of  feeling  engendered  by  a 
contested   Parliamentary  election,  would 
not  be  permitted  to  slumber  during  the 
intervals   between    these    electionsr  but 
would  receive  a  fresh  accession  of  strength 
at    the    yearly  or  half-yearly  municipal 
elections,  and  would  be  kept  alive  from 
the  commencement  of  the  year  to  its  ter- 
mination.     This  would  strike   a  deadly 
blow  at  the  peace  and  good  government  of 
Ireland,  and  maintain  in  perpetual  activity 
the  elements  of  civil  discord.      If  there 
was  any  evil  against  which  the   House 
ought  to  guard  more  anxiously,  than  ano- 
ther, it  was  the  incessant  supply  of  fuel 
to  the  flame  of  agitation.      The  House 
ought,  above  all  things,  to  guard  against 
bringing  the  two  great  contending  parties 
into  collision,  against  kindling  social  dis- 
sensions into  redoubled  vehemence ;  for, 
with  whatever  side  victory  might  remain, 
the  order  of  society  would  be  disturbed, 
and  the  public  welfare  injured.      Such 
would  be  the  necessary  consequence  of  the 
election  of  councils  by  the  constituencies 
proposed  in  this  Bill,  and  at  such  small 
intervals  of  time.      The  numerical  supe- 
riority in  the  whole  or  the  greater  part  of 
the  towns  in  Ireland  being  vested  in  the 
followers  of  one  particular  form  of  reli 
gion,  the  councils  would  be  as  exclusive, 
as  far  as  regarded  religious  opinion,  as 


grasping  and  selfish  in  political  matters,  as 
the  very  bodies  which  Government  pro« 
posed  to  abrogate.  In  the  present  state 
of  the  country  they  would  afford  to  those 
who  were  anxious  to  maintain  excitement, 
or  to  disturb  the  public  peace,  the  means 
of  carrying  on,  in  an  authorised  form,  the 
war  which  had  been  some  time  past  waged 
against  the  Established  Church  and  its 
possessions.  He  confessed,  that  in  all 
Irish  questions  he  had  always  looked  upon 
the  safety  of  the  Established  Church,  and 
the  preservation  of  its  rights,  as  the  main 
object  to  be  taken  into  consideration.  He 
believed,  that  to  that  church  we  must  look 
for  the  means  of  effecting  an  improvement 
in  the  prosperity  and  peace  of  the  country, 
for  the  means  of  effecting  the  great  moral 
improvement  which  is  required  in  that 
country  in  order  to  place  it  on  a  level  with 
other  parts  of  the  empire.  Nothing  would 
be  more  fatal  to  its  stability  than  rashly 
and.hastily  to  establish  institutions,  which 
would  be  powerful  instruments  in  the 
hands  of  those  who  were  engaged  in  a 
course  of  hostility  against  the  Church, 
and  who  were  attempting,  by  every  means 
in  their  power,  to  deprive  it  of  its  legiti- 
mate revenues,  and  apply  them  to  pur- 
poses not  connected  with  the  objects  of 
an  Established  Church.  Such  a  measure 
would  remove  every  chance  of  tranquillity, 
would  do  away  with  every  prospect  of 
future  prosperity.  He  said  this  because 
he  had  had  occasion  to  observe  that  in  ail 
parts  of  the  country  the  churches  formed 
centres  from  which  civilisation  and  know- 
ledge flowed  to  the  surrounding  neigh- 
bourhood. He  was  convinced  that  the 
most  effectual  means  of  diffusing  the  bless- 
ings of  religion,  charity,  and  peace  was,  to 
plant  throughout  the  country  clergymen  of 
the  Established  Church,  and  to  place  them 
in  a  situation  of  security  and  comfort, 
which  would  enable  them  faithfully  to 
discharge  their  duties.  Such  a  course  of 
policy,  by  giving  them  the  means  of  ex- 
tending their  influence  over  a  wider  range 
of  society,  would  greatly  increase  the 
amount  of  individual  comfort,  and  would 
be  productive  of  the  most  valuable  bene- 
fits to  the  nation.  If  he  observed 
the  Government  attempting  to  create 
corporations  in  every  part  of  the 
country  on  a  principle  of  hostility  to  the 
church,  formed  of  men  who  were  not  in  a 
situation  to  judge  for  themselves  respect- 
ing its  value,  who  bad  every  inducement 
to  oppose  It  on  political  grounds,  besides 
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the  hope  of  freeing  themselves  from  the 
imposts  to  which  it  subjected  them,  and 
who  were  besides  oflen  compelled  by  the 
mandates  of  their  clergy  to  oppose  it,  es- 
pecially when  these  corporations  might  be 
created   in  a  place  at  the  desire  of  any 
inhabitant  who  should  judge  it  necessary 
to   have   a  new  position   from  which  to 
direct  an  attack  against   the  church,  he 
could  not  consent  to  assist  their  designs, 
or  to  support  a  Bill  intended  to  give  effect 
to  them.    The  House  was  told,  that  be- 
cause England  had  municipal  corpora- 
tions, Ireland  must  have  them  too ;    and 
that  the  power  of  self-government  con- 
ceded to  the  people  in  one  country  ought 
not  to  be  withheld  from  them  in  the  other. 
He  had  no  desire  to  withhold  from  any 
class  of  his  fellow-subjects  the  power  of 
self-government.     So  far  was  the  plan 
which  it  was  proposed  to  substitute  for  the 
ministerial  measure  from  depriving  the 
people  of  that  power,  that  the  Bill  to  which 
the  House  last  year  refused  its  concurrence 
recognised  the  right  more  clearly  than  the 
Bill  now  upon  the  table.     The  Bill  on 
the  table  gave  to  the  corporations  an  un- 
limited power  of  taxation,  and  left  the 
amount  of  taxation  to  the  discretion   of 
that  body ;  but  the  Bill  proposed  to  be 
substituted  for  it  gave  to  the  people  not 
only  the  right  of  governing  the  town,  or 
managing  the  corporate  property  through 
a  body  elected  by  themselves,  but  of  de- 
ciding whether  or  not  such  a  body  ought 
to  be  established.    He  asked  hen.  GenUe- 
men    opposite  whether   there  was  not   a 
great  difference  between  the  present  mea- 
sure and  the  English   Municipal  Reform 
Bill,  both  as  regarded  the  manner  in  which 
Corporations  were  formed,  and  the  hands 
in  which  power  was  lodged  ?   He  thought 
it  indisputable  that    the   constituencies 
ought  to  be  composed  of  persons  who  had 
some  permanent  interest  in  the  welfare  of 
the  town.     In  England  the  franchise  was 
not  given  to  the  small  cottagers  of  the 
place  to  such  an  extent  as  to  overwhelm 
the  voices  of  the  better  class  of  inhabit- 
ants, or  to  men  who  might  only  be  casual 
residents,  and  need  not  remain  in  the  town 
more  than  the  six  months   necessary  to 
insure  qualification.    A  residence  of  three 
years  was  the  term  fixed  in  the  English 
Bill,  which  gave  a  security  for  the  moral 
character  and  stability  of  the  yoter,  that 
could  not  exist  in  the  case  of  an  individual 
twho  frequently  changed   his    residence, 
la  the  EogUsQ  Bill  provision  was  made 


that  the  corporations  should  discbarge  the 
ordinary  functions  of  municipal  bodies, 
and  should  superintend  the  paving,  light* 
ing,  and  cleansing  of  the  towns*     But,  by 
the  Bill  now  before  the  House,  the  most 
important  corporations  would  absolutely 
be  deprived  of  the  power  of  regulating  the 
municipal  concerns  of  the  place.     Those 
bodies  would  be,  except  for  the  baneful 
purposes  of  agitation,  little  else  than  non- 
entities, and  being  debarred  of  the  power 
of  employing  their  time  to  the  advantage 
of  the  community  would  become  mischiev- 
ous engines  for  exciting  discord  and  in- 
flaming the  passions  of  the  people.     In 
England,  a  country  in  a  state  of  civilisa- 
tion far    more    advanced  than    that  of 
Ireland,  having  a  government  conducted 
with  a  firmness  unknown  in  the  other 
country,  and  a  people  which  obeyed  the 
law,  not  from  fear  of  the  power  of  compul- 
sion with  which  it  is  armed,  but  from  a 
feeling  of  respect  and  attachment.     Mi- 
nisters introduced  safeguards  to  the  mis- 
use of  municipal  power,  which  in  the  Bill 
before  the  House  they  did  not  attempt  to 
enforce  with  respect  to  Ireland.      This 
was  a  Bill  which  threatened  the  most  fatal 
injury  to  the  interests  of  the  Established 
Church ;  and  he  begged  to  ask  Grovern- 
ment  how  it  happened  that  the  House  was 
now  called  on  to  give  a  final  decision  on 
the  measure  without  some  definite  expla- 
nation of  their  views  with  respect  to  the 
Church.     The  House  had    been  called 
upon  to  take  into  consideration  the  state 
of  Ireland,  to  provide  for  a  just  settlement 
of  the  affairs  of  the  Church,  and  for  the 
better  regulation  of  the  municipal  cor- 
porations.   The  advisers  of  the   Crown 
must  necessarily  feel  that  these  subjeets 
were  closely  connected,  and  that  the  House 
could   not   decide   the    question   of  the 
corporations  without  knowing  what  mea- 
sures were  to  be  brought  forward  regard- 
ing the  Church.     He  could   conceive  it 
possible  to  place  the  Church  in  a  position 
in  which  its  revenues  might  be  secured 
against  the  attacks  made  on   them,  and 
its  existence  made    compatible    with   a 
reform  of    the  Municipal    Corporations, 
based,   not  upon  the   principles  of   the 
Ministerial    plan,    but    upon    principles 
which  might  better  conduce  to  the  good 
government  of  the  towns  and  not  interfere 
with  the  benefiu  of  an  Established  Church. 
The  House  had  had  an  intimation  from 
the  noble  Lord,  the  leader  of  the  Govern- 
ment, who  ba4  stated  that  no  false  point 
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of  honotfr  on  hit  fMirt,  no  regard  to  con- 
sittencyi  should  pr^vdot  him  from  pro* 
posing  Buoh  measures  as  mig;ht  be  neces- 
sary for  the  security  of  the  Established 
Church  and  the  maintenance  of  its  pro*- 
perty ;  but  be  thought  that  they  should 
not  be  asked  to  legislate  on  a  question  so 
important  as  the  present,  and  one  which 
afteeted  so  materially  the  interests  of  the 
Churohi  without  eome  speoiGo  assurance 
of  the  measures  to  be  taken  for  giving  it 
permanence  and  security*  He  kttew  t)ot 
upOA  what  principles  these  measures  might 
be  founds,  but  he  could  iell  the  Govern- 
ment the  inference  which  would  naturally 
be  drawn  from  this  state  of  aifairs*  The 
public  and  the  House  were  aware  that  the 
present  Qovernmeot  was  formed  Upon  a 
principl^t  he  would  Hot  say  of  hostility  to 
the  Established  Ghurch^  but  of  appropri- 
ating its  rerenoes  to  purposes  different 
from  those  to  which  they  were  originally 
destined.  The  opinion  of  the  country  was 
decidedly  adverse  to  the  measure  intro^ 
duced  to  carry  that  principle  into  effect, 
and  it  passed  the  House  by  a  slender 
ttilgority.  But  when  this  measure  re- 
mained in  abeyance^  and  a  Municipal 
Reform  Billj  pregnant  with  danger,  as 
he  lUaintaintedi  to  the  Established 
Churchi  was  introduced,  the  ne<iessary 
and  ftatural  inference  which  tha  public 
drew  from  it  was,  that  this  Bill  was  proposed , 
not  with  the  purpose  of  confefring  mu- 
niuipal  govertimenti  but  of  giving  to 
those  who  dematided  the  appropriation  of 
the  church  revenue,  the  means  by  which 
they  might  keep  alive  agitation,  and  render 
it  difficult  to  realise  the  property  of  the 
Churchy  He  thought  it  not  an  unnatural 
inference,  that  the  Government  who  had 
pledged  themselves  to  apply  to  secular 
purposes  a  portion  of  the  property  of  the 
Churchy  and  thus  to  take  the  first  step 
towards  ke  dilapidation)had  not  abandoned 
that  principle  which  was  the  ground  of  the 
support  they  reeetvad  from  a  laiige  body 
of  Members,  but  wore  endeavouring  by  a 
less  open,  but  not  leeS  certain,  mmle,  to 
insUte  the  fftlqect  tkey  had  in  viewi  through 
the  medium  of  the  new  oorporationsi  There 
was  another  point  to  which  he  was 
fitixmUs  to  draw  the  ttteotion  of  the  House 
— the  telation  in  which  they  stood  to  the 
other  Hous«  of  Parliament.  When  this 
BHl  #ds  under  eolisideration  last  Session, 
«ba  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  UieGoveTb- 
Mt  In  t^t  House  tailed  the  attention  of 
Vm  Metnberg  to   that   porlioik   of  th^ 


reasons  assigned  by  tlie  Lords  for  adhering 
to  their  decisioHi  in  which  they  expressed 
a  hope  that  the  two  Houses,  maintaining 
the  good  understanding  which  happily 
subsisted  between  them,  and  zealously  co- 
operating in  the  discharge  of  their  doty, 
might  at  no  distant  period  devise  such 
measures  of  reform  in  the  administration 
of  local  affairs  as  might  give  a  real  guarantee 
for  prosperity  by  the  suppression  of  re- 
ligious animosities.  The  noble  Lord  read 
that  passage  to  the  House,  and  intiniated 
an  opinioti  that  it  held  out  a  prospect  of  a 
reconciliation  of  the  differencea  which  had 
taken  place  foetwe^h  thd  two  Houses  on  the 
nieasure  now  under  discussion.  Buthow  was 
it  possible  to  reconcile  this  Bill  with  the  hope 
expressed  by  the  noble  Lord  7  The  noble 
Lord  now  called  on  them  to  send  up  to  the 
other  House,  not  the  measure  which  he 
was  then  willing  to  accept,  not  even  the 
measure  which  was  in  the  firlt  instance 
svnt  up  to  the  House  of  Lordsand  returned 
with  amendments,  but  that  measure 
rendered  more  distasteful  by  enactments 
still  mt)re  opposed  to  the  views  which  the 
other  House  had  declared  itself  to  hold. 
The  course  which  the  noble  Lonl  proposed 
to  them  to  take,  in  order  to  satisfy  his 
expectation  that  he  might  be  the  means  of 
settling  the  qiiestion,  was  to  itisert  in  the 
measure  provisions  of  a  character  still 
more  objectionable  than  those  to  which 
the  Lords  had  refused  their  assent. 
Viewing,  therefore,  this  question  of 
municipal  reform  both  as  regarded  the 
nature  of  the  corporations  which  the  noble 
Lord  proposed  to  establinh,  as  it  affected 
the  interests  of  the  Church,  atid  as  it 
aifacted  the  relations  subsisting  between 
the  two  Housos,  he  for  one  could  not 
satisfy  his  feelings  without  declaring  his 
opposition  to  the  measure.  It  was  not 
yet  too  late  to  re*consider  a  measure  which 
applied  to  the  present  circumstances  of 
Ireland  and  in  ita  preiieni  shape,  was 
ciiloulated  not  to  promote  peace  and  good 
Government,  but  to  foment  discord  and 
embitter  soeieij.  He  dki  in  his  eoti« 
science  believci  that  if  Sent  forth  as  it  now 
stood,  it  would,  undoubtedly,  aggravate 
the  evils  by  which  that  country  was  dta- 
tractOd,  and  give  additional  weight  to  the 
influence  opposed  to  the  Protestant  faith 
and  to  ihi  Protestant  EstaUbhtneot. 

Mr.  Tanertd  vrasaatisfied  that  if  Gorpo* 
rationa  had  ttevw  b€«n  known  in  Irmnd 
still  such  benaficial  efiecta  wOaM  fosult  from 
their  «ilablisli«oat  ia  thai  or  in  any  othlr 
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country,  if  tcfi  io  their  fair  operalion,  that 
they  would  tend  more  than  anything  else 
to  improve  the  condition  of  the  people. 
Most  of  the  present  Corporations  in  Ire- 
land were  very  exclusive  and  dishonourable 
in  tlieir  naturOi  and  were  framed  solely 
with  a  political  object.  Sir  Arthur 
Chichester,  the  deputy  in  Ireland  in  the 
reign  of  James  the  First,  recommended 
the  foundation  of  the  greater  portion  of  the 
small  Corporations  of  Ireland  on  an 
exclusive  principle,  with  &  view  of  securing 
Protestant  ascendancy.  At  this  period 
the  greater  part  of  these  boroughs  were 
framed,  and  they  soon  became  ready 
instruments  in  the  hands  of  an  oligarchy. 
He  thought  that  the  conduct  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  with  regard  to  this 
question,  and  stating  that  they  opposed  it 
as  Friends  of  the  Church,  was  most 
extraordinary.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  that  if  the  House  passed  that  measure 
it  would  create  abattery  against  the  church, 
but  he  would  ask  whether  they  were  not 
more  likely  to  procure  this  result  by 
rejecting  the  measure,  for,  by  so  doing, 
they  would  exasperate  the  feelings  of  the 
people  against  the  Church,  as  being  the 
occasion  of  their  oppression.  In  fkct,  it 
would  be  telling  the  people  of  Ireland  that 
the  existence  of  the  Church  was  the  cause 
of  their  being  treated  as  an  inferior  race 
to  their  fellow  citizens.  He  was  satisfied 
that  the  creation  of  such  institutions  as 
would  be  framed  under  this  Bill  would 
afford  the  best  possible  chance  of  pro- 
moting the  religious  peace  and  tranquillity 
of  the  country.  To  tell  the  people  of 
Ireland  that  they  would  not  be  degraded 
by  adoptingthe  proposition  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  to  make  one  of  the  most 
extraordinary  assertions  that  could  be 
uttered,  and  he  almost  doubted  whether 
hon.  Gentlemen  could  ^e  sincere  when 
they  made  such  declarations*  It  was  his 
miisfortune,  for  so  he  roust  ever  consider  it, 
to  give  his  first  vote  in  Parliament  for  the 
Coercion  Bill.  He  stated  at  the  time^  he 
felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  support  the 
measure,  in  consequence  of  the  state  of 
the  country,  when  the  people  apparently 
were  driven  to  a  state  of  madness;  but  at 
the  same  time  be  should  feel  it  to  be  his 
doty  to  support  measures  calculated  to 
remove  the  gmunds  of  complaint  under 
which  the  people  of  Ireland  laboured. 
He  was  happy  to  (iod  that  the  conduct  of 
the  Government  siace  that  time  had  been 
luBh  0M  to  «re»(e  a  confidence  towards  | 


it  in  the  minds  of  the  people,  and  he 
trusted  that  the  policy  of  that  Government, 
whose  primary  object  was  to  place  the 
people  of  Ireland  on  a  footing  of  equality 
with  those  of  England  and  Scotland, 
would  not  be  thwarted.  This,  therefore, 
was  a  most  auspicious  moment,  and  if  it 
was  neglected  it  might  be  centuries 
before  they  again  had  an  opportunity  of 
securing  the  confidence  of  the  people  of 
Ireland.  He  therefore  should  give  his 
cordial  support  to  this  Bill. 

Mr.  Hamilton  said,  that  as  a  Member  for 
Dublin,  and  connected  in  that  capacity 
with  the  largest  and  most  important  of  the 
Irish  Corporations,  as  well  as  with  the 
largest  of  the  Irish  constituencies,  he  was 
unwilling  to  give  a  silent  vote  on  the 
important  question  then  before  the  House, 
though  it  had  been  so  frequently  and  ably 
discussed  that  be  was  not  tain  enough  to 
suppose  he  could  say  anything  that  was 
new  on  the  subject.  The  metropolis  of 
Ireland  was,  indeed,  so  studiously  excluded 
from  the  operation  of  the  Bill  in  many 
important  particulars,  that  be  almost  felt 
that  he  owed  an  apology  to  the  House  for 
offering  himself  at  all  to  its  notice  as  con- 
nected with  that  city ;  and,  certainly,  if 
he  were  a  supporter  of  the  principle  of  the 
Bill  he  should  feel  that  he  had  reason  to 
complain  that  Dublin  was  excepted  in 
almost  everything  that  really  appertained 
to  self-government  or  fiscal  and  municipal 
regulations.  It  did  appear  to  him  that 
in  the  discussions  during  the  present 
session  the  question  had  been  placed  by 
those  who  supported  the  measure  upon 
somewhat  new  grounds;  or  at  least  that  laa* 
guage  had  been  held  both  in  and  out  of  the 
House  which  was  calculated  to  place  it  in 
what  he  believed  to  be  its  true  and  proper 
light,  and  to  furnish  its  opponents  with 
their  strongest  and  best  arguments  against 
it.  The  proposition  of  the  noble  Lord  was 
now  supported  by  two  classes  of  persons— 
both  in  and  out  of  Parliament ;  those  whe 
were  anxious,  and  avowed  themselves,  Is 
advance  the  democretie  principle  aod 
influence;  and  those  who  were  seeking 
to  streoftben  the  Roman  Catbotie 
interest,  with  a  view,  first,  to  the 
sebversion  of  the  Established  Cherob, 
and  with  a  view  afterwards  to  other  and 
ulterior  objects.  Now  it  was  pseciself 
because  he  thoeght  that  the  one  ought  te 
be  strenuously  resisted,  aod  the  diier 
strenuously  restrained,  that  he  Mt  hioMelf 
compelled  to  f9le  •gainit  the  omMM^ 
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By  tiiOM  who  repreiented  the  fint  class 
It  had  been  amied,  that  a  complete  de- 
iDOcracy  should  be  introduced  into  muni- 
eipal  iostitationsy  and  that  those  democra- 
tical  institutioos  would  constitute  the  best 
species  of  apprenticeship  to  larger  and 
greater  rights.    Now,  such  an  acknow- 
ledgment as  that  did  appear  to  him  rather 
startling,  especially  when  made  in  speeches 
that  were  adapted,  as  he  thought,  in  tone 
and  sentiment,  rather  to  the  republican 
assemblies  of  the  United  States,  than  to 
the  Parliament  of  the  monarchy  of  Eng- 
land, and  served  to  convince  him  that, 
however  plausible  as  a  pretext,  or  con- 
venient as  an   argument,  the    supposed 
right  or  expediency  of  institutions  con- 
ferring   the    power    of    self-government 
might  be  by  a  large  proportion  of  the 
supporters  of  the  present  measure,  it  was 
really  regarded  merely  as  a  means  towards 
the  attainment  of  other  ends,  and  that  it 
was  valued  principally  as  being  conducive 
to  the  establishment  of   the  democratic 
principle    in  the  Constitution  itself,  and 
every  branch  of  the  government.     Again, 
because  it  was  said  by  the  opponents  of 
the    measure,    that,  by  the  opportunity 
which    these    new    Corporations    would 
afford   for  agitation,  the  danger   to  the 
Established  Church  would  be  increased, 
an   attack  was  immediately  made  upon 
the  Established  Church.     It  was  said  to 
be  the  obstacle  in  the  way  of  good  govern- 
ment—that it  was  interposed  between  the 
people  and  their  rights — that  the  people 
nave  a  right   to  good  government,   and 
that  they  could  not  obtain  it  because  of 
the  Established  Church.   In  that  argument 
there  was  a  fallacy  and  an  assumption. 
Certainly  the  people  had  a  right  to  good 
government — it    was    the    consideration 
which  society  was  bound  to  render    to 
individuals    for  their  conformity   to    its 
ordinances  and  regulations;    but  it  was 
assumed  in  the  argument  that  good  Go- 
vernment    and     self-government    were 
identical ;  whereas  it  was  precisely  because, 
under  existing  circumstances,  in  Ireland 
self-government  would  not  be  good,  go- 
vernment that  he  was  desirous  to  withhold 
it.    It  had  likewise  been  urged,  that  the 
friendly  contact  of  persons  whom  a  differ^ 
ence  in  political  feeling  had  hitherto  kept 
apart  would  be  useful  in  softening  down 
these  asperities,  and  creating  a  milder  and 
better  feeling.    No  one  could  be  more 
anxious  than  he  was  to  see  these  asperities 
•ofkened  down  aud  remoredi  bot  littlo  did 


they  know  of  the  state  of  feeling  in  Irdand 
who  imagined  that  the  annual  elections 
and  discussions    that  would    take  place 
in  the  new  Corporations  could  possibly  be 
kept  apart  from  political  and  religious  coo-^ 
siderations.    It  was  precisely  because  ibey 
were  calculated  to  increase  and  not  to 
diminish — to  perpetuate  and  not  to  extin- 
guish— dissensions  in  Ireland,  that  he  for 
one    was  opposed  to  the  measure.  •  He 
agreed  with  an  hon.  Friend  of  his  that  the 
Roman    Catholics    were     increasing    in 
wealth;  but  he  further  thought  that,  in 
proportion  as   they    were    increasing  in 
wealth,  they  were  learning  to  wear   ^e 
chains  of  the  agitator  more  loosely,  and  to 
feel  them  more  irksome.    The  fact  was, 
Ireland  was  tired  of  agitation.  The  people 
were  wearied  of  the  constant  excitation  of 
political    struggles    between    contending 
parties.    They  were  anxious  to  be  allowed 
to   apply    what  had    been  called   their 
industral  energies  to  individual  objectSi  to 
I  advance  their  own  interests  by  improving 
the  country.  They  were  going  to  increase, 
to  perpetuate,  to  legalise  these  political 
struggles,  by  establishing  these  scnools  of 
agitation.    Great  stress  had  been  laid,  and 
justly  laid,  upon  the  expediency  of  assimi- 
lating the  institutions  of  the  two  countries. 
In  that  proposition,  as  a  general  proposi- 
tion, he  was  inclined  entirely  to  agree ;  but 
dissimilarities  had  been  pointed  out  which 
prevented  the  application  of  the  rnle  to 
the  case  of  Municipal  Corporations.  There 
was  one  dissimilarity  not  yet  adverted  to, 
and  which  appeared  to  him  to  bear  very 
I  materially  upon  the  subject.  He  was  happy 
'  to  have  the  opportunity  of  pointing  it  out, 
because  it    was    unconnected  with  any 
religious   or    political   dissension.      The 
dissimilarity  he  alluded  to  consisted  in 
what  he  might  call  the  comparative  statist 
tical  difference  of  the  population  of  ihe 
two  countries.    England  was  ess^ttally  a 
manufacturingcountry,aboun^ingio  towns 
of  consideration,  wealth,  ana  importance, 
and  requiring,  therefore,  extensive  civic 
jurisdictions.    Ireland,  on  the  other  hand, 
was  an  agricultural  country^a  country  of 
agricultural    labourers.    She    had   more 
agricultural  labourers  for  the  cultivation  of 
her  fourteen  millions  of  acres  than  England 
for    the  cultivation   of  her    thirty*»four 
millions.      ^What     bene6t    would     ber 
1,955,000    labourers    derive    from    the 
cleansing  and  lighting  in  one  way  rather 
than  another,  or  even  by  the  self^^vem- 
ment  of  a  few  paltry  towns  ?«*Could  it 
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t&b\\j  be  supposed  they  would  rebel    if 
Parliament  should  refuse  to  invest  with 
the  gown  and  insignia  of  office  the  provost 
of    Monaghan,  the  portreeve  of  Ennis-' 
corthy,  or  the  sovereign  of  Clonakilty  ? 
He  regretted  that  language  had  been  used 
in    reference    to    the  question,  both   in 
and  out  of  Parliament,  of  a  violent  and 
threatening  character— language  that  was 
calculated,  whether  ^o  intended  or  not, 
to  lead  to  the  belief  that  the  people  of 
Ireland  would  be  justified,  if  the  measure 
should  be  rejected,  in  seeking  to  obtain 
it  by  force.     As  such  language,  however, 
had  been  used,  he  would  take  leave  to 
say,    that    he   had    no    fears    whatever 
of  a  rebellion   in   Ireland.      It  was  not 
merely  because  he  knew  that  the  battle 
was  not  always   to    the    strong,    or   to 
the  manv;    but  because  also  he  had  a 
great  reliance  upon  the  good  sense>  the 
good  feeling,  and  loyalty  of  the  majority 
of  his  Roman  Catholic  countrymen.  They 
might  be   forced,   perhaps,  to   join  the 
National  Association — they  might  be  in- 
duced, perhaps,  to  do  outrage  to  their 
feelings  in  voting  against  their  landlords 
at  elections—  but  depend  on  it  it  was  not 
come  to  this,  that  they  would  enter  into 
the  field  against  their  Sovereign.    There 
was  no    one    who    could  deprecate  the 
introduction  of  such  a  topic  more  than 
he  did ;    but  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  add, 
that,  if  in    an  evil  hour,  and  because  Par- 
liament, in  the  exercise  of  its  deliberative 
and  legislative  functions,  should  think  fit 
to  legislate  in  a  manner  which  to    its 
wisdom  might  seem  best  for  the  interests 
of  the  whole  community,  a  portion  of  the 
people  of  Ireland,  misunderstanding  the 
language  he  had  alluded  to,  and  under 
a  sense  of  imaginary  insult  or  injustice, 
^ould  have  recourse  to  the  expedfient  of 
force,  there  would  not  be  wanting  those 
in  Ireland   who  would  stand  forward  in 
defence  of  their  King,  and  the  independ- 
ence and  supremacy  of  the  Legislature ; 
and  he  would  have  neither  a  fear  nor  a 
doubt  as  to  the  result.    But  he  would 
again  repeat    that  such   a    conjuncture 
was  as  improbable  as  it  would  be  deplor- 
'  able.   Let  a  Government  be  formed  which, 
administering  the  laws  mildly,  but  firmly, 
would  not  prostitute  them  for  the  purposes 
of  party.    Let  Parliament,, laying  aside 
its    dissensions    on    abstract    questions, 
for  which  the  Irish  people  really  cared 
little  or  nothing,  apply  itself  to  Uie  con- 
•  iideratioa  of  tmelioratiDg  th^ir  condition, 


Interest  the  Irish  labourer  in  your  legis- 
lation by  legislating  for  his  comfort  and 
improvement — elevate  him  in  his  owp 
estimation — teach  him  to  look  upwards 
with  hope — you  will  take  him  from  out 
of  the  hands  of  the  agitator — you  will 
make  him  that  for  which  Providence 
designed  him  in  giving  him  a  warm,  a 
kind,  and  a  generous  heart — you  will  place 
him  in  the  situation  of  being  a  contented 
and  loyal  subject,  and  attached  to  the 
institutions  of  his  country. 

Mr.  R>  DilUm  Browne  could  not  offer 
any  new  arguments,  the  subject  having 
been  already  so  frequently  and  ably  de- 
bated.   Every  argument  had  been  used  in 
support  of  the  expediency  and  justice  of 
the  measure,  and  used,  too,  with  the  most 
triumphant  success.     Indeed,  if  the  object 
of  any  hon.  Gentleman  was  to  combat  the 
arguments  of  the   Tory   benches,    there 
would  not  be  much  necessity  for  drawing 
on  his  ingenuity,  or  for  seeking  out  new 
matter,  for  hon.  Members  opposite  had  not 
offered  a  single  argument  in  justification 
of  their  opposition.  They  had  upon  every 
occasion  deserted  the  narrow  space  which 
comprehended  the  real  matter  in  debate, 
and  they  had  taken  up  theirs  upon  the 
wide  common  of  personality  and  vituper- 
ation.   Like  the    learned   Sergeant,   the 
Member  for  Bandon,  when  they  found  they 
could  not  combat  their  adversaries  by  any 
efficient  opposition,  they  tried,  like  the 
lord  of  misrule  in  the  old  mummeries,  to 
shake  their  swords  of  lath  at  the  King's 
executive  in  Ireland.    They  had  also  op- 
posed this  measure  in  denance  of  every 
principle  of  reasoning;  they  refused  to 
Ireland  identity  of  law  as  well  as  identity 
of  allegiance,  because  they  objected  to  the 
viceroy,  who  was  a  mere  existing  accident ; 
they  refused  great  principles  of  justice  on 
account  of  the  bare  existence  of  accidental 
circumstances;    and    thus  they,  arguing 
from  the  particular  to  the  universal,  proved 
that  what  they  considered  false  in  logic 
they  considered,  in  Ireland  at  least,  rigtit 
in  justice.    The  question  before  the  House 
involved  a  great  national  consideration, 
whether  the  Government  of  this  country 
should  consider  the  people  of  Ireland  as 
British  subjects  or  not,  and  by  what  means 
they  should  exact  allegiance  from  tbem. 
He  thought  it  was  a  great  political  maxim, 
that  in  proportion  as  the  allegiance  of  a 
people  was  the  condition  upon  which  they 
claimed  the  protection  of  the  government 
of  a  comtryi  so  in  the  same  proportion  n 
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rigiiteottB  and  equal  admiDistration  of  the 
laws  was  the  condition  on  which  the  go- 
vernment of  a  country  claimed  that  allegi- 
ance. Now  the  qnestion  reeoWed  itaelf 
into  this,  whether  they  should  consider  the 
Jrish  people  as  British  subjects,  and  claim 
allegiance  from  them  in  return  for  having 
observed  those  relationships  of  civU 
society,  or  whether  they  should  not. con- 
sider them  as  British  subjects,  and  exact 
their  allegiance  by  the  strong  arm  of  the 
law.  If  they  considered  them  as  British 
subjects,  they  had  a  right  to  extend  to 
them  the  protection  of  British  law ;  and 
he  could  not  conceive  how  they  could  say 
ihey  extended  to  them  that  protection  if 
the]f  pulled  down  in  Ireland  those  popular 
institutions  which  they  upheld  in  England, 
and  which  for  the  perpetuity  of  particulatr 
fights  the  wisdom  of  their  ancestors  had 
given  a  legal  immortality.  Then  they  did 
not  consider  them  as  British  subjects,  and 
were  resolved  to  govern  them  by  the  means 
of  physical  force.  The  hon.  Member 
would  not  consider  how  much  moral  justice 
and  national  honour,  was  violated  by  such 
an  attempt*^the  first,  in  their  disregarding 
the  great  principle  of  doing  right  to  all, 
whioh  they  were  bound  to  observe  as  legis- 
lators, as  Christians,  and  as  men ;  the 
second,  in  their  violating  their  national 
faith  by  neglecting  the  conditions  of 
the  Legislative  Union*  But  he  would 
consider  the  policy  and  practicability  of 
suoh  conduct.  If  to*morrow  this  country 
were  to  be  involved  in  war,  no  remote  con- 
tingenoy*«4f  the  flag  of  Russia  were  to 
wave  over  the  waters  of  tlie  Mediterranean, 
could  the  Qovernment  of  England,  after 
such  a  demonstration  of  hostility  and  con- 
tempt for  Uie  Irish  people,  go  to  Ireland, 
and  ask  the  youth  of  that  country  to  fill 
their  naval  armament?  Would  not  the 
aacfst  voice  whisper  to  them  disobedience  ? 
would  not  the  manly  and  loud  voice  of 
agitation  teli  them  they  were  insulted  ?»- 
would  not  Such  conduct  in  a  moment  of 
doubt  alietiate  the  country  f— would  it  not 
brief  the  demagogue  ?— would  it  not  place 
In  hia  hands  the  fuel  of  sedition  7— -would 
it  not  furnish  him  with  this  matter  for  agi- 
latio«9  that  his  country  was  insulted  ^<* 
cause  aha  was  conquered*— that  she  did  not 
•eek  superiority,  but  equality  ?*«^and  would 
it  not  give  him  veason  for  exclaiming,  in 
the  language  of  the  Roman  conspirator, 
^\  Noa  Mqua  inperium  oeque  divitias  pe- 
timust  wsd  libertate«i  quam  nemo  bonus 
nisl^ma  auiiMiimiU  amtltii"f  ii«  b9p«d 


the  House  would  pay  some  attention  to 
the  words  be  was  about  to  quote— they 
were  words  uttered  in  another  place  by  a 
great  man,  and  by  a  man  who  had  obtained 
for  himself  an  eternal  fame,  though  hia 
services  to  his  native  land  were  not  com- 
mensurate with  his  power  of  doing  good — 
the  words  were  these  :-^"  Let  not  either 
this  or  the  other  House  of  Parliament  re- 
gard the  Roman  Catholic,  or  anything  that 
affects  the  interest  of  Ireland,  with  any 
other  eye  than  that  with  which  they  regard 
the  interest  of  Scotland  and  this  country/' 
Such  were  the  deliberately-declared  opi- 
nions of  the  Duke  of  Wellington.  He 
could  not  conceive  why  this  principle 
would  not  be  followed  out,  and  why  hon. 
Members  opposite  would  give  nothing  to 
Ireland  in  common  with  England,  except 
the  liability  of  being  taxed.  From  what 
reasoning  did  they  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  there  was  inferiority  on  one  side  and 
superiority  on  the  other,  for  on  that  con- 
sideration alone  could  they  ground  their 
partial  government?  What  facts  had 
Uiey  to  support  the  assertion  ?  Was  it 
from  a  survey  of  the  army  list?  Did  not 
Irish  blood  flow  freely  in  the  battles  of 
England  ?  Was  it  from  a  survey  of  the 
annals  of  this  House?  Was  not|  since  the 
Union^  Irish  ability  devoted  witli  as  much 
zeal  and  virtue  and  effect  for  the  common 
interest  of  Britain  ?  Was  it  from  a  survey 
of  the  literature  of  the  day  ?  Was  not  Irish 
mind  as  pure  and  cultivated,  and  in  (he 
more  useful  productions  did  not  a  ripe  fruit 
fall  from  the  harvest  of  Irish  industry. 
Was  it  from  a  more  minute  observation  of 
the  people  of  the  country  ?  Take  any  two 
parishes  in  England  and  Ireland,  and  let 
their  inhabitants  be  examined  as  to  a 
knowledge  of  the  laws  of  the  country, 
and  as  to  their  general  conduct  — >  their 
conduct  as  citizens,  in  observing  the 
civil  regulations  of  aoctety»  and  as  Chris- 
tians»  in  observing  the  ordinances  of 
God  ^*»  and  would  Irishmen  yield  in 
the  comparison  to  their  better  fed  and 
better  olothed  fellow-subjects,  who  lived 
only  a  few  hours^  sail  from  the  land  of  the 
proscribed?  He  did  not  approach  this 
subject  yielding  solely  to  the  impulse  of 
national  and  sectarian  feelings*  He  did 
not  ask  for  these  concessions  for  the 
sake  of  Ireland  alone,  but  he  asked  them 
for  the  sake  of  maintaining  great  princi* 
pies,  upon  which,  he  undentood  from  hts 
eariiest  youth»  were  based  the  liberties  of 
thil  country ;  upoo  the  pridcipla  of  loetl 
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government^  and  on  ibis  principle,  that 
the  government  of  a  country  shonld  main- 
tain a  good  credit  and  ^an  honourable 
vndentanding  with  the  people.  For  the 
lame  reatons  that  he  would  this  night 
register  his  vote  in  favour  of  Ireland,  he 
had  done  so  before  in  favour  of  Canada ; 
and  as  he  did  not  wish  now  to  see  his 
countrymen  deprived  of  the  power  of 
governing  themselves,  and  to  set  public 
confidence  abused  in  the  violation  of  the 
conditions  of  the  Legislative  Uniob.  He 
did  not  wish,  then,  to  see  the  same  rights 
refused  to  Canada,  and  the  same  abuse  of 
ptiblic  confidence  in  permitting  England 
to  coquette  with  the  constitution  of  that 
country.  Above  all,  he  advocated  it  on 
th^  principle  of  local  govemment«-on  the 
tight  of  the  people  to  participate  in  the 
creation  and  administration  of  tho«e  laws 
for  the  maintenatiee  of  which  they  were 
taxed,  to  the  authority  of  which  they  were 
amenable,  and  fbr  the  purity  of  which  they 
were  responsible  in  the  eternal  opinion  of 
history  and  the  contemporaneous  estima- 
tion of  mankind.  The  principle  of  loca 
government  was  one  of  the  great  demo- 
cratic principles  that  belonged  to  the 
Constitution  of  England.  The  Constitu- 
tion of  England  was  essentiiilly  demoof  atic. 
Ih  every  contest  between  the  people  and 
the  aristocracy,  the  people  had  asserted  the 
right  of  dictating  laws  and  of  governing 
themselves;  and  in  every  contest  the 
aristocracy  had  found  but  one  result^-^that 
they  were  taught  another  lesson  of  humilia- 
tion. He  would  not  wish  now  that  the 
aristocracy  should  become  the  ascendant^ 
for,  fVom  that  moment,  judging  from  the 
example  of  history,  he  would  date  the 
decline  of  England's  greatness.  In  Rome, 
from  the  moment  power  was  vested  in 
irresponeible  hands,  and  the  emperors 
triumphed  over  the  people,  the  downfall 
of  that  nation  commenced  s  in  more 
modern  days  iil  Venice  ther6  were  simiimr 
conlequences  from  the  exercise  of  aristo- 
cratic power ;  and  still  later  in  Polaodi  it 
was  a  base  aristocracy  that  sold  their 
country  and  their  patriotic  king  to  Ihe 
infamous  triple  allianoe.  But  he  cooM 
not  concivde  that  aiich  a  misfortune  coaM 
befal  Great  Britain.  From  a  coosidera.. 
tioA  of  the  character  of  both  parties^  he 
entertained  no  fcar  for  the  people ;  for  he 
saw  on  one  side  a  fow  nobles  who  owed 
their  pritiIeg«B  to  the  accident  of  their 
bMh,  and  their  creation  to  the  whim,  the 
n^Miityi  and  fttqo«mly  tba  oorttt{>tioii 


of  the  Ministry  ;  and,  on  the  other  side, 
a  people  who  were  eternaU  The  Lords 
might,  for  a  while,  resist  the  importunities 
of  the  people:  a  few  waves  might  be 
broken  against  the  shore,  but  the  tide  of 
popular  opinion  would  advance  in  its 
steady  and  eternal  career;  and  those 
proud  patricians,  who  regard  with  a  listless 
eye  the  rising  of  the  waters,  if  they  did 
not  recede  in  time  may  be  borne  down  by 
the  fury  of  the  current  that  was  collected 
from  the  fountains  of  liberty,  and  swelled 
by  the  indignation  of  the  people.  Ireland 
had  been  subjected  in  vain  to  every  species 
of  injury,  to  the  consummation  of  no  morel 
end.  Bayonets  and  penal  codes  have 
been  tried  in  vain  ;  why  not  adopt  another 
experiment  in  governing  that  country,  an 
experiment  which  this  Bill  endeavoured  to 
try,  the  eit^riment  of  equal  jostfee,  and 
Of  kindness  and  conciliation  t  In  the 
language  of  Earl  Grey,  he  would  tell  Ihe 
House  that  the  time  had  anrlYeci  when 
''  they  had  no  alternative  except  coercion 
or  conciliation ;  coercion  they  had  tried 
and  had  failed,  therefore  they  should 
adopt  conciliation."  Lord  Bacon  said, 
<<  He  that  turneth  the  humours  back  and 
maketh  the  wound  bleed  inwards,  endan- 
gsreth  mslign  ulcers  and  impostumations,'' 
— that  had  been  the  course  of  England. 
Yott  have  turned  the  humours  back^you 
have  made  the  wound  bleed  inwards-*you 
have  made  it  impossible  to  effect  a  care — 
yoQ  have  done  all  this  in  the  vain  eodeavovr 
to  crush  a  great  and  generous  people;  and 
what  is  left  you,  In  the  words  of  Bacon, 
but  to  look  to  the  cause,  and  cure  the  evti 
by  its  removal :  that  cause  is  exelusion->^ 
the  remedy  is  admission.  Bxclesion  from 
the  blessings  of  the  Constitution  is  the 
cause«-4idmmsion  to  thoae  blesshigs  is  th^e 
remedv.  Do  that,  and  what  he  heanl 
quoted  on  another  occasion  would  be  true 
itithist^ 

^  Defiuit  sa^is  agitsbis  humor ; 
Cooct4uDt  venti,  fu^iuntque  nubes, 
£t  miaax  (quod  sio  vokiefe)  poato 
Unda  recambtt." 

Cdonel  Vemer  did  not  rise  for  the 
parpose  of  fotlowiag  the  hon.  Menfaar 
who  had  juet  sat  down,  thningh  tlie 
speech  which  ha  had  js»t  daiiwiad*  ft 
was  neither  his  wish  nor  intention  to 
Occupy  so  much  of  Ihe  thne  of  the  Honse ; 
he  merely  rose  to  make  one  obeervatioii 
before  he  gova  bis  vote  npon  the  motion 
now  before  the  Hoase.    It  wai  said  by 

foma  tkom  MmHws  oa  ^  opposite  «Mw 
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oF  the  House,  that  the  Municipal  Reform 
Bill  for  Ireland  was  in  point  of  principle 
included  in  the  great  measure  of  1829. 
By  the  Act  of  that  year  all  distinctions  on 
account  of  religious  belief  were  removed. 
Roman  Catholics  became  eligible  to  fill 
offices  which  Protestants  had  before  ex- 
clusively filled ;  and  by  the  same  Act  it 
was  contended  a  kind  of  promise  was 
given  or  implied,  that  all  reforms  which 
were  adopted  in  England  should  be  ex- 
tended to  Ireland,  if  the  Roman  Catholics 
in  that  country  hoped  to  derive  advantage 
from  them.  This  might  seem  all  fair — but 
this  was  not  the  whole  case.  In  the  me- 
morable year  1829,  some  of  those  who 
bad  long  been  opposed  to  the  claims 
of  the  Roman  Catholics,  declared,  that 
they  could  not  any  longer  resist  efforts 
made  in  their  behalf,  and  th€y  consented 
to  make  the  great  concessions  demanded. 
They  did  so,  declaring  that  they  yielded 
as  a  matter  of  expediency.  But  they 
did  not  surrender  at  discretion  ;  they  ca- 
pitulated on  terms.  He  did  not  think 
those  terms  had  been  kept,  and  he  did 
not  think  that  those  who  violated  the 
engagements  which  they  entered  into  at 
the  time  of  the  capitulation,  should  as- 
sume to  themselves  the  privilege  of  break, 
ing  the  convention,  for  their  own  advan- 
tage, while  they  exacted  a  rigid  fulfilment 
of  it,  to  the  injury  of  the  other  party.  He 
should  not  stop  to  inquire  how  far  an  oath 
might  be  evaded  by  legal  dexterity,  or  by 
priestly  casuistry ;  or  how  far  a  coach 
and  six  might  drive  through  it,  as  through 
an  Act  of  Parliament.  But  thus  much  he 
did  know  Roman  Catholics  in  return  for  the 
privileges  bestowed  upon  them,  swore  that 
they  would  defend  the  property,  and  that 
they  would  not  subvert  the  Establishment 
of  the  Protestant  Church.  He  believed 
also,  that  their  conduct,  in  Parliament 
and  out  of  it,  had  been  calculated  to  over- 
throw what  he  conceived  by  their  oath 
they  were  bound  to  defend.  It  appeared 
to  him  that  the  qualification  oath  should 
be  80  interpreted;  and  for  himself  he 
•  must  say,  that  had  he  taken  that  oath,  no 
power  on  earth  could  influence  him  to  act 
in  a  manner  which  he  must  still  consider 
contrary  to  the  spirit  and  letter  of  the 
engagement  into  which  Roman  Catho- 
lics, of  their  own  accord,  entered.  If 
it  were  said,  that  the  views  which  he  and 
nany  others  entertained  on  this  subject 
were  erroneous,  the  error  ought  to  be 
fhowD.    If    Roman  Catholics  out«ma- 


ncBUvered  the  Ministry  in  1829,  and  swore 
to  an  oath  which  was  not  to  be  binding  on 
them,  let  their  explanation  be  fairly  set 
before  the  public,  and  let  us  see  whether 
they  acted  fair  and  honourable  in  ob- 
taining such  an  advantage  by  their  dex- 
terity. One  of  these  things  certainly  took 
place,  with  respect  to  this  oath,  either — 
first,  the  Ministry  in  1829,  meant  to  de- 
ceive the  Protestants  of  this  country 
and  Ireland,  by  proposing  as  a  security 
an  oath,  which  they  intended  should  be 
evaded ;  or,  secondly,  the  Ministry,  hav- 
ing been  sincere,  Roman  Catholics  out- 
witted them,  by  so  contriving  that  the 
oath  should  be  without  obligation ;  or 
neither  of  these  things  being  the  case,  in 
the  third  alternative  an  oath  calculated  to 
furnish  an  abundant  security  was  provided, 
and  Roman  Catholics  took  it,  and  despised 
it.  Let  us  know  which  of  these  cases  is 
correct,  and  we  shall  then  know  how  to 
act.  As  to  the  first,  it  would  appear,  that  no 
one  had  yet  dared  to  whisper  a  charge  of 
treachery  against  the  distinguished  indivi- 
duals by  whom  Catholic  Emancipation 
was  carried  ;  as  to  the  second,  he  never 
heard  any  such  interpretations  of  the 
oath,  in  all  its  parts,  as  would  give  Roman 
Catholics  the  benefit  of  a  supposition  that 
they  had  outwitted  its  framers — while  he 
heard  only  angry  retorts  on  the  subject 
He  was  led  to  draw  the  conclusion,  that 
the  terms  on  which  the  Protestimta  capi- 
tulated, have  not  been  kept  to  them,  and 
that  their  capitulation,  therefore,  ought 
not  to  be  used  as  an  argument  for  pro- 
ceeding, to  what,  he  was  convinced,  would 
lead  to  the  separation  of  Ireland  from  this 
country,  and  be  an  additional  step  towards 
the  destruction  and  overthrow  of  the 
Protestant  religion  in  Ireland.  He  should, 
therefore,  give  his  vote  against  the  mea*" 
sure  now  before  the  House. 

Mr.  Bellew  said,  that  after  the  discus- 
sion which  this  subject  had  already  under- 
gone, he  should  not  go  into  any  details, 
but  would  view  the  present. measure  as  a 
section  of  the  plan  upon  which  the  people 
of  Ireland  were  to  be  governed,  and  ne 
would  say,  that  if  the  Bill  even  did  not 
pass  it  would  have  no  effect  upon  the  pre- 
sent popular  Government  of  Ireland.  The 
peace  of  that  country  had  already  been 
restored  by  the  mild  sway  of  the  Lord- 
Lieutenanty  and  the  laudable  exertions  of 
the  associations  of  the  people  themselves. 
He  did  not  wonder  at  the  opposition  given 
to  this  measure  by  the  hon«  Oentlemea 


953       Municipdl  Corparatiom       {April  10} 


firelandji 


954 


opposite,  because  he  recollected  that  they 
also  protested  against  the  Reform  Bill, 
against  the  Catholic  Relief  Bill,  and 
against  the  repeal  of  the  Test  and  Cor- 
poration Acts.  In  fact,  whenever  any 
measure  was  proposed  for  the  amelioration 
of  the  situation  of  the  Irish  people,  hon. 
Grentlemen  opposite  identified  it  with  the 
ruin  of  the  Protestant  Church. 

Mr.  Henry  Lytton  Bulwer  said^  one 
asks  for  some  great  statesmanlike  prin- 
ciple when  a  whole  policy  is  at  (;|uestion. 
What  is  the  principle  here?  A  difference 
between  the  state  of  Ireland  and  England. 
Is  that  the  principle  ?  Well,  then.  Gen- 
tlemen are  told  of  the  difference  between 
England  and  Irelatkd  in  regard  to  the 
Church  question ;  what  do  they  reply  ? 
That  this  difference  is  not  to  be  taken  into 
account — that  Ireland  is  to  be  governed 
not  as  Ireland,  but  as  part  of  the  empire 
of  Great  Britain.  Tbey  deny  this  differ- 
ence on  religious  matters  where  the  two 
people  do  notoriously  differ;  they  con- 
tend for  it  on  State  matters,  where,  if  the 
Catholic  Emancipation  Bill  is  not  a  lie, 
there  is  no  such  difference :  was  there  ever 
anything  so  perfectly  absurd  as  this  ?  But 
let  us  carry  on  the  argument :  if  the 
people  are  in  a  peculiar  condition  from  all 
other  countries,  what  follows  as  a  conse- 
quence ?  That  in  legislating  for  such  a 
people  you  must  consult  their  peculiar 
wishes  their  peculiar  interests.  And  how 
can  you  best  ascertain  these  ?  Why  from 
themselves  to  be  sure.  If>  then,  the  Irish 
essentially  differ  from  the  English,  you 
are  bound  in  legislating  for  Ireland  to 
consult  the  feelings  and  the  opinions  of  the 
majority  of  the  Irish  people  as  expressed 
by  their  representatives.  If  the  Irish  do 
not  essentially  differ  from  the  English, 
you  are  bound  to  govern  them  by  the 
English  law.  He  did  not  see  how  Gen- 
tlemen could  escape  from  one  of  these 
two  conditions.  But  they  gave  the  Irish 
nation  representation  for  the  purpose  of 
knowing  the  sentiments  of  that  nation,  in 
order  that  they  might  legislate  according 
to  those  sentiments?  No,  in  opposition 
to  those  sentiments.  This  is  all  their 
care.  When  the  majority  of  the  Irish 
nation  say,  we  wish  in  this  matter  to  be 
held  as  apart  from  England,  then  you  at 
once  declare,  that  the  two  countries  are  to 
be  considered  as  the  same.  When  the 
majority  of  the  Irish  people  say,  we  wish 
to  be  considered  not  as  a  sect  apart,  but 
as  a  portion  of  the  citizens  of  the  British . 


empire,  then  you  turn  round  on  the  other 
side  and  say — no,  we  will  not  treat  you  as 
British  subjects, but  as  Irish  helots.  This  is 
all  that  they  seem  to  care  for  ;  they  seem 
to  have  no  other  principle,  no  other  policy, 
no  other  wish,  than  to  avoid  every  risk  of 
obtaining  the  affections  of  the  people  whom 
they  undertake  to  govern.  But  have  they 
even  pursued  this  course  with  common 
wisdom  ?  A  noble  Lord  who  spoke  on  a 
previous  evening  —  (I  mean  to  speak 
plainly  ;  I  do  consider,  that  the  Catholic 
subject  is  to  be  looked  upon  differently 
from  the  Protestant) — gave  an  apt  and 
felicitous  illustration  of  his  opinion  :  for 
having  declared  that  the  one  was  the 
immense  majority,  and  the  other  the 
immense  minority,  he  said  that  his  notions 
of  policy  wquld  be,  to  maintain  an  exact 
equality  between  this  immense  majority 
on  the  one  side  and  this  immense  minority' 
on  the  other.  But  if  this  is  his  view, 
what  has  he  done — what  has  he  been 
about  for  these  last  few  years  ?  Why  did 
he  pass  the  Catholic  Emancipation  Bill- 
why  the  Irish  Reform  Bill  ?  He  passes 
one  Bill,  which  declares  that  Protestants 
and  Catholics  are  equally  legal  subjects 
and  have  equal  civil  rights — he  passes 
another  Bill,  which  declares  that  all  men, 
whether  Catholics  or  Protestants,  who 
have  a  certain  qualification,  should  vote 
for  Members  of  Parliament.  By  these 
two  Acts  he  makes  the  majority  in  the 
electoral  lists,  in  whatever  creed  it  is 
formed,  superior  tp  the  minority;  and  it- 
is  after  these  two  measures,  which  he  not 
only  consented  to  carry  but  was  forward 
in  carrying,  that  he  comes  out  and  says, 
that  the  majority  and  the  minority  are  to 
be  considered  equal.  And  this  is  the 
Nestor  in  politics  — this  is  the  person  who 
comes  forward  to  warn  others  lest  they 
should  by  taking  one  step  lead  to  another 
'  — who  declares,  that  for  his  part  he  will 
not  admit  any  principle  of  which  he  is  not 
ready  to  adopt  the  consequences.  The 
fact  is,  that  there  are  only  two  ways  of 
governing  Ireland.  It  might  be  attempted 
to  govern  Ireland  as  the  Austrians  go- 
verned Italy.  Gentlemen  might  say,  that 
the  minority  were  disaffected  and  rebel- 
lious, and  that  the  majority  would  be 
armed  with  suflBcient  power  to  keep  the 
minority  down.  This  was  the  course  of 
their  forefathers— a  tyrannical  but  a  con- 
sistent one.  But  ^ou  (speaking  to  the 
opposite  benches),  right  or  wrong,  thought 
proper  to  abandon  that  course ;  you,  right 
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or  wroDg^y  thought  proper  to  daolare,  that 
the  majority  were  as  good  citisaas  ai  iha 
minority ;  and  directly  you  did  this,  you 
lamovad  the  very  foundation  stona  upon 
which  all  your  former  policy  was  hased, 
and  it  is  the  height  of  folly  to  endeatrour 
to  maintain  that  superstructure  which  it 
supported.  It  is  necessary  now  either  to 
go  back,  to  repeal  the  Catholic  Emancipa* 
tion  Act,  to  repeal  the  Irish  Reform  Act, 
or  to  go  forward  and  pass  the  Irish 
Monicipal.  Bill.  But  the  very  essence  of 
absurdity  is  to  grant,  without  a  murmur, 
the  right  of  legislating  for  an  empire,  and 
to  refuse,  as  dangerous,  the  claim  of 
legislating  for  a  parish.  Gentlemen  speak 
of  agitation;  how  can  they  expect  there 
will  not  be  agitation  ?  They  bring  a  prin- 
ciple and  a  policy  into  presence,  the  one 
directly  opposed  to  the  other :  the  prin- 
ciple gives  the  majority  the  greater  power, 
the  policy  opposes  it«  They  must  re* 
nounce  their  principle  or  they  must  re. 
noonce  their  policy.  There  must  be  a 
oompleta  system  of  exclosiob  maintained 
by  the  sword,  or  a  complata  system  of 
eoaeiUataon  esfcabliriied  by  tha  laws.  But 
bow,  then«  will  Qantleman  aay,  is  the 
Protestant  party  to  be  maintained  in 
Ireland  f  Why^  by  its  Ceasing  to  be  the 
Protestant  party,  by  forgetting  its  former 
superiority  and  the  laws  passed  to  main- 
tain it,  and  by  remembering  its  present 
condition  founded  on  recent  enactments. 
To  the  Protestant  who  seeks  for  weight 
and  consideration  in  his  country  —  not 
from  any  clique  or  class,  bat  from  the 
great  bulk  of  his  fellow-citixens— will  his 
religion  be  an  obstacle?  I  say  not,  if  he 
himself  does  not  raise  it  up  as  a  barrier 
between  himself  and  his  country.  Some 
of  the  most  popular  men  in  Ireland,  and 
with  Irish  Catholics,  are  Protestants. 
And  why?  They  are  not  Orange 
Protestanu  —  they  are  not  exclusionist 
Protestants  —  they  do  not  think  their 
fellow-citizens  the  worse  men  for  being 
Catholics  \  he,  therefore,  does  not  think 
them  the  worse  for  being  Protestants. 
He  would  now,  before  sitting  down^  say 
one  or  two  words  on  another  view  of  the 
question.  Corporations  were  to  destroy 
Protestantism  in  Ireland ;  why,  what  had 
been  the  very  foundation  of  Protestantism 
but  Corporations  ?  Was  it  not  by  the 
small  slates  and  chartered  cities  of  Qer- 
many,  the  free  towns  of  Flanders  and  of 
the  Low  Countries,  that  her  fiercest  battles 
had  been  fought  and  won  ?    And  even  in 


England  it  waa  in  Cor|k>rationi  thai  Proi* 
testantism  bad  found  her  earliest  and 
most  stanch  defenders,  Hon.  Oea* 
tlemen  opposite,  passionate  and  preju* 
diced  as  they  were,  would  desecrate  the 
very  cradle  in  which  their  infant  creed  waa 
first  blessed  and  nursed.  The  Protest* 
ants  I  how  little  would  they  be  recognised 
by  their  forefathers  whan  they  said  the 
creed  of  Rome  can  flourish  amidst  free 
institutions,  but  the  more  sickly  faith  of 
Calvin  br  Luther  could  never  endure  the 
stormy  atmosphere  from  which  a  free 
government  derives  its  vitality  and  its 
vigour.  But  the  standard  of  Ptotestaot- 
ism  was  to  be  unfurled ;  and  hon.  Gentle^ 
men  might  be  certain  that  the  peo[4e  of 
England  would  not  recognise  their  colours. 
Their  Protestantism  would  appear  little 
better,  after  all,  than  a  kind  of  iMstard 
popery  which  they  had  atolen  from  the 
middle  ages.  He  repeated  the  term ;  for 
all  that  the  most  stupid  adherents  of  the 
Church  of  Rome  would  have  made  that 
churoh  in  the  moat  barbeious  timas«  they, 
in  the  nineteenth  oenturv,  were  for  mmlcm 
ing  the  Church  of  England.  Yea,  they 
were  arraying  against  ProteataatiBm,  the 
very  causes  which  brought  Cathcriicism  la 
the  ground.  Papal  despotism  had  been 
trampled  under  foot  in  many  of  the  fiiat 
and  freest  states  of  Christendom,  because 
the  proud  prelates  of  that  haughty  faith 
would  have  trampled  under  their  ffsei 
every  species  of  secular  right  which  inter* 
fered  with  their  own  authority.  And 
what  was  now  said  ? — what  was  now  cee-* 
tended  for  ?  Why,  Uiat  some  of  the  best 
fruits  of  civil  libertv  should  not  be  allowed 
to  appear  in  Ireland,  because  it  was  feared 
lest  they  should  tnterfera  with  oar  Church 
dominion  in  that  countrjf.  Thia  wee 
arraying  agaipst  Protestantism  the  oauaea 
which  once  laid  Catholicism  so  low.  He 
should  now  sit  down ;  but  before  he  did 
so,  he  was  anxious  to  put  a  question  to 
the  right  boo.  Baronet  who  was  then 
just  entering  the  House.  Was  it  true 
that  that  right  hon.  Baronet  said,  at  no 
distant  time,  and  on  a  great  public  occa* 
sion,  that  however  he  might  venerate  and 
respect  the  authority  of  the  House  of 
Lords,  yet  still  these  were  not  the  times 
when  the  House  of  Lords  could  wage  a 
successful  contest  with  the  majority  of 
the  representatives  of  the  people?  If  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  said  this,  how 
could  he  reconcile  it  with  the  conduct 
which  he  was  then  countenancing  and 
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Eorsmiig^-*it  conduct  which  brought  the 
[gum  of  Lord*  into  a  conflict  which  the 
right  bou*  Beiropet  had  the  foresight  to 
we  could  not  be  successful  with  a  major- 
ity of  die  House  of  Commons  ?  There 
was  one  way  in  whichi  according  to  his 
Friends,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  might 
escape  from  this  dilemma.  They  said, 
^*You  don't  know  Sir  Robert  Peel— he 
sees  that  the  Irish  Corporation  Bill  must 

Sass,  and  when  be  comes  into  office  then 
e  will  pass  something  in  the  shape  of  a 
Tithe  Bill  if  he  can,  and  after  that  he  will 
say — now  the  Church  is»  you  see,  in  a 
little  better  condition,  now  I'll  consent  to 
passing  the  Corporation  Bill."  If  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  did  mean  to  pursue 
this  course,  it  would  be  fair  now  to  avow 
it.  But  at  all  eventa  he  stood  in,  this 
unpleasant  predicament  at  the  present 
time — according  to  himself  he  was  peril- 
ing the  country,  and  according  to  his 
Friends  be  was  deceiving  it. 

I^oid  Stanley  began  by  remarking  upon 
the  desolate  appearance  the  House  pre* 
seoled*  when  a  debate  of  that  nature  was 
before  it  He  did  D0t»  he  said^  wish  to 
add  much  to  what  he  had  already  aaid 
upon  (bis  subject.  He  did  not  hope  to  be 
able  to  attract  much  of  the  attention  of 
the  House,  still  less  did  he  hope  that 
any  thing  he  could  address  to  hon.  Mem- 
bem  could  in  the  slightest  degree  alter  the 
opinion,  or  at  all  events  the  vote^  of  any 
hon.  Member.  He  was  well  aware  that 
the  House  of  Commons  had  by  a  majority 
varying  from  sixty-five  to  eighty,  at  dif- 
ferent times,  recoided  its  general  acquies- 
cence in  the  measure  proposed  by  his 
Majesty's  Ministers.  That  was  a  position 
which  he  did  not  dispute,  but  be  was 
anxious  before  the  discussion  terminated 
to  slate  why,  notwithstanding  that  opin- 
ion of  the  House,  he  still  persisted  in  bis 
opposition  to  the  third  reading  of  the 
present  Bill.  He  thought  that  the  pre- 
sent state  of  the  House  would  be  a  suffi- 
cient guarantee  that  he  could  not  be 
tempted  to  trespass  upon  their  time  at 
any  great  length.  In  his  opinion  in  the 
present  state  of  society,  and  more  parti- 
cularly looking  to  the  present  state  of  the 
Church  in  that  country,  it  was  not  safe 
to  give  to  Ireland  municipal  institutions, 
or  at  least  not  to  give  them  those  m  ni- 
cipal  institutions  which  were  given  by 
thia  Bill.  He  rested  his  objection  to  the 
third  reading  of  the  Bill  on  the  ground  of 
the  partuil   provisioits  of  the  Act  itself; 


bat  be  also  ol^eeted  on  account  of  the 
present  condition  of  Ireland,  and  on  ac- 
count of  the  state  of  society  U)ere.  Tba 
hon.  Gentleman  who  spoke  last  had 
charged  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Tarn- 
worth  with  the  intention  of  adopting  some 
specific  course  of  proceeding  upon  his 
arriving  at  the  possession  of  office*  The 
hon«  Gentleman  had  not  told  them  at 
what  period  that  would  take  place,  if  it 
would  soon.  The  hon.  Gentleman  waa 
better  informed  on  the  subject  than  be 
had  been.  But  this  he  was  satisfied  of, 
that  his  right  hon.  Friend  would  not 
adopt  any  course  as  a  Member  of  bia 
Majesty's  Government  which  he  was  not 
prepared  to  sanction  if  brought  forward 
by  his  opponents.  Now  he  would  say 
thai  if  he  saw  the  Church  of  Ireland  in  a 
different  position  from  that  in  which  it 
was  at  present,  much  of  his  objection  to 
the  establishment  of  municipal  institu- 
tions  in  Ireland  would  be  removed. 

Mr.  H.  L-  Buliver  begged  to  explain. 
What  be  bad  stated  was»  the  opinkm 
delivered  by  some  persona  as  to  the  course 
which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would 
pursue  when  he  came  into  office— that  he 
then  perhaps  might  make  the  ei(cuse  of 
having  passed  a  tithe  measure,  and  that, 
having  done  so,  then  he  might  say,  that  the 
Church  was  safer  than  it  was  before,  and 
consent  to  a  Corporation  Bill.  He  did 
not  say  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would 
come  into  office — ^he  did  not  say  anything 
of  the  kind. 

Lord  Stanley  was  willing  so  to  take  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  Gentleman.  That 
which  the  lion.  Gentleman  reported  to 
have  been  stated  by  some  persons  he  made 
aa  a  charge  against  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
of  deceiving  his  countrymen  as  to  the 
course  he  would  take.  His  answer  to 
this  was,  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
could  not  take  any  course  in  office  which 
he  was  not  prefiared  to  support  out  of 
office.  Let  the  hpn.  Gentleman  call  upon 
his  Majesty's  Ministers  to  take  that  course 
with  the  Church  which  they  ought  to  do« 
What  had  his  Majesty's  Ministers  done  ? 
they  had  put  three  questions  together-^ 
the  state  of  the  Irish  poor,  of  the  Church, 
and  municipal  institutions.  They  lied 
put  forward  one  question  as  the  popular 
measure*— they  kept  back  the  other  two-^ 
they  did  not  tell  them  what  they  would  do 
witli  the  other  two,  although  all  were 
combined  in  his  Majesty's  speech.  If  the 
state  of  society  in  (he  two  countries  were 


CcrpotaiuM     {COHMOKB} 


the  game,  then  all  they  woald  have  to  do 
would  be  only  to  look  to  the  towns  in 
Ireland  to  see  what  were  their  traffic,  their 
iDiportance,  and  their  capability  to  bear 
without  injury  to  themselves  the  cumber- 
some burden  of  municipal  institutions. 
If  the  state  of  society  were  the  same  in 
Ireland  as  in  England,  then  they  would 
only  have  to  apply  the  same  law  to  that 
country  which  now  existed  in  this,  but  the 
state  of  society,  unhappily,wasnot  the  same 
in  Ireland  as  in  England.  Without  theleast 
intention  of  potting  an  insult  on  any  one, 
he  must  say,  that  there  was  a  broad  dis- 
tinction between  the  two  classes  in  that 
country ;  there  were  religious  differences, 
and  there  was  still  more  unhappily  a  broad 
dmtinction  between  the  higher  and  the 
lower  classes  of  society  in  Ireland.  The 
differences  were  mixed  up  with  every  part 
of  the  social  body ;  they  entered  into  all 
relations  of  property ;  into  all  the  relations 
between  the  higher  and  the  lower  classes 
-«they  were  manifest  on  every  question 
of  social  ^licy ;  they  were  mixed  up  with 
every  pohtical  question*  .  There  was  one 
point  to  which  he  wished  to  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  House.  By  the  provisions 
of  the  English  Corporation  Act  the  ma- 
gistrates in  borougns  were  required  to 
take '  certain  oaths  that  they  would  not 
use  the  powers  they  had  as  officers  of  the 
corporation  for  the  purpose  of  weakening 
and  endangering  the  Protestant  Estab- 
lishment. The  clause  requiring  shch  an 
oath  was  omitted  in  the  Irish  Bill.  He 
wished  to  know  from  his  Majesty's  Mi- 
nisters whether  this  omission  took  place 
accidentally,  or  whetherit  was  intentional  ? 
By  the  Act  of  1829  Catholics  were  placed 
on  the  same  footing  with  the  Protestant 
Dissenters.  In  the  first  clause  of  that 
Bill  it  was  declared,  that  all  oaths  incon- 
sistent with  the  provisions  of  this  Act 
were  repealed.  Such  a  provision  as  that 
was  to  be  found  both  in  the  English  and 
the  Irish  Bill.  Both  a&cted  equally  the 
Act  of  the  9th  of  Georjg;e  4th.  If  the  oath, 
then,  were  surplusage  in  one  case,  it  was 
so  in  the  other.  But  in  the  English  Bill 
the  officers  of  corporations  were  not 
exempted  from  the  declaration  that  they 
woula  do  nothing  to  injure  the  Protestant 
Establishment.  Why,  by  the  Irish  Act 
were  not  they  bound  in  the  same  manner? 
He  shoQld  be  glad  to  hear  that  there 
was  nothing  in  his  objection ;  but  it  was 
one  that  excited  his  suspicions,  coupling 
it  at  he  did  with  the  deolarations  as  to  the 
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manner  in  which  the  power  given  woolil 
be  used.  Then  with  regard  to  the  quali- 
fication, what  was  done  ?  Hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  talked  of  similar  institutions. 
When  they  required  a  corporate  franchise 
in  Scotland  they  required  a  10/.  franchise 
and  six  months'  residence.  In  Ireland 
there  was  to  be  a  51.  franchise  in  every 
town,  with  the  exception  of  some  five  or 
six  towns.  Why  was  it  that  in  London- 
derry,  with  19,900  and  odd  inhabitants, 
they  put  down  the  franchise  as  .5/.,  while 
in  the  smallest  Scotch  borough  they  re- 
quired  a  10/.  qualification?  He  wanted 
to  know  whether  the  lower  classes  in 
Ireland  were  better  educated,  whether  they 
were  less  liable  to  sudden  gusts  of  passion, 
whether  they  were  more  cool  and  calcu- 
lating, more  remarkable  for  their  discre- 
tion, their  judgment,  and  foresight  than 
the  same  classes  in  Scotland,  that  they 
gave  the  low  rate  of  5L  in  Ireland,  and 
withheld  it  from  Scotland.  Besid^,  in 
Scotland  there  was  not  only  the  10/.  quali- 
fication required,  but  there  was  also  the 
payment  of  assessed  taxes  .It  might  be  said 
in  Ireland,  that  there  were  no  assessed 
taxes.  That  was  no  answer  to  him  ;  for 
it  only  showed  that  there  ought  to  be  a 
greater  security  for  the  qualification  when 
they  were  unable  to  have  that  test.  In 
England  they  did  not  require  a  qualifica- 
tion as  to  property ;  but  then  they  required 
that  a  roan  should  have  a  local  residence 
of  three  years,  and  a  continuous  payment 
of  the  poor-rates.  In  England,  then,  they 
knew  that  practically  this  was  requiring  a 
5L  qualification,  and  three  years'  con- 
tinuous payment  of  the  rates.  In  Ireland, 
then,  were  they  to  have  the  lower  qualifi- 
cation and  to  dispense  with  the  payment 
of  rates?  This  was  the  argument  of 
Gentlemen  who  told  them  they  were  to 
have  in  this  a  Bill  on  precisely  the  same 
principles  as  the  English.  They  told  him 
that  there  were  no  assessed  taxes,  and 
there  were  no  poor-rates.  There  were  not 
any  poor-rates  at  present,  but  he  trusted 
there  would  very  soon  be — he  trusted 
it  would  be  very  soon.  If  the  fran- 
chise in  Ireland  were  to  be  below  that  in 
England  and  Scotland,  the  least  that 
ought  to  be  done  would  be  to  require  that 
no  person  should  be  qualified  to  vote  until 
he  had  paid  not  only  the  local  taxes,  but 
also  his  poor-rates.  That,  at  least, 
would  be  the  best  test  of  qualification. 
What  he  saw  done  on  the  other  side 
raised  a  suspicion  in  his  qiind.    Diere 
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were  two  notices  giveo  by  the  boo.  Mem- 
ber for  Kilkenny ;  one  was^  that  the  pay- 
ment of  poor-rates  was  not  to  apply  to 
elections  in  Corporations ;  and  next,  that 
the  rating  was  not  to  be  produced  to  show 
the  value  of  a  house.  Tlie  next  point  to 
be  observed  was  the  continuance  of  tolls, 
which  would  be  under  the  management  of 
the  new  Corporations.  If  there  was  any- 
thing more  than  another  condemned  by 
the  Commissioners^  it  was  the  system  of 
tolls--- if  there  was  one  thing  more  than 
another  abused  on  all  sides  of  the  House, 
it  was  tolls ;  and  it  was  proved  that  they 
were  promoters  of  riot  and  bloodshed  in 
Ireland.  Now  these. tolls  were  not  to  be 
abolished  by  any  Corporation  until  they 
had  satisfied  the  debts  of  the  Corporation. 
He  did  not  complain  of  that  provision ;  but 
he  thought  it  unnecessary.  The  Corpora- 
tions would  never  abolish  those  tolls-— 
their  continuance  would  lighten  the  bur- 
dens upon  their  constituents ;  they  would 
be  paid  by  the  agricultural  population, 
with  whom  the  corporators  had  no  sym- 
pathy. The  same  case  occurred  in  Car- 
lisle, where  the  corporators  took  credit 
for  bearing  the  police  rate,  without  im- 
posing any  additional  tax.  upon  the  inha- 
bitants. They  had  effected  this  by  ex- 
acting the  tolls  in  the  most  unprecedented 
manner.  Was  it  rational  to  suppose  that 
the  town-councils  would  take  off  tolls, 
when  by  continuing  them  they  would  save 
their  own  constituents  from  a  burthen? 
Would  they  not  rather  more  vigorously 
exact  them  ?  There  were  several  other 
points  on  which  he  might  touch,  but  he 
really  was  unwilling  to  detain  the  House. 
For  example,  he  very  much  disapproved 
of  a  provision  introduced  in  the  present 
Session  as  a  sort  of  compromise — he  meant 
the  mode  of  appointing  sheriffs.  He  could 
not  conceive  a  more  objectionable  method. 
The  giving  the  appointments  to  the  town- 
council  was  comparatively  harmless.  In 
the  case  of  jurors  the  present  Government 
had  laid  down  a  rule  that  persons  elected 
to  serve  on  a  jury  should  not  be  set  aside 
without  cause  being  alleged.  Could  any 
man  believe  that  the  two  lists  of  the  town- 
council  would  be  set  aside  by  the  Govern- 
ment? The  Government  had  the  power, 
but  it  they  exercised  that  power  he  could 
conceive  nothing  more  vexatious,  more 
obnoxious,  and  hostile  to  the  feelings  of 
the  population  of  the  towns.  Iftheydidnot 
mean[to  exercise  the  power,  they  had  better 
leave  it  in  the  hands  of  the  town-councils; 
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but  if  they  meant  practically  to  exercise  it, 
and  really  to  keep  the  appointment  in  the 
hands  of  the  Crown,  they  should  honestly 
say  so.  The  administration  of  justice  in 
Ireland  ought  to  be  kept  sacred  ;  it  should 
be  kept  free  from  all  political  and  party 
prejudice  which  might  overbalance  its  due 
administration ;  and  to  do  that  it  was  ne^ 
cessary  that  the  nomination  of  the  most 
important  officers  in  the  administration  of 
justice  should  be  kept  in  the  hands  of  the 
Crown.  With  regard  to  the  towns  that 
were  under  this  Bill  to  be  incorporated,  he 
was  very  doubtful  of  the  advantage  of  ex- 
tending the  Bill  to  some  of  them.  What 
were  the  opinions  of  these  towns  them- 
selves ?  Had  they  all  presented  petitions 
in  favour  of  the  Bill  ?  Not  at  all.  From 
the  town  of  Belfast  a  most  important  peti- 
tion had  been  presented .  against  the  BilU' 
If  they  did  grant  Corporations,  they 
ought  at  the  same  time  give  them  duties 
to  perform.  They  should  not  incorporate 
a  set  of  men  who  would  be  a  mere  burthen 
on  the  towns,  who  would  have  the  powet 
of  imposing  vexatious  tollsi  and  yet  be  in 
reality  mere  engines  for  the  purposes  of 
political  agitation.  He  could  not  conceive 
upon  what  grounds  they  felt  called  upon 
to  inflict  on  all  these  towns,  whether  they 
had  corporate  duties  to  perform  or  not, 
bodies  of  men  who  could  serve  no  local 
purpose.  There  might,  moreover,  exist  in 
those  towns  other  boards  who  had  duties 
to  perform ;  and  the  consequence  of  this 
Bill  would  be,  to  raise  in  such  places  con-*' 
flicting  authorities.  He  could  not  see  the 
justice  or  the  propriety  of  establishing 
Corporations,  the  great  majority  of  which 
would  be  mere  normal  schools  of  agita- 
tion, the  constant  source  of  political  ex-> 
citeraent  and  violence,  for  the  purpose 
of  effecting  political  objects.  But  in  the 
present  state  of  .Ireland  he  objected  to 
corporate  institutions  altogether.  While 
he  saw  the  Church  in  its  present  state  he 
objected  to  all  corporate  institutions. 
They  had  been  told  that  this  Bill  was  in- 
tended to  destroy  the  Church,  and  that  it 
would  be  used  as  a  means  of  destroying 
the  Church.  In  the  present  state  of  the 
Church  he  believed  it  would  be  so  used, 
and  therefore,  as  a  Protestant,  and  anx« 
ious  to  maintain  that  Church,  while  he 
saw  it  in  its  present  state  he  would  not 
give  the  lever  to  overthrow  it.  It  was  no 
reflection  on  this  argument  to  say,  that  if  he 
saw  the  Church  placed  in  a  situation  of 
security  as  to  its  revenues— if  he  had  not 
21 
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the  datigeroiit  do^^trbes  of  the  Gen- 
tlemen  mho  oompoeed  bis  Majesty's  Go- 
veronent,  and  of  the  supporters  of  that 
Oovemoient^^his  objections,  which  were 
aow  inseparable,  might  in  a  great  measure 
be  fldodiAsd.  But  even  then  he  could  not 
pledge  himself  to  the  present  Bill,  as  it 
wottkl  still  be  open  to  objections.  But  he 
did  say,  that  the  question  would  be  placed 
on  an  entirely  new  footing  if  ihey  were 
able  to  deal  with  it  in  such  a  manner  that 
bis  objections  to  it  as  a  Protestant  might 
be  removed.  With  these  views,  and  these 
views  only,  he  would  willingly  yield  to 
die  itttrodoetion  into  Ireland  of  institu- 
tions .which  were  not  necessarily  or  pre- 
cisely similar,  but  which  should  be  ana- 
logous to  those  of  England,  and  which,  in 
his  deliberate  judgment,  should  be  for 
the  advantage  of  the  people  of  Ireland.  It 
was  his  fixed  determination  to  oppose  the 
Bili  at  ihi.  sugc  as  he  had  opposed  it  ot 
every  other. 

Mr.  Henry  Orattan  said,  the  noble 
Lord  hat  very  properly  staled  his  convic* 
lios^.that  aoibmg  that  fell  from  htm  would 
induce  any  Member  to  change  their  opinion 
•o  the  measure  before  Uie  House.  He 
baa  said  nothing  on  ibe  subject  of  any 
weight  whatever;  his  objections  to  the 
Bill,  unimportant  as  they  were,  came  too 
late  I  they  should  have  been  made  in 
Committee,  and  not  on  the  third  reading, 
but  it  sufficed  his  purpose  to  raise  a 
ciamoor against  the  measure,  and  complain 
of  the  want  of  civilisation  among  the 
people  of  Ireland  as  a  ground  of  objection. 
This  argument^  and  others  of  a  similar 
nature,  he  urged  with  less  asperity,  and 
leas  success  than  usual*  His  attack  was 
a  failure,  and  his  objection  to  the  charge 
ill  the  Bill  regardingthe  sheriffs  was  futile. 
Would  lae  have  supported  it  if  the  power 
was  vested  in  the  council,  and,  as  he  says 
he  would  prefer  it,  why  did  he  not  8up|)ort 
it  when  proposed  to  be  introduced  into 
the  Bin  ?  The  old  theme,  that  the  Pro- 
testant Church  would  be  endangered,  ijtolso 
broeght  forward  by  the noUe  i^rd.  Thi« 
from  a  peralOn  who  struck  off  at  one  blow 
lea  bishops  1  Was  that  no  encroachment  ? 
Was  that  not  an  attack  on  the  Church — 
a  very  direct  spoliation  ?  And  with  what 
colour  can  he  appear  against  this  measure, 
on  the  ground  that  it  affects  the  Church  ? 
The  great  objection,  in  fiict  the  only 
ob|cciion,  is,  tlmt  the  great  body  of  the 
people  who  are  to  reap  the  l>ene(it  of  this 
measure,  are  Roman  Catholics;  that  is 


the  sole  objeetioa,  and  as  it  has  been  the 
common  and  never^fhiling  argument  on 
every  other  measure  that  was  intended  for 
the  relief  of  the  Irish,  so  it  will  be  found 
to  be  equally  just,  equally  sincere,  and 
equally  sueoessfuL  In  fact,  the  Itbertiea 
of  the  Irish  are  intolerable  to  Gentlemen 
opposite ;  they  decry,  they  tear,  and  they 
hate  them,  ft  was  as  in  the  time  of  their 
predecessors,  and,  with  little  change,  is  so 
now.  As  this  is  one  of  the  last  days  in  which' 
Ireland  is  to  be  brought  up  to  your  bar 
and  receive  sentence,  I  shall  take  leave  to 
speak  out,  and  1  know  that  what  I  may  say 
will  not  have  any  great  effect  on  persona 
opposite  ;  but  knowing  their  historv*  and 
knowing  the  character  of  those  Gentlemen, 
I  shall  trouble  them  with  my  opinions. 
To  me  it  is  of  no  personal  import  which 
side  of  the  House  governs— ^seeking  for 
nothing  from  either  side,  1  stand  indiffer- 
ent towards  both,  except  so  far  as  Ireland 
is  concerned ;  and  as  a  great  principle  is 
involved  in  Uie  present  law,  I  find  both 
the  interests  of  Ireland,  her  peaee  and  her 
prosperitv,  are  deeply  involved,  and  a 
great  principle  is  hera  at  slake.  Now, 
the  Gentlemen  opposite  have  uniformly 
opposed  the  liberties  and  intevesia  oi 
Ireland ;  they  have  not  procured  for  her 
prosperity ;  they  have  not  secured  to  her 
peace ;  and  they  have  uniformly  opposed 
the  great  principles  that  Ireland  has 
unceasingly  contended  for.  Therefore  I 
take  part  with  this  side  of  the  House,  and 
as  an  Irishman,  anxious  for  the  honour 
and  dignity  of  my  country,-  1  seriously 
caution  the  House  and  country  against 
the  Gentlemen  opposite.  There  appears 
on  that  bench,  five  persons  who  have  been 
Secretaries  in  Ireland.  The  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  Robert  Peel),  number  one^— he  failed ; 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cambridge  (Mr. 
Goulbum),  number  two— he  failed;  the 
noble  Lord  who  moved  an  amendment  on 
the  second  reading,(I/>rd  Francis  Egerton), 
numlier  three — he  failed ;  the  gallant 
Officer  (Sir  H.  Hardioge),  namber  four--* 
he  failed ;  and  the  noble  Ijoftd  who  hae 
just  sat  down — he,  too,  completely  failed. 
He  failed  more  conspicuously  than  the 
rest,  because  ho  failed  before  lie  changed 
sides,  and  he  failed  after  he  changed 
sides,  l^iese  five  administrators,  I  repeat, 
failed  to  govern  Ireland  with  credit  to  the 
Brili?ih  Crown,  or  with  satisfaction  to  llie 
Irish  people.  Do  they  seek  to  try  it 
at^iu  ?  if  they  do  they  will  eqoally  fail* 
They  will  do  more,  for  they  will  exeaperale 
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Ifetandf  «ii4  render  the  British  Crown  not 
vorib  iwraving.    The  old  and  exploded 
system  of  force  they  would  scarcely  at- 
tempt to  revive,  though  their  partizans  and 
their  favoured  journals  declare  they  would. 
I^ook  at  the  furious  publicaiions,  rather 
folioinations,  against  Ireland  that  disgrace 
the  press;    the  charges  against  the  Irish 
people*  their  clergy,  and  their  religion,  so 
infamous,  so  disgusting,  that  I  trust  no 
QentkinaB  in  this  House  would  stand  up 
to  defend,  much  less  to  be  connected  with 
them.    Look  to  their  Irish  press,  and  the 
journal  that  they  patronise  :  speaking  but 
a  few  days  ago  about  the  Duke  of  Wel- 
lington and  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  this 
journal  that  had  formerly  recommended  as 
a  cure  for  Ireland,  "  some  salutary  blood- 
letting,** goes  on  in  the  same  strain  and 
says,  *'  We  are  happy  in  being  able  to 
assure  the  Chronicle^  that  not  a  shadow  of 
a  difference,  at  this  moment,  exists  as  to 
the  mode  of  governing  Ireland  between 
any  of  the  ilhisirioiis  individuals  whose 
names  it  has  mtroduced.    This  country 
requires  a  strong  hand,  and,  with  the 
hleseing  of  Godi  it  will  soon  be  made  to 
feel  it."    Soeh  being  the  repeated  senii* 
ments  of  Gentlemen  opposite,  it  becomes 
OMf  duly  to  put  the  people  of  England,  as 
well  as  the  people  of  Ireland,  upon  their 
guari|>    The  right  hon.  Baronet  would  be 
weighed  down  by  thevioleoceof  the  party 
that  surround  him,  and  would  be  governed 
by  a  still  more  violent  party — a  noble 
Lord  in  another  place.    These  men  would 
be  the  governors  of  Ireland ;  these  men, 
some  4>f  whom  have  told  us,  that  they 
muet  be  feared  in  Irelandi  because  they 
ase  not  loved ;    "  that  they  would  not 
yield  to  clamour  what  tliey  had  denied  to 
justice."    These  last  sentences  are  the 
index  of  their  feelings,  and  are  remem- 
bered by  the  Irish  people,  against  that 
party.    The  right  hon.  Baronet  would  in 
vain  contend,  particularly  after  he  has 
shown  bow  little  he  valued  the  principle 
of  a  greot  measure,  and  by  what  means  he 
was  induced  to  yield  in   1829,  for  his 
words  are  not  forgotten,  when  he  said, 
that  '^  he  never  took  ered it  for  passing  the 
Emancipation  Bill,  that  he  voted  for  it 
now--<fior  it  was  forced  upon  him.*'  What 
a  confession  for  a  statesman !     The  right 
hon.  Baronet  would  be  forced  to  yield,  or 
wQMid  try  another  game — an  old  and  long 
tried  one  in  Ireland — he  would  pass  the 
measure,  and  then  nullify  it ;   he  would 
%vi%  to  Ireland  the  silent  grant  of  an  Act 


of  Parliament,  and  the  pqsitive  and  aeeiva 
efforts  to  render  the  Act  of  no  effect.    The 
Ministers  did  so ;  they  vielded  to  Ireland 
a  free  trade  in  1779,  and  afterwards  strove 
to  deprive  her  of  it;    they  yielded  her 
independence  in   1782,    and  afterwards 
sought  to  nullify  every  part  of  the  trans* 
action;  they  did  so  in   1793,  when  they 
admitted    Roman    Catholics  by  law  to 
certain  rights,  and  by  their  recent  Acta 
deprived  them  of  the  enjoyment ;  they  did 
so  in  the  measure  passed  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  in  1829,  for  by  this  Act  Roman 
Catholics  are  eligible,  and  yet  n^t  one  baa 
been  admitted  to  our  Irish  Corporations; 
and  it  was  not  until  a  motion  was  made  by 
my  relative,  the  Member  for  Wicklow,  in 
1822,  that   it  appeared  how  effectually 
they  had  frustrated  the  Acts  intended  to 
relieve^the  Irish-*  for  not  one  Catliolie  had 
been  appointed  to  the  office  of  assistant 
barrister.    Violence  at  one  moment—  du« 
plicity  at  another— insincerity  on  all ;  this, 
this  is  your  character — ^be  assured  it  is 
known  better  to  us  than  by  yourselves. 
Now  we,  the  Irish  people,  are  determined 
to  oppose  you-^wa  are  determined-— eiit 
millions  of  people  are  bound  together  aa 
one  man  against  you— not  by  iin  oath,  but 
what  is  equal  to  an  oath — the  principle  of 
national  honour  j  no  longer  are  we  m  the  . 
times  of  Bonlt,  and  of  Swift,  <'  hewers  of 
wood  and  drawers  of  water,"  but  freemen, 
and  determined  to  be  free.      Here  haa 
arisen  the  hostility  to  the  Irish  GrOvernoMnt 
—their  attacks  on  Lord  Mulgrave  and  hie 
supporters ;  when  Ireland  got  a  Govern- 
ment friendly  to  the  people,  then  Gentle- 
men opposite  commenced  a  most  unsparing 
attsck  I  every  subject,  every  appointment, 
every  species  of  abuse  and  attack  was 
resorted  to.    A  grand  petition  from  the 
Board-room  of  the  Dublin  Corporation 
was  threatened,  and  an  impeachment  waa 
talked  of— where  are  they  ?  where  is  the 
grand  Master*  the  Lord  Sergeant  ?    Hie 
charges  have  evaporated — he  fled  from  his 
own  fire — he  h^a  on  this  occasion  ab- 
sconded. Sir,  they  oppose  Lord  Mnlg rave 
because  he  is  supported  by  the  people  of 
Ireland — because  he  governs  for  the  peo« 
pie,  and  not  for  a  party  ;  he  is  the  first 
governor    since    1782,  and   in   the  short 
period  of  the  Duke  of  Bedford's  gofem- 
ment  in    1806,    that    has   ever  yet   se- 
cured the  affection  of  tlie  Irish  people. 
The  integrity  of  his  mind,  and  the  justice 
of  his  disposition  have  obtained  for  bis 
government,    this    support  of   the  great 
2  12 
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body  of  the  Irishy  who  feel  attached  to  him, 
because  they  find  him  attached  to  a  fair 
and  impartial  administration  of  justice. 
This  has  placed   his  government  in  the 
high  station  which  it  holds,  and  this  will 
also  secure  it— and  in  vain  will  his  oppo- 
nents hope  to  overturn  it — they  can  no 
longer  terrify  by  their  violence,    or  drceiv 
by  their  duplicity.     Sir,  on  this  occasion, 
1  beg  to  complain  of  the  unworthy  mode 
of  attack  resorted  to.    The  hoc.  Members 
for  Bandon  and  Belfast  advance  the  most 
unfounded  and    unmanly    charges,    and 
after  that  they  abscond.     In  vain  I  sought 
for  an  opportunity  to  reply  to  their  mis- 
statements.   I  had  letters  from  Mr.  Cruise 
Smith,  Mr.  Berwick,  and  Mr.  Cassidy.     I 
assert,  that  the  charges  brought  against 
these  Gentlemen  are  unfounded,  and  that 
gfrosser  misstatements  were  never  made. 
Their  conduct  is,  in  the  extreme,   unpar- 
liamentary.   They  make  an  attack  upon 
individuals  just  as  high  in  character  and 
respectability  as  the  hon.  Meipbers  them- 
selves, and  after  that  they  abscond,  and 
do  not  listen  to  the  contradiction.     They 
betake  themselves  to  flight,  and  leave  a 
wound  which  they  have  not  the  generosity 
to  heal.     Sir,   I   have  a  letter  from  Sir 
William  Somerville,  a  man  whose  author- 
ity the  Gentlemen  opposite  will  not  dis- 
pute, he  stated  the  facts  as  to  Mr.  Smith, 
and  negatived  completely  the  charge  of  the 
Member  for  Bandon.   The  printed  Report 
of  the  Committee  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons explains  the  case  of  Mr.  Cassidy  ; 
and  here  is  a  letter  setting  forth  the  vote 
of  thanks  of  the  Conservative  magistrates 
of  the  West  Riding  of  Cork,  headed  by 
Lord  Bantry,  complimenting  Mr.  Berwick, 
and  approving  of  his  appointment  by  Lord 
Molgrave.     What  becomes  of   the  idle 
charges  by  Gentlemen  opposite  ?     I  again 
complain  of  their  conduct,  and  pronounce 
it  unparliamentary  and  shameful  in   the 
extreme.    The  hon.  Lord,    with  all  his 
zeal  to  find  fault  with   the  Bill,  passed 
over  one  point  where  I  think  a  fair  objection 
could  be  made — that  is,  the  omitting  the 
town  of  Wicklow  in  the  Schedule;  it  was 
in  last  year's  Bill.      The  funds  of  the 
Corporation  are  small  at  present,  but  in  a 
short  time  a  very  valuable  lease  held  under 
Lord  Meath  will  expire,  and  their  income 
may  arise  to  some  thousands  a-year,  and  it 
would  be  just  that  the  people  should  have 
a  power  to  interfere,  in  the  disposition  of 
these  funds.    The  town  is  ill  paved  and 
lighted,  and  the  harbour  most  defective. 


These  should  be  improved,  and  persons 
admitted  to  manage  them — local  offioevt 
who  have  a  desire  for  the  public  good.    Sir^ 
it  would  be  a  waste  of  time  to  enter  into 
the  subject  more  at  length  ;  the  question 
is  one  of    principle,    and  the   House   is 
to   decide     upon    what    system    it.  wilt 
govern   Ireland.     If   you    return    to   the 
old  one  of  force,  and  fraud,  and  we  are 
allowed  to  become  the  victim  of  that  party 
that  has  injured  the  country  since  1813, 
and  whose  Administration  has  been  signal* 
ised  by  a  repetition  of  failures,  you  go,  Sir, 
to  shake  our  obedience  and  to  render  the 
Irish  crown  of  our  King  scarce  worth  the 
wearing.     Mr.  Fox   said,  I  would  rather 
lose  Ireland  than  hold   it  by  force — better 
get  rid  of  her  altogether  than  keep  her  fast 
by  no  other  bond  than  fear.  Her  afTections 
you  may  secure.  Lord  Mulgrave  has  gone 
a  great  way  to  regain   what  Gentlemen 
opposite  have  so  often  lost,  and  never  can 
hope  to  recover.     If  this  Bill  be  rejected 
elsewhere  much  mischief  will  ensue,  and 
it  will  require  all  Lord  Mulgrave's  popu- 
larity to  manage  the  affairs  of  the  country 
and  hold  her  together.    Be  assured,  that 
in  this  House  our  numbers  will  augment 
the  majority  that  will,  I  trust,  ever  turn  the 
balance  against  Gentlemen  opposite,  and 
what  now  only  averages  from  sixty-four 
upwards  will  shortly  increase,  it  will  be 
eighty — it  may  in   time  be  ninety — and 
Ireland  here  will  be  the  arbitor  of  the  fate 
of  your  Administrations,  though  she  may 
not  be  the  victor  of  her  own  liberties. 
Rest  assured,  that  at  the  next  election  the 
test    sent    to   candidates  will  be   a   re- 
form of  the  Lords,  and  a  Repeal  of  the 
Union.    This  Act,  such  as  it  is,  and  the 
Act  of  Emancipation  taken  along  with  it, 
has  placed   Ireland  on  an  equality  as  to 
right  with  England— in  the  benefit  of  these 
acts  Ireland  will  insist  upon — you  must 
pass  this  Bill  into  a  law,  unless  you  mean 
to  repeal  the  Act  of  Emancipation  or  the 
Act  of  Union.     In  every  respect  we  are 
your  equals— Protestant  or  Catholic  there 
is  no  difference — the  idle  charge  that  the 
Church  is  in  danger  can  no  longer  deceive. 
By  their  spirit,  by  their  courage,  aye,  and 
by  their  arms,  they  obtained  freedom,  and 
bequeathed  to  you  a  glorious  inheritance. 
That  inheritance  you  justly  pride.     That 
inheritance  we  call  upon  you  to  share.  We 
ask  but  perfect  equality.    We  are  too 
close  to  you  not  to  be  admitted  by  such 
an  example.    By  your  couragOi  attached 
to  our  Sovereign,  we  are  equally  attached 
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to  our  rights,  our  privileges,  and  our  li- 
berties. We  ask  them  from  you  as  friends^ 
and  if  you  now  refuse,  the  time  may  come 
When  we  shall  win  them  from  you  by  our 
swords. 

Mr.  Milnes  Gaskell  said,  that  he  was 
unwilling  the  debate  should  dose  without 
having  an  opportunity  of  stating  to  the 
House>  as  shortly  and  clearly  as  he  could^ 
the  grounds  on  which  he  opposed  this 
Bill.  It  would  be  as  absurd  in  him  to 
attempt  to  defend  the  noble  Lord^  the 
Member  for  North  Lancashire^  from  the 
charges  of  ignorauce  and  incapacity  which 
had  just  been  brought  against  him,  as  it 
was  discreet  In  the  Member  fur  Meath  to 
make  them.  He  would  take  leave,  how- 
ever, to  tell  that  hon.  Gentleman  that  he 
was  labouring  under  the  strangest  mis- 
apprehension, if  he  supposed  that  he  had 
made  one  single  convert,  either  by  his 
invectives  or  his  arguments.  He  (Mr. 
Gaskell)  had  listened  with  great  attention 
to  the  whole  course  of  this  debate :  he  had 
heard  Gentlemen  descant  at  great  length 
upon  the  abstract  merits  of  municipal  in* 
stitutions ;  he  had  heard  them  appeal  to 
the  fears  of  their  opponents  and  to  the 
passions  of  their  supporters,  and  prefer 
charges  of  injustice  and  of  insult  against 
those  who  differed  from  them  in  opinion. 
But  he  had  not  heard  one  single  attempt 
to  show,  that  in  the  present  social  and 
political  state  of  Ireland,  it  would  be  wise 
or  politic  to  intrust  any  additional  power 
to  its  Roman  Catholic  population.  He 
knew  the  answer  which  would  be  made  to 
this.  Gentlemen  would  say,  '*  That  may 
be  all  very  well,  but  you  are  too  late 
with  your  opposition.  This  Bill  is  the 
natural  and  legitimate  consequence  of 
Roman  Catholic  relief.  You  no  longer 
retain  the  means  of  successful  resistance, 
and  vou  had  better  acquiesce  in  it  at 
once.  *  Undoubtedly,  if  he  (Mr.  Gaskell) 
held  that  opinion— if  he  thought  that,  in 
rejecting  this  Bill^  they  were  rejecting  any 
implied  obligation  which  the  Act  of  1829 
had  impo8<3  on  them,  or  that  they 
were  making  any  declaration  of  hostility 
against  the  Irish  people,  he  should  with- 
hold his  vote  from  the  Amendment  of  the 
right'  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Goulburn). 
But  he  believed^  on  the  contrary,  that  in 
Supporting  this  Bill  he  should  be  acting 
in  direct  contravention  of  the  spirit  of 
the  Relief  Act )  for  if  it  v^re  no  part  of 
the  object  of  that  Act  to  impose  civil 
disabilities  on  the  Protestants  as  well  as 
mam^  th«ia  from  the  Catholics^  then  this 


transfer  of  political  power,  so  far  from 
being  the  natural  and  unavoidable  conse^ 
quence  of  the  Act  of  1829  was  directly 
at  variance  with  its  spirit,  and  ineon- 
sistent  with  the  terms  which  it  guaranteed 
to  the  Protestants  of  Ireland.  He  knew 
that  it  was  not  a  very  pleasing  task  to 
take  the  unpopular  side  of  any  quesUon 
in  that  House^  and  least  of  all  upon  one 
which  bore  the  semblance  of  religious 
toleration;  but  the  more  irksome  this 
duty  was,  the  more  essential  it  was  to 
perform  it  $  and  if  these  attacks  were  to 
be  made  year  after  year,  and  session  after 
session,  upon  the  Protestants  of  Ireland* 
he  trusted  that  neither  their  chosen  repre- 
sentatives in  that  House,  nor  their  here- 
ditary guanlians  in  the  other  House  of 
Parliament,  would  be  found  to  shrink 
from  their  defence.  Now,  how  did  the 
facts  of  this  case  really  stand  ?  for  it  was 
of  great  importance  that  they  should  have 
a  clear  understanding  of  the  meaning  of 
this  Bill,  before  they  consented  to  invade 
and  violate  the  Protestant  Corporations 
of  Ireland,  and  convert  them  to  the  pur- 
poses which  this  Bill  contemplated. 
What,  he  asked,  was  the  object  of  Gen- 
tlemen opposite }  What  was  the  avowed 
and  ostensible  end  which  his  Majesty's 
ministers  themselves  had  in  view  ?  Was 
it  or  was  it  not  the  maintenance  of  good 
local  government  in  Ireland?  If  not, 
why  did  they  not  openly  avow  it  ^  If  it 
was,  why  did  they  charge  those  who  dif- 
fered with  them,  as  \p  the  best  means  of 
attaining  it,  with  intolerance  and  injus- 
tice? It  was  no  very  conclusive  argu* 
ment,  however  convenient  it  might  be 
found  in  Ireland,  to  brand  the  most  dis- 
tinguished opponents  of  this  Bill  in  an- 
other place  with  every  epithet  which  trea- 
son and  malignity  could  suggest — and  it 
was  no  reason,  because  they  chose  to 
attach  the  nickname  of  anti-reibrmers  to 
those  who  were  not  prepared  to  pull  down 
one  outwork  of  the  Constitution  after  an* 
other,  that  they  (the  Opposition)  were  less 
sincere  in  their  hostility  to  abuses,  or  less 
zealous  in  their  attachment  to  the  rights 
and  liberties  of  the  people.  It  savoured 
only,  in  his  opinion,  of  the  worst  of  every 
species  of  intolerance,  that  of  calling  in 
question  the  sincerity  of  other  men*a 
opinions,  and  arrogating  the  infallibility 
of  their  own.  He  did  not  pretend  to 
know  much  about  the  history  of  these 
Irish  Corporations,  but  he  believed  he 
knew  this  in  common  vrith  every  GeDtle* 
man  who  heard  him^  that  the  great  ma* 
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jority  of  them  were  established  for  the 
express  and  declared  purpose  of  uphold- 
ing and  protecting  the  Protestant  inter- 
ests in  Ireland.  The  preamble  of  this 
SSk\t  indeed,  carefully  left  out  of  sight  all 
mention  of  those  interests,  but  acknow- 
ledged that  these  Corporate  bodies  were 
.constituted  for  *'  the  quiet  government 
of  the  cities  and  towns  in  that  country." 
Did  his  M^esty'a  Ministers  really  believe 
that  this  Bill  would  tend  Co  its  mainte- 
nance P  That  a  perpetual  round  of  dec- 
tioos*  and  constant  struggles  between 
violent  partisans^  attended  with  all  the 
asperities  and  all  the  bitterness  which 
characterised  election  contests  in  Ireland, 
were  likely  to  be  found  the  best  means  of 
calming  men's  passions,  and  inducing 
them  to  pay  obedience  to  the  law  ?  Was 
there  so  little  of  agitation  id  Ireland, 
that  they  must  have  this  Bill  to  increase 
it  P  Was  the  general  Association  so  pow. 
erlesSt  were  its  principles  so  mild,  that 
they  could  talk  only  of  conferring  civic 
privileges,  when  they  ought  to  bring  in  a 
bill  for  its  suppression  ?  Was  it  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice  which  they  sought 
to  purify?  Would  the  recommendations 
of  town-councils  be  more  impartial  than 
Ihose  of  judges?  And  if  the  Catholics 
had  reason  to  complain  that  too  intimate 
U  connexion  had  subsisted  between  Pro- 
testant corporations  and  Protestant  grand 
juries,  would  the  Protestants  have  no 
iDABon  to  cobiplain  of  that  between  Ca- 
tholic corporations  and  Catholic  grand 
juries  which  this  BiU  proposed  to  estab- 
lish ?  WiU)  it  intended  to  make  a  transfer 
of  property  as  well  as  |)ower  ?  If  it  was 
not,  he  should  like  to  know  U|x>n  what 
prineipla  the  majority  were  to  levy  taxes 
on  the  minority,  when  those  taxes  were 
chieAy  paid  by  the  minority.  The  injus- 
tice of  ibis  BiU  was  at  least  as  glaring  as 
that  of  tbe  existing  law>  and  wouhl  be 
found  tenfold  more  injurious  in  its  prae«* 
tical  operation.  What,  theo«  was  the  in- 
ference which  ho  drew  from  the  plain 
«cope  and  tenitency  of  this  measure? 
Why*  that  good  local  ^vernment  Was 
not  tiie  object  of  his  Migesty's  Mintsttrs* 
but  the  increase  of  Whig  influence  in 
Irelaudt  and  the  domination  of  those  who 
befriended  them  in  that  country  for  the 
attainment  of  their  own  party  purpotea. 
Did  any  man  doubt  this,  who  had  heard 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for  the 
Home  Oepartmeht*  brand  the  Protestants 
of  Ireland  as  ''  a  miserable  monopolising 
minority/*  and  had  heard  Us  Attorney* 


General,  the  Attorney -General  for  Ireland 
(Sergeant  Woulfe)  say,  that  if  this  BiU 
was  not  suffered  to  puss,  he  should  be 
unable  tu  defend  the  Union  with  effect  ? 
Were  they  to  be  told  after  statements  and 
declarations  like  these,  made  by  the  King's 
Ministers  themselves,  that  e(|ual  laws  were 
the  object  of  this  Bill  ?  Or  were  they  to 
be  told,  as  they  had  been  told  before,  that 
the  sole  ground  of  their  opposition  to  It 
wi\s  tbe  jealousy  which  tliey  entertained  of 
Irish  demagogues^  and  the  dangers  which 
they  apprehended  from  their  uncontrolled 
dominion?  It  was  not  their  fault  that 
the  name  of  the  learned  Member  for  Kil- 
kenny was  so  often  dragged  into  these 
debates.  They  were  told,  indeed,  by  the 
Gentlemen  opposite,  that  they  attached 
undue  im|K)rtance  to  his  influence  and 
position,  but  surely  they  were  justified  in 
retorting  this  charge  upon  those  who 
made  it,  and  reminding  them  that  with- 
out his  powerful  support  in  that  House, 
they  would  be  out  of  office  to-morrow. 
There  had  been  a  time,  when  some  of 
the  warmest  supporters  of  this  Bill,  some 
of  the  most  inveterate  sticklers  for  what 
was  now  called  justice  to  Ireland*  shared 
in  the  apprehensions  which  they  (the 
Opposition)  now  entertained.  In  the 
year  1824,  a  noble  and  learned  Lord 
(Plunkctt^,  now  the  Lord  Chancellor  of 
Ireland,  then  the  Attorney-General  of  a 
Tory  administration,  was  so  deeply  Ini^- 
prcssed  with  the  importanco  of  preserv* 
ing  unimpaired,  the  Protestant  institu- 
tions of  Ireland,  that  he  used  this  remark- 
able langungc.  He  (LordPlunkett)  said, 
that  he  "  would  never  sail  in  the  same 
vessel  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Aber- 
deen and  his  friends  to  the  high  latitudes 
to  which  they  proposed  to  run :  nor  could 
he  agree  to  sail  under  sealed  orders  that 
might  be  broken  at  a  time  when  he  could 
not  escape  from  their  bark."  Nb  Wonder 
at  the  malignant  triumph  of  the  enemies 
of  those  institutionsi  when  they  saw  the 
King's  ministers  sailing  in  that  bark*^ 
Bye>  and  under  sealed  onlers  which  might 
and  whieh  would  be  broken  at  a  time  * 
when  they  were  unable  to  escape  from  It 
—when  they  saw  the  Ktng*s  Ministers  io 
league  with  declared  revolutionists,  and 
sacrificing  the  dearest  interests  of  the 
Protestant  religion  to  coneiliate  the  die* 
turbers  of  the  public  peaoew  He  kneiT 
that  some  Gentlemen  were  prepared  to 
sacriflce  those  interests  in  the  belief  that 
more  danger  would  aotrue  Cmh  With* 
hohliog  coDCesitoo  than  from  gnaHof  '^ 
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and  in  Ihe  ho|ie  that  if  Ihcy  would  but 
|HW6  this  BiU«  then  peaoe  und  trtiiu|uiUity 
might  eneue.  WImt  sort  of  |icacc  was  it 
that  those  Gentlemen  would  ensure  to 
thein  }  Wus  it  security  or  protection  to 
life  and  property?  Was  it  the  enforce^ 
luent  or  resistance  of  legal  dues  ?  Was 
it  the  preservation  of  tike  Church  invto- 
latci  according  to  the  terms  of  the  Act  of 
Uuion^  which  guaranteed  an  extension  of 
the  same  laws,  ecclesiastical  as  well  as 
civil,  to  both  countries  ?  No— it  wus 
lionc  of  these — this  was  no  question  of 
peace  or  justice — it  was  no  struggle  for 
equality  or  compromise — but  a  struggle 
fur  ultimate  supremacy.  It  was  sought 
to  undermine  the  Protestant  institutions 
of  Ireland  by  transferring  the  nicans  of 
their  support  into  the  hands  of  their  op- 

1>onents.  Surely  it  was  enough,  that  the 
Votestants  should  be  called  upon  to 
abandon  their  corporations,  nnd  to  forfeit 
the  privileges  they  enjoyed — surely,  it  was 
enough,  that  they  should  consent  lo  dis- 
mantle forts  which  had  been  raised  for 
the  express  purpose  of  their  protectioui 
without  seeing  a  rival  flag  hoisted  upon 
their  ruins^  and  a  hostile  gsirrison  super- 
sede them.  If  he  was  told  that  sueh  was 
the  state  of  Ireland  that  no  attempt  at 
rational  compromise  could  be  successful 
^^that  such  was  the  bitterness  of  reli- 
gious dissension,  nnd  sueh  the  prevalence 
of  party  feuds,  that  it  must  be  governed 
either  by  means  of  the  Catholic  majority 
or  the  Protestant  minority  of  its  popula* 
tlon,  he  said  at  once,  that  deeply  as  he 
should  deplore  that  alternative,  he  would 
ratlier  govern  it  by  the  latter,  lie  would 
rather  govern  it  by  those  who  were  at- 
tached to  the  connc&inn  between  the  two 
countries  nnd  onxious  to  uphold  and  to 
preserve  the  common  institutions  of  the 
empire,  than  by  those  who  were  opposed 
to  both.  If  this  was  being  intolerant,  he 
was  content  to  be  thought  so,  and  would 
not  share  in  the  resp<iosibilily  of  those 
who  supported  tl)e  third  rending  of  this 

mi 

Mr.  Sergeant  fVouffe  said,  I  think  it 
impossible  for  any  man  to  take  a  review  of 
this  debttei  both  on  the  present  and  on 
former  occasions,  when  the  same  question 
WM  before  the  Honse,  without  being  satis- 
fied ibtt  the  real, end  indeed  the  only  objec- 
tion which  is  relied  upon  against  extending 
to  Ireland  the  munk-ipAl  institutions  which 
ypo  have  established  in  England  and 
SoQtlandt  IS  the  fact  thai  the  majority  of 
Uw  fca^  9f  kalaod  art  Soman  Catbolio. 


All  that  has  been  said  in  vituperation  of 
priests,  and  exemplifying  their  interferenca 
in  elections  and  on  other  similar  occasional 
would  be  totally  irrelevant  to  the  qnestioni 
save  so  far  as  it  tends  to  establish  thai 
this  fact  ought  to  be  attended  with  this 
effect.  It  is  very  true.  Sir,  that  in  the 
course  of  the  debate  arguments  have  been 
urged  which  are  independent  of  this  fact^ 
ancfapplv  equally  to  munieipal  institutiona 
under  all  circumstances  and  at  all  times } 
but  I  am  bold  enough  to  sayi  that  iheae 
arguments  would  never  have  been  ven** 
tured  into  the  field  if  they  stood  upon  their 
single  merits,  and  if  it  were  not  hoped 
that  their  infirmity  would  erospa  exposure 
under  cover  of  the  vaffue  nnd  misty  teirora 
which  hon.  Members  nave  endeavoured  to 
excite  through  the  medium  of  that  fact. 
Who,  for  instance,  in  the  abvence  of  tbal 
fact,  would  have  ventured  to  propound 
that  the  Municipal  Corporations  of  Ireland 
hiivo  no  legitimate  functions  to  perform  T 
•^as  if  it  were  possible  that  urban  com- 
munitici,  having  a  population  ranging 
from  3,000  to  300,000  souls,  could  by 
possibility  be  found  without  local  wants  to 
KUpply,  or  local  interests  to  further*  Who 
would  have  ventured,  in  the  absence  of  the 
same  fact,  to  make  it  an  argument  against 
the  extension  to  Ireland  of  the  popular 
municipal  institutions  which  you  bars 
given  to  England  and  to  Scotland^  thdi 
the  local  circumstances  of  Ireland  mada 
it  necessary  that  they  should  vary,  as 
established  in  that  country,  in  some  small 
particulars  of  their  maohinorv,  from  tiM 
corresponding  bodies  of  Englaod  and  of 
Scotland  7—as  if  the  Corporations  in  fioot*' 
land  did  not  vary  again  more  from  thoso 
of  England  than  will  vary  from  tliom  tba 
municipal .  iasttrotioos  proposed  for  Ire* 
land;  or  as  if  the  merit  or  demerit  of 
these  institutbns  depended  upon  their 
conformity  to  any  precise  model,  and  noi 
upon  the  soundness  or  unsound ness  of  tb# 
great  principle  of  popular  self^govoninieol 
common  to  them  all.  In  the  absence  of 
this  fact,  no  man,  whose  moral  sense  wan 
not  utterly  perverted  would  have  irgarded 
it  as  consistent  either  with  the  prineiplea 
of  abstract  justice,  or  the  express  stipula-* 
tions  of  the  unk>n,  that  in  Knglana  yon 
should  place  in  the  bands  of  the  people 
the  management  of  their  own  aflaim 
through  the  medium  of  corpoffationi» 
which  pervaded  the  whole  coonuy,  which 
opened  at  the  door  of  every  man  a  field  of 
konoarabici  if  not  eialied^ambitioni  wbkh 


9U      Municipal  Cdrpor^ums       {COMMONS} 


CIrelandJi 


976 


gratified  the  national  pride,  called  into 
activity  and  nonrished  the  habits  which  are 
the  result  and  the  best  security  of  free- 
dom,and,at  the  same  time,  increased  their 
power  and  influence  orer  the  public  coun- 
cils ;  while  in  Ireland,  a  part  of  the  same 
empire,  equal  by  nature  and  by  contract, 
you  should  wrest  from  the  people  the 
management  of  the  most  home  affairs^ 
subject  them  to  a  central  administration 
which  mortified  their  self-respect,  which 
increased  the  power  of  the  Crown,  and  not 
of  the  people,  and,  as  between  them  and 
the  other  portions  of  the  empire,  deprived 
them  of  their  just  share  of  influence  in  the 
State.  In  the  absence  of  the  fact  I  speak 
of,  no  roan  could  have  thought  this  just, 
and  no  man  could  have  thought  it  safe : 
no  man  who  valued  the  union  at  a  pin's 
fee,  and  who  saw  that  the  two  countries 
are  connected  together,  not  by  physical 
ties — for  the  sea  rolls  between  them — but 
by  common  interests  and  social  afiinities 
alone,  could  have  the  hardihood  to  suggest 
a  distinction  which  leads  so  surely  and  so 
fearfully  to  separation.  It  is  the  fact  of 
the  people  of  Ireland  being  Roman  Ca- 
tholic which  emboldened  hon.  Members  to 
advance  these  things:  without  that  fact 
they  would  not  have  an  inch  to  stand 
upon.  It  is  the  hinge  of  all  their  argu- 
ments. Now,  how  does  that  fact  touch 
the  question  of  Corporations?  Natural 
connexion  between  them  there  is  none; 
it  is  not  pretended  that  there  is  anything 
incongruous  between  the  Catholic  religion 
and  municipal  institutions;  it  is  not  pre- 
tended that  a  Roman  Catholic  may  not 
make  as  worthy  a  mayor  or  as  goodly  an 
alderman  as  a  Protestant.  The  fact.  Sir, 
bears  upon  the  question  thus,  and  only 
thus :  it  is  said  that  these  institutions 
carry  power  with  them  to  the  people ;  that 
the  majoritjTof  the  people  of  Ireland  being 
CathoHc  this  power  will  fall  for  the  greater 
part  into  their  hands;  and,  lastly,  that 
they  will  exercise  this  power  so  as  to  in- 
crease the  dangers  of  the  church.  Now,  I 
Will  deal  fairly  with  this  argument.  I 
admit  that  those  institutions  do  impart 
power  to  the  people.  I  say  this  not  as 
admission,  but  as  portion  of  my  argument. 
I  admit  that  they  do  make  the  public  will 
more  puissant  in  public  affairs ;  I  admit 
that  tney  quicken  public  opinion,  render 
it  more  authentic,  more  self-derived,  more 
pore,  and  that  they  give  it  force,  both  by 
adding  to  ju  worth,  and  by  supplying  it 
wiib  a  constttqtional  organ  for  Us  ex* 


pression.     How  far,  however,  this  propo* 
sition  is  consistent  with  another  which  has 
also  been  advanced  on  the  other  side,  to 
the  effect  that  these  institutions  are  mere 
trifles  in  the  State,  unimportant  for  good 
or  evil,  which  it  is  no  benefit  to  have,  and 
no  injury  to  be  deprived  of,  is  for  the  hon* 
Members  who  advance  these  conflicting 
propositions  to  reconcile.     But  let  that 
pass.     I  admit,   I  say,   that  these  new 
bodies  will  impart  new  power  to  the  people 
of  Ireland.     I  further  admit,  that  the  Ro- 
man Catholics  of  Ireland,  being  the  ma- 
jority of  that  people,  will  acquire  in  Ire- 
land the  greater  part  of  this  new  power. 
I  will  even  admit,  for  the  purposes  of  this 
debate,  that  it  will  be  divided  between 
them  and  the  Protestants  of  Ireland  in  the 
ratio  in  which  they  constitute  the  popula- 
tion.   The  fact,  however,  is,  that  the  dis- 
tribution will  be  not  in  the  single  ratio  of 
their    numbers,    but    in    a    ratio    com- 
pounded   of   that    ratio    and    the    ratio 
in  which    the   property  and    intellect  of 
the  country  are  divided.      But  I  admit 
the  fact  of  an  increase  of  power  to  the 
Roman   Catholics  of  Ireland.     Is  it  not  « 
manifest,  however,  that  the  same  circum- 
stances which  carry  increased  power  to  the 
people  of  that  country  have  already  aug- 
mented the  power  of  the  people,  the  Pro- 
testant people,  of  England  and  of  Scot- 
land ?  And  is  it  not  clear  that  the  result 
must  be  the  maintenance  of  the  general 
balance  of  power  in  the  different  portions 
of  the  empire,  if  Corporations  were  with- 
held from  all  ?    But  1  waive  this  argument 
in  this  debate.     I  will  admit  the  fact  not 
only  of  a  positive  increase   of  power  in 
the  Catholics  of  Ireland,  but  of  a  relative 
increase.    But  here  my  admission  stops ; 
I  deny  that  this  increase  will  increase  the 
dangers  of  the  Church.     I  deny  that  any 
increase  of  power  which  grows   out   of 
equal  and  fair  dealing  can  increase  those 
dangers.    I  assert,  on  the  contrary,  that 
to  withhold  this  power  on  account  of  the 
Church  will  more  increase  those  dangers. 
I  affirm  that  to  make  the  supposed  good 
or  safety  of  the  Church  the  cause  or  the 
pretence  of  establishing  a  distinction  which 
affronts  the  public  sentiment,  will  aggra- 
vate all  the  feelings  which  constitute  the 
only  danger  to  the   Church*    Wherein, 
I    ask,   do    the   dangers  to  the  Church 
consist?     They  consist    in  the  feeliogt 
which  are  incident  to  the  anomalous  posi- 
tion in  which  you  insist  upon  maintaming 
her ;  they  consist  in  those  feelioga  wbi^ 
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the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for 
Tain  worth,  in  1817,  declared  were  by 
nature  inseparable  from  the  state  and 
history  of  the  Church  of  Ireland,  a  decla- 
ration which-  he  repeated  in  1829.  To 
inflict  upon  the  people  of  Ireland  political 
priTations  in  order  to  maintain  those 
anomalies  cannot  surely  assuage  those 
feelings.  I  quarrel  not  now  with  those 
anomalies;  I  object  not  now  to  the 
position  in  which  you  think  fit  to  maintain 
the  Church  Establishment  of  Ireland  ;  but 
surely  the  diflBcuUies  and  dangers  that  are 
attached  by  the  very  ordonnances  of  nature 
to  that  position  are  sufficient  to  exhaust 
the  cares  and  anxieties  oF  her  friends, 
without  loading  her  with  the  odium  of 
being  the  cause  of  national  disparagement. 
Has  the  Church  of  Ireland  not  enough 
of  difficulties  to  struggle  with  as  it 
is.  She  is  the  richest  Church,  in  the 
poorest  country,  with  the  smallest  con- 
gregation in  reference  to  the  population 
ill  the  world.  Is  not  that  enough  !  Are 
the  arguments  which  her  enemies  draw 
against  her  from  this  position  not  suf- 
ficiently strong  or  plausible  as  they  stand  ? 
Do  you  think  it  tends  to  her  safety, 
publicly  to  proclaim  that  her  well-being 
is  incompatible  with  the  civil  privileges 
of  the  people?  Why  will  you  heap 
this  additional  odium  on  her  head,  you 
who  profess  to  be  her  friends  and  are 
so  solicitous  for  her  safety?  I  do  not 
affect  to  close  my  eyes  to  the  difficulties 
of  the  Church,  but  there  they  are,  and 
the  only  question  is,  how  you  can  guard 
against  them  best.  I  deny  that  you  can 
gaard  against  them  by  any  expedient 
human  ingenuity  can  suggest,  to  deprive 
those  who  dissent  from  her  of  political 
power — ^you  tried  it  in  every  shape  and 
failed.  If  I  had  said  these  things  some 
twenty  years  ago,  I  might  be  called 
up  to  prove  them;  but,  as  it  stands, 
1  assume  it  as  an  axiom  in  your  civil 
polity.  It  is  embodied  into  your  wisest 
statutes ;  it  is  sustained  by  the  authority 
of  your  first  statesmen  of  all  parties. 
The  Act  of  Emancipation  governs  the 
present  case,  and  the  Act  for  the  Reform 
of  Parliament  followed  the  principle  of 
the  Emancipation  Act.  Upon  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  Emancipation  Act  the 
same  question  was  at  issue  as  at  this 
moment,  and  it  arose  under  circumstances 
exactly  similar.  The  question  then  and 
now  isi  will  you  more  increase  the  dan- 
geit  of  the  Church  by  giyiug  political 


power  to  the  dissentients  from  the  Chureh, 
or  by  withholding  it  ?  You  then  decided 
that  it  was  safer  to  bestow  it.  You 
decided  that  the  more  generous,  the  more 
noble,  the  more  Christian  policy,  was 
also  the  most  prudent.  Why  w  1  you 
recede  from  that  policy  now?  Perhaps 
it  will  be  said,  that  the  circumstances  of 
Ireland  and  the  state  of  parties  made 
concession  inevitable  in  1829;  but  are 
not  all  the  circumstances  of  the  country 
now  similar  to  the  circumstances  of 
1829? — If  there  be  a  difference,  does 
it  not  consist  exclusively  in  your  greater 
inability  to  withhold  now  than  then? 
Sir,  there  is  not  one  of  those  facts  con* 
nected  with  the  state  of  Ireland  and  the 
feeling  of  the  Irish  people — there  is  not 
one  of  those  great  pnnciplea — ^which  oes 
not  now  exist,  and  equally  apply,  there-r 
fore,  at  the  present  moment.  Is  Ireland 
not  as  profoundly  moved  upon  this  sub 
ject  as  she  was  in  1829?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  stated,  from  his  place  on  these 
benches,  that  at  that  period  Ireland  was  in 
a  state  of  extreme  excitement  and  irrita- 
tion— that  at  that  period  there  existed  a 
political  association^  or  body,  which  had 
usurped  all  the  powers  of  the  law,  which 
neith  r  statute  nor  common  law  could  put 
down  and  which  it  was  necessary  to  put 
down  by  emancipation*  What !  is  there 
no  association  at  this  moment  of  that 
nature?  Was  this  the  language  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  on  the  other  side,  or 
not?  Is  Ireland  at  this  moment  in  a  state 
of  irritation  or  not }  And  is  this  the  whole 
of  the  argument  which  the  other  side  have 
to  adduce }  It  is  impossible  to  view  the 
state  of  Ireland  at  the  present  moment, 
and  to  compare  it  with  what  it  was  in  1 829, 
and  not  to  perceive  that  Ireland  is  animate 
ed  by  as  strong,  as  enduring,  and  as  deter- 
mined a  feeling  now,  on  the  question  of 
these  Municipal  Corporations,  as  she  was 
then  on  the  question  of  Catholic  Emanci- 
pation. Have  we  not  heard  that  that 
very  Catholic  association,  which  had 
arisen  in  Ireland,  had  grown  in  1829  so 
strong,  that  neither  under  the  authority  of 
statute  law  nor  common  law  could  |the 
Government  suppress  or  neutralise  it? 
But  the  general  association  exists  now  in 
Ireland,  and  hon.  Gentlemen  will 
find  it  just  as  impossible  to  cope  with  that 
association  as  they  did  to  grapple  with  the 
association  of  1829 ;  and  you  will  as 
vainly  attempt  to  reach  it  by  statute  or 
common  lawt  Against  the  Catholic  asso^ 
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ciation  yon  came  forward  with  an  Act  of 
Parliameai.  You  found  it  iuopcraiive ;  yel 
ihe  right  hoo.  Gentleman  declared  and  de* 
dared  with  truths  that  the  common  law 
would  not  touch  it.  You  will  find  that  the 
demand  in  Ireland  for  this  Bill  will  be  just 
at  great  aa  that  which  arose  for  emancipa- 
tion. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  stated 
that  England  and  Ireland  were  divided  on 
the  subject  of  Catholic  emancipation  in 
1889--^that  a  majority  of  the  people  of 
England  were  in  favour  of  it--*  that  a 
majority  including  all  the  Roman  Catholics 
were  in  favour  of  ii.  Is  it  not  clear,  and 
evident,  and  notorious  that  the  majority  of 
the  people  of  England  are  in  favour  of 
this  measure  for  granting  to  us  Municipal 
Corporations  ?  Is  there  not  a  majority  of 
the  Irish  people  in  favour  of  it?  But  it 
is  said,  that  the  state  of  parties  in  this 
House  made  concession  necessary  in  1829» 
The  state  of  parties,  however,  is  stronger 
now  for  this  concession  than  it  was  then 
for  the  other.  Is  there  not  a  miyorily  of 
this  House  in  favour  of  the  mea'uro  before 
you  ?  And  has  it  not  been  a  continuous 
one«~not  in  one  Parliament  or  one  Session, 
but  Parliament  after  Parliament,  and 
Session  after  Session?  Is  the  public 
opinion  of  England  less  pronounced  upon 
it  than  it  wos  upon  the  question  of  1829  T 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  argued  ou  the 
quQstion  of  1829,  that  the  great  division 
of  opinion  upon  it  among  the  people  of 
England  was  to  be  coliccied  from  the  fact 
that  the  House  of  Commons  were  fori  and 
the  House  of  Lords  were  against  it.  Is 
Tiot  the  same  fact  observable  in  this  in- 
stance ?  The  House  of  Lords  is  now,  as 
theni  against  the  concession  proposed. 
But  it  yielded,  in  1829>oo  the  Emancipa- 
tion question,  as  in  due  season  it  will  yield 
on  this«  I  defy  that  House  to  produce  a 
greater  e9ect  upon  the  opinions  of  a 
niiyoriiy  of  the  Scotch  and  Irish  Members 
than  it  did  in  1829,  I  have  gone  into 
thia  parallel,  to  sliow  that  the  question 
before  you  is  the  same  in  1 837,  as  it  was  in 
1829,  The  question  was,  whether  it  is 
advisable  to  make  a  large  concession  to 
the  'Watunds  of  the  united  Iiisb  people, 
sanctioned  by  a  majority  of  the  British 
nation?  The  question  now  is,  whether 
you  will  carry  gut  the  principle  on  which 
you  conceded  Emancipation,  to  the  con- 
cession of  these  Municipal  Corporations  ? 
The  only  point  of  difference  which  it  is 
neoesaary  to  mention  between  the  circum^ 
Minces  of  tb«  two  pcriodi  is,  tbntia  1829 


no  Ministry  could  be  formed  upon  the 
principle  of  resisting  concession;  that 
they  would  be  unanimous  in  proposing  a 
vote  of  relief  to  the  Roman  Catholic8**^to 
their  disabilities.  I  should  like  to  know» 
Sir,  whether  in  1837  you  oOuld  form  au 
Administration  from  the  benohes  opposite, 
even,  which  would  be  unanimous  in  re- 
fusing Municipal  Corporation  to  Ireland  ? 
Why,  Sir,  the  hon.  Gentlemen  differ 
among  themselves  toio  omlo  ou  that  sub- 
ject. One  party  does  not  liko  these  in<« 
stitQtions;  another  party  is  very  favourable 
to  them.  It  remains  to  be  tried  if  such  an 
administration  can  be  formed  now.  I 
venture  to  predict  that  it  cannot— I  ven« 
ture  to  say,  that  the  differences  upon  the 
subject  among  hon.  Members  »  on  j  the 
other  side  would  soon  render  this  an  open 
question,  if  they  ventured  to  take  power 
without  adjusting  it ;  and  the  best  step  to 
complete  the  parallel  in  the  history  of  the 
two  measures  will  be,  that  hon.  Members 
will  themselves  propose  the  measure  they 
now  resist.  Sir,  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  North  Lancashire,  in  his 
speech,  has  paved  the  way  for  a  retreat 
upon  this  question.  He  says  he  is  not 
opposed  to  the  establishment  of  Corpora- 
tions in  Ireland  in  proper  time,  but  this, 
he  says,  is  not  the  time.  ThiSf  at  least, 
admits  the  principle  of  the  measorei  and 
saves  his  inconsistency  if  he  should  hers- 
after  bring  it  forward*  It  is  for  the  noble 
Lord  to  say,  having  admitted  the  principle, 
why  this  is  not  the  time,  or  when  the  timo 
will  come.  He  says,  when  the  Church  ques- 
tions are  adjusted.  But  when  are  they  to 
be  adjusted  ?  —  and  is  it  not  the  doctrine 
of  the  hon.  Members  who  sit  near  him  tliat 
they  never  can  be  adjusted  ?  Is  it  not  the  r 
creed  that  the  Catholics  are  insatiable  and 
never  will  be  satisfied  till  the  Church  be 
actually  uprooted  ?  When,  then,  will  the 
Church  be  put  into  that  state  which  tiie 
noble  Lord  considers  as  necessary  to 
sanction  the  present  roeasurs  ?  And  bow 
are  we  to  know  that  it  is  come  7  Why 
did  he  not  explain  what  that  state  was, 
that  we  might  claim  the  fqlBlment  of  bis 
promise  when  it  was  achieved  ?  As  it 
stands,  the  noble  Lord  roayi  or  may  not, 
at  any  future  time  support  the  present 
measure  as  he  chooses.  W^hen  reproached 
by  one  party  or  the  other,  either  lor 
bringing  it  forward  or  opposing  it,  all  he  bat 
to  say  is,  either  that  the  time  has,  or  lias 
not  come.  Sir,  there  was  an  observattoo  of 
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before  I  close.  He  objecU  to  the  absenciB 
ffoni  the  present  Bill  of  the  oath  to  be 
taken  by  Roman  Calholics  in  lieu  of  the 
oaths  that  w<tre  formerly  required  upon 
the  admission  to  Corporations,  I  must  say 
that  this  objection  comes  very  tardy ;  it  Is 
a  Tear  since  the  Bill  came  before  the 
House,  and  the  objection  was  never 
before  started*  Sir,  1  have  no  hesitation 
in  saying,  that  if  it  would  gratify  the 
noble  Lord,  or  any  of  his  friends,  that  the 
oaths  should  be  taken  by  the  new  corpo- 
rators there,  and  the  substituted  oaths 
should  be  taken  before  thev  become 
councilmen  or  mayor,  a  clause  shall  be 
introduced  to  that  eiFect.  But  let  me 
remind  the  House,  and  the  noble  Lord, 
that  the  practice  of  taking  oaths  upon 
every  occasion  has  been  of  late  years 
discouraged  by  the  laws ;  it  has  been  con- 
eidcred  that  the  perpetual  and  recurring 
habit  of  swearing  oaths  has  tended  to 
bring  them  into  disregard;  and  it  was 
upon  that  principle  that  the  present  Bill 
omitted  to  require  these  oaths.  Impressed 
with  these  opinions,  I  shall  vote  for  the 
third  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Tlie  Chancelhr  of  the  Exchequer :  I 
do  not  wish  to  deceive  the  Housey  as  to 
the  question  which  we  have  really  to 
determine*  We  are  called  on  to  decide 
whether  we  will  give  a  third  reading  to 
ibis  Bill,  or  whether  we  will  leave  the 
people  of  Ireland  to  those  existing  cor- 
ruptions which,  it  has  been  fairly  acknow* 
iedged  in  another  place,  are  too  gross  and 
exolusive  to  be  capable  of  being  defended 
or  upheld.  It  is  now  some  time  since  a 
Bill  passed  into  a  law  which  stayed  the 
corruptions  that  had  long  been  practised 
in  many  Coroorations  of  this  country,  and 
which  happily  ifrrested  the  progress  of 
their  maladministration  ;  and  this, 
avowedly,  on  the  ground  of  their  want 
of  trustwortbin^ssk  At  the  same  time, 
Ireland  remained,  and  still  continues, 
subject  to  this  exercise  of  these  corrupt 
practioesi  on  the  part  of  many  of  the 
Corporations^-- to  this  roal-administration 
of  the  affairs  of  the  communities  they  are 
set  over,^aod  to  this  excluding  spirit, 
which  the  great  purport  of  the  BUI  before 
us  is  to  remedy.  Hon,  Gentlemen  on 
the  other  side  tell  us  they  object  to  this 
Bill,  because  it  tends  to  substitute  one  ex* 
oiusiva  domination  in  towns  for  another, 
—  to  take  the  exclusive  dominion  in  Coiv 
poratioo  affairs  out  of  the  hands  of  ones^ 
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Therefore,  they  admit  that  the  present 
system  of  Corporation  governanent  in 
Ireland  is  an  exclusive  domination.  But 
they  forget  that,  though  the  event 
of  extinguishing  it  were  what  they  an- 
ticipate, they  utterly  fail  to  establish 
the  hypothesis  on  which  thev  prooeed,  and 
in  which,  though  distinctly  avowed  by 
them,  I  utterly  and  oOmpUtely  dissent 
from  them  :  namely,  that  it  is  not  fitting 
that  the  transfer  should  be  to  those  who 
represent  the  many.  It  should  be  recol- 
lected, that  in  the  one  case  this  dominion 
is  in  tl)e  hands  of  a  small  minority  ;  and 
that,  in  the  other  case  which  we  have  it 
now  in  contemplation  to  providc«  this 
power  will,  at  any  rate,  be  given  to  the 
larger  masses  of  the  people:^  Has  any 
Gentleman  in  this  House  -^  has  even 
the  right  .hon.  and  learned  Recorder  of 
Dublin,  to  whom  lappeaU.as  peculiarly 
representing  ihe  Metropolitan  Corporation 
of  that  city— has  even  he,  or  any  other 
hon.  Member,  ventured  to  defend  the 
conduct  of  these  Corporations  ?  No, 
Sir  s  none  have  done  so.  Why,  then,  it 
seems  to  be  agreed,  on  all  hands,  that  the 
present  corrupt  state  of  things  should  be 
done  away  with.  But  I  go  further.  Sir; 
and  I,  and  those  with  .whom  I  have  the 
honour  to  act,  wish  that  something  better 
should  be  substituted  in  its  stead  ;*«whens 
ast  the  proposition  of  the  noble  Lord  tlie 
Member  for  South  Lancashire  (Lont 
Francis  £gerton)  is  not»  indeed,  to  con- 
tinue the  present  Corporations,  but  to 
substitute  something  worse  in  the  place  of 
those  bodies  which  he  desires  to  abolish, 
on  the  very  ground  of  their  corruption.  I 
may  venture  to  congmtulate  those  who 
are  fViendly  to  the  present  Bill,  upon  the 
fact  that  this  measure  is  carried.  The 
arguments  used^  and  the  principles  ac- 
knowledged, by  hoD.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
in  the  course  of  this  debate,  have  put  an 
end  to  all  doubts  as  to  Munkripal  Reform 
in  Ireland.  It  is  admitted.  It  is  now 
only  a  question  of  time*«-a  question  of 
expediency.  Bui  they  will  not  give  to 
us,  the  triumphi  tbey  will  ttot  give  to 
us  who  acquired  Municipal  Reform  for 
Scotland,  the  triumph  \  they  will  not  give 
to  us,  who  acquired  Muakiipal  Reform  for 
England,  in  spite  of  all  their  effortsi  who 
denied  the  eKpediencyi  and  protested 
against  the  danger  of  putting  the  affaim 
of  our  municipal  communities  under  a 
more  popular  superintendence  s»-^they  will 
not  gi?e  to  Hi  the  triumph  of  effediag  tbo 
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tame  reform  for  Irelaod.  They  will  not 
give  to  Q8  the  triamph,  who  have  carried 
so  many  qaesfttons,  involving  liberal  and 
constitutional  principles,  the  most  essential 
to  the  welfare  and  happiness  of  the  public. 
No,  Sir,  they  will  not  let  us  carry  the  Bill. 
But,  I  repeat,  it  is  only  a  question  of  time. 
This  was,  in  fact,  admitted  in  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  the  University 
of  Cambridge  (Mr.  Goolbum).  Canied  ihis 
question  is ;  carried  it  must  be ;  carried  it  must 
be  for  the  benefit  of  Ireland  ; — but  carried 
not  by  us,  but  by  them.  But  will  the 
result  be  the  same  if  the  Bill  shall  be 
carried  by  the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  ? 
Are  they  prepared  to  go  on  still  in  the 
same  course  which  they  have  been  so  long 
treading,  proposing  measures  one  day,  and 
acting  in  direct  opposition  to  them  the  next  ? 
Are  hon.  Gentlemen,  who  flook  down  to 
record  their  votes  against  this  measure  (o- 
qight,  prepared  for  what  is  even  now 
preparing  for  them  ?  Are  they  aware  that 
though  they  are  called  down  to-day  to 
oppose  the  measure  now  before  us,  they 
will  probably  be  called  down  some  other 
day  to  carry  it  ?  Were  ever  arguments 
advanced  so  shifting,  so  slippery,  as  those 
which  have  been  urged  against  the 
principle  of  this  measure  ?  See  what 
they  amount  to.  "  The  present  time  is 
not  the  time,"  says  the  noble.  Lord 
opposite ;  and  so  say  his  hon.  Friends  : — 
*'  the  present  circumstances  are  not  the 
fitting  circumstances — let  us  first  see  what 
can  be  done  with  the  question  of  the 
Church.''  In  his  great  zeal  for  the  Church 
he  cannot  find  time  to  have  any  thing  to 
do  with  the  Municipal  Corporations  of 
Ireland.  But|  considering  that  we  are 
now  discussing  the  Irish  Municipal 
Corporations  Bill  for  the  third  time,  I  must 
say  that  they  who  espouse  this  view  of 
the  present  question  should  remember 
that,  when  we  first  discussed  this  Bill  here, 
no  danger  was  apprehended  by  them  as 
likely  to  result  from  it  to  the  Church  of 
Ireland.  Two  years  ago,  when  this 
question  was  first  formally  brought 
before  us,  if  danger  menaced  that  Church 
by  reason  of  this  Bill,  it  must  have  equally 
threatened  it  then,  as  now.  But  two 
years  ago  nobody  spake  of  danger  to  the 
Church  of  Irelana  :  it  was  not  then 
thouefat  of,  either  here,  or  in  another  place 
which  I  am  forbidden  to  name.  Last 
y®«'>  perhaps,  the  magnifying  glasses  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Cumberiand 
(Sir  James  Graham),  certainly  the  most 


far-sighted  Gentleman  in  the  House  on 
all  these  questions,  may  have  been  put  on, 
and  have  enabled  him  to  descry,  afar  off, 
this  danger.  But  that  *'  the  Church  is  in 
danger,"  was  not  the  ground  taken  by 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  last  year.  I 
recollect  that  when,  in  the  discussion  of  last 
year,  I  first  suggested  that  argument  which 
has  been  so  irresistibly  stated  by  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney-General 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Sergeant  Woulfe)  to-night, 
namely,  that  there  could  be  no  real  ob- 
jection to  this  measure  among  Grenilemen 
opposite,  except  it  was  the  objection 
founded  on  the  religion  of  the  great  mass 
of  the  Irish  nation,— -that  argument  was 
scouted  by  those  benches  as  an  illiberal 
misrepresentation  of  the  views  which  they 
really  entertained.  And  yet,  Sir,  we  find 
that  it  was  reserved — I  will  not  say  to  the 
eleventh  hour,  but  to  a  time  past  that 
eleventh  hour — for  the  curious  penetration 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  discover  that, 
in  this  Bill,  there  did  lurk  that  very 
principle  of  danger  to  the  Church,  which 
his  hon.  and  right  hon.  Colleagues  had  re- 
pudiated. But,  give  me  leave  to  ask,  Sir, 
if  there  actually  do  exist  this  danger  to  the 
Church  of  Ireland,  is  that,  or  any  other 
danger  which  may  attach  to  the  measure 
before  us,  equal  in  amount  to  that  which 
must  result  from  the  aggravation  of  spirit 
and  disappointment  of  heart  which  must 
ensue  from  the  refusal  of  this  boon  ?  We 
Irish  are  a  peculiar  people  ;  and,  if  the 
House  will  allow  me  to  speak  simply  as  a 
native  of  Ireland,  unconnected  wiih  office 
or  wiih  party,  I  would  venture  to  tell  hon. 
Gentlemen  that  they  little  know  the 
character  of  the  people  of  that  country,  if 
they  do  not  carry  with  them,  into  all  their 
discussions,  the  knowledge  of  this  fact, — 
that,  of  all  things,  an  insult  is  that  which 
the  people  of  Ireland  will  least  submit  to, 
or  overlook.  We  are  a  very  sensitive 
people.  We  bear  much,  perhaps,  in  the 
way  of  actual  injustice  ;  but  if  you  arouse 
our  national  pridci — if  you  tell  us  that  we 
are  unworthy  of  these  institutions, — that 
we  are  so  despised  as  to  be  thought 
either  unfit  to  be  trusted  with,  or  incapable 
of  exercising,  them, — that  argument  is  one 
which,  depend  upon  it,  the  Irish  people 
will  long  remember.  But,  Sir,  not  only 
is  the  argument  which  has  been  raised  one 
that  goes  to  afiect  the  national  feeling  of 
the  Irish,  but  it  attacks  that  nationality  in 
the  most  sensitive  point,  namely,  the 
religion  of  the  great  mass  of  them.  I  tak« 


Ill 


M5       Munie^>al  Corparatum       {April  10} 


(ItiUmdJ. 


986* 


Hpoo  myself — an  Irish  ProtestaDt  — to 
disclaim  those  sentiments  which  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  and,  among  them^ 
an  hon.  and  Gallant  Officer  opposite,  have 
advanced,  as  claiming  to  represent  the 
Protestants  of  Ireland.  I  disclaim  them 
as  the  representatives  of  the  genuine 
feelings  of  that  body  ;  and  I  say,  that  I 
feely  for  my  part,  an  insult  thrown  upon 
the  Roman  Catholic  body  with  as  much 
acuteness  as  if  it  were  thrown  upon  those 
of  my  own  religion.  For  what  is  the 
argument?  We  are  not  to  look  at  this 
as  a  question  affecting  Ireland  only  as 
regards  the  Protestant  part  of  the  com« 
munity^  but  as  regards,  also,  the  great 
Roman  Catholic  majority.  If  we,  by  onr 
conduct  on  this  occasion,  intimate  to  the 
Roman  Catholics  that  they  are  less  entitled 
to  our  respect  than  their  Protestant 
brethren,  I  contend  that  we  shall  deserve 
all  the  consequences  which  must  inevitably 
flow  from  such  an  intimation.  How,  then, 
is  this  House  prepared  to  act  on  the 
present  occasion  ?  We  are  called  upon, 
after  admitting,  in  the  cases  of  Scotland, 
Ireland,  and  England,  that  the  system  of 
self-elected  Corporations  is  one  which 
cannot  be  vindicated,  to  vindicate  and 
continue  that  very  evil ; — first,  it  seems, 
because  we  are  Irishmen  ;  and,  secondly 
because  the  Roman  Catholics  comprise 
about  three-fourths  of  our  whole  population. 
My  noble  Friend  (Lord  Stanley)  says,  he 
has  many  objections  to  take  to  the  Bill. 
I'wish  he  would  state  to  us,  distinctly, 
whether  it  is  to  the  principle  or  to  the 
details  that  his  objections  are  confined. 
But  if  it  be  their  object  that  the  Bill 
should  be  debated,  and  affirmed  or  rejected 
on  its  principle,  was  it  a  fair  course,  I 
would  ask  the  i^oble  Lord  and  his  hon. 
Friends,  that  th^  should  have  abstained, 
on  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  from  all 
objections  of  this  sort ;  and  then,  on 
the  question  of  the  third  reading  of  the 
Bill,  bring  forward  arguments  really 
applying  to  ifs  principle,  not  to  its 
details  ?  We  are  fighting  for  that  great 
principle,  who  now  advocate  the  third 
reading.  If  my  first  position  be  well 
founded,  that  they  are  really  intending,  at 
some  time  or  other,  to  carry  this  Bill 
themselves,  then  I  am  right  in  protesting 
against  the  mode  of  proceeding  which  they 
adopt,  and  cadit  qua$tio^  I  admit ;  but  I 
take  this  simple  mode  of  ascertaining 
the  fact.  If  such  be  not  their  intention 
—if    Ihey    do  not  mean    to  carry  the 


measure,**  then,  I  say,  take  fSm  as  'a 
sample  of  the  other  measures  which  you 
may  expect  fiom  them  in  adrntnis- 
tering  the  Government  of  Ireland.  The 
principle  on  which  we  have  gone,  intend 
to  go,  and  ask  the  House  by  its  vote  to 
affirm,  is,  to  place  the  municipal  power 
in  the  hands  of  the  mass  of  the  people. 
Are  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  prepared  to 
govern  Ireland  by  withholding  their  con- 
fidence from  the  Irish  people  ?  Do  they 
suppose  that  Ireland  can  be  governed  by 
such  a  policy  ?  Let  them  be  assured,  that 
their  objections  to  our  principle  come  too 
late,  if  even  they  were  good  for  anything. 
We  have  been  parties,  already,  to  the 
giving  to  the  majority  in  Ireland  political 
power;  and  many  of  the  Gentlemen  who 
opposed  the  present  Bill  have  been  the 
parties  to  enable  the  Irish  people  to  influ 
ence  the  decisions  of  this  House,  by  send« 
ing  so  many  Members  into  it.  Those  very 
Gentlemen,  who  supported  the  Irish 
Reform  Bill,  now  contend  that  it  is  inex- 
pedient to  pass  this  most  necessary  mea- 
sure for  the  reform  of  Irish  Municipal 
Corporations.  Do  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo« 
site  remember  the  speeches  which  used  to 
be  made  from  the  benches  on  the  other 
side  ?  Do  they  recollect  what  was  said  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan?  Do  they 
recollect  the  agreeable  futurity  of  which 
he  held  out  to  us  the  prospect,  in  the 
event  of  our  refusing  to  pass  this  Bill  ? 
Do  they  recollect,  that  he  told  us  at  the 
time  that,  in  future  -  elections,  there  would 
be  sure  to  be  at  least  thirty-two  additional 
Members  returned  by  the  mass  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  constituency  ?  Do  they 
recollect  that  these  seventy  or  eighty 
Members  for  Ireland  alone  (for  to  that 
number  will  the  advocates  of  our  mea- 
sures, be  found  among  the  Irish  repre- 
sentatives, now  to  amount),  are  about  to 
read  to  us  this  lesson  (and  what  can  be 
more  important  to  the  constituency), — 
that  the  rejection  of  this  Bill  has  its  origin 
in  nothing  but  the  distrust  which  some 
among  us  entertain  of  the  religion  which 
they  and' their  forefathers  have  loved  and 
cherished  for  so  many  centuries?  Do 
they  suppose  that  the  measures  of  the  Le- 
gislature can  be  well  prepared  and  pro- 
perly supported,  or  that  the  functions  of 
the  Government  of  this  country — whatever 
party  may  be  in  power — can  be  properly 
carried  on  and  exercised,  if  they  attempt 
to  lay  down  a  principle  which  can  have  a 
tendency   to  produce  such  a  result  as  I 
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have  advtrted  to?  I  contend,  that  under 
such  prineiples,  the  Oovernment  of  this 
country  pever  can  be  administered.  But 
wa  pre  offered  an  alternative ;  which  alter- 
native we  are  not,  on  thia  aide  in  a  con- 
dition to  accept, — for  it  resolves  itself  into 
the  rejection  of  this  Bill.  But  now  I  wish 
to  refer  (o  the  alternative  which  has  been 
suggested,  and  which  is  this, — that  U)e 
principle  of  ihe  Bill  being  similar  to  that 
under  w(iich  certain  local  or  civic  bodies 
were  formed  under  the  Act  of  9lh  George 
4tb,  who  would  fulfil  all  the  functions 
that  were  requisite  for  local  government, 
these  Municipal  Corporations  are  not  ne- 
cessary. I  should  like  to  know  whether, 
after  refusing  to  the  people  of  Ireland  the 
establishment  of  Corporations,  founded 
on  no  more  extensive  powers  than  those 
which  have  been  conferred  on  Corpora^ 
tions  in  England,  the  feelings  of  the  Irish 
people  will  not  be  highly  exasperated ; 
and  whether  these  bodies,  to  be  formed 
under  the  9th  George  4th,  would  act 
eflScientiy?  Why,  Sir,  talk  of  normal 
schools  of  agitation,  I  wo«14  gel  them  up 
under  the  provi9»ona  pf  ^e  9lh  George 
4lh,  (exasperated  at  the  people  then  would 
be  by  the  refusal  of  Municipal  Corpora- 
tions)--^! would  give  them  Commissioners 
armed  with  powers  that  should  be  more 
active  and  more  mischievous  in  their 
operatbn  than  anything  which  can  result 
from  the  establishment  of  Municipal  Cor- 
porations. And  why  will  the  case  be  ao? 
It  will  be  so  because  those  persons,  to 
whom  the  powers  under  the  9(h  George 
4th  were  given,  would  come  into  office 
excited  and  enraged  by  the  sense  of  the 
injustice  they  had  experienced.  But  we 
have  approached  other  subjecta.  We  have 
been  told,  that  the  Ministry  are  supported 
only  by  small  majorities,  and  that  those 
majorities  arc  caused  by  the  votes  of  Irish 
Members,.  I  have  always  refused  to  attach 
any  weight  to  H)e  assertion  which  goes  to 
attach  a  particular  value  to  the  votes  of 
hon.  Members  either  for  Scotland  or  Ire- 
land. I  say  that  that  argument  is  one 
which  is  inconsistent  with  the  character 
and  pri  'ileges  of  the  House,  and  tlie  free* 
dom  of  debate;  and  it  is  equally  incon- 
sistent with  anything  like  fair  reasoning. 
Do  not  hon.  Gentlemen  know  that  they 
djre  not  fight  with  us  on  this  question  ? 
That  they  are  obliged  to  frame  another 
quesiiQii,  4ipon  tvhivh  they  think  there  is 
a  sUong^rr  ground  to  raise  the  cry  of  **  the 
Church  m  danger?"    That  cry  has  been 


often  raised  by  some  hon*  Frieada  tifipon 
site  me ;  but  it  is  now  raised,  I  will  aay, 
with  as  little  truth  and  decency  as  ever  it 
was  raised  before,  by  them  or  for  them.  Do 
not  those  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  know, 
that  on  this  side  of  the  House  there  are 
Friends  whom  they  have  left,  or  from 
whom  they  have  separated,  who  are  as 
arnestly  and  sincerely  attached  to  the 
Church  of  Ireland  as  any  men  can  be  P 
And,  for  the  correctness  of  this  assertion, 
I  feel  that  I  can  appeal  to  my  hon. 
Friends  opposite.  But  there  is  this  dia- 
tinction  between  them  and  those  on  this 
side  of  the  House, — that,  whilst  we  are  all 
equally  attached  to  the  Churob,  some 
among  ua  are  better  acquainted  with  the 
subject  than  our  adversariea;  and  none 
among  them  oan  have  a  better  knowledge 
of  the  dangera  which  must  arise,  if  this 
prediction  of  theirs  were  likely  to  be  fuU 
filled,  than  we  have.  There  is  nothing 
on  which  the  people  of  Ireland  have  more 
completely  set  their  hearts,  than  the  ac* 

?ui«ition  of  theae  Municipal  Corporations, 
will  ask  if  ever  there  was  a  more  tram*- 
pery  attempt  made  lo  connect  two  sqt^aeis 
essentially  distinct,  than  that  which  we 
have  heard  to<>night  ?  Some  hon.  Geotlec . 
men  contend  that,  in  the  paragraph  eon« 
tained  in  his  Majesty's  Speech,  three 
measures  were  referred  to,  as  necessary  to 
be  considered  on  behalf  of  Ireland} 
namely,  one  relating  to  the  introduction 
of  Poor-laws,  the  other  to  the  settlement 
of  the  question  of  Municipal  Corpo- 
rations, and  the  third  to  the  settle- 
ment of  the  tithes  and  the  Church  question. 
Surely,  Gentlemen  cannot  have  been  lad 
into  such  an  error  as  to  say,  ^'  because 
these  three  measures  were  united  in  the 
King's  Speech,  that,  therefore,  we  have 
a  right  to  consider  them  as  oae  measura, 
and  to  discuss  them  as  one  measure,  and 
we  will  not  vote  iot  any  of  them  apart  7" 
Conneaion  between  the  questions  of  the 
Church  and  Municipal  Corporations? 
Where  is  the  connexion  between  the  one 
measure  and  the  other?  Suppose  we  had 
not  introduced  the  measure  for  Poor*  laws, 
and  suppose  it  had  been  said  '*  we  can- 
not discuss  the  Municipal  Corporation 
Bill  till  you  give  us  thu  Bill  for  the  intro^ 
duction  of  the  Poor-laws  :"-^why,  there  ia 
no  earthly  connexion  between  the  two  Bills, 
And,  whatever  may  be  surmised  in  re- 
spect of  another  question,  hon.  Gentle- 
men may  be  assured  that  it  is  the  inlsn'> 
tion  of  his  Majesty's  Government  to  in- 
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trodtice  tbe  tabjeet  of  tithes  again,  and  I 
^will  put  them  in  possession  of  that  fact; 
s^nd  I  can  assare  them  that  his  Majesty's 
Oovernment  are  not  disposed  to  shrink 
Trom  the  responsibility  of  such  a  measure, 
vrhich    they  will  have  an  opportunity  of 
oonsidering  in  the  present  Session.  I  have 
n    great  respect   for  the  right   hon.  and 
learned    Recorder   for  Dublin,  to  whose 
talents,    ability,  and   uprightness,    f  rea- 
dily   bear    testimony ;     yet,    if    I   were 
required  to  *'  march  though   Coventry" 
iwith  such  a  troop  as  ho  iras  to  follow  him, 
I  should  be  very  sorry  to  give  the  Church 
so  bad   a  chance   of  enlisting  champions 
for  its  cause.     It  is  said,  however,  that 
these  Corporations  cannot  be  established 
without  great  practical  danger  and  conti. 
nued  agitation ;  and  the  name  and  power 
of  Uie  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  KIN 
kenny  have  been  certainly  resorted  to  in 
reference  to  this  point :  and  it  is  said  that 
the  Oovernment  have  made  that  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  a  powerful  man.     But 
1  will  contend,   that  they  who  use  this 
line  of  argument  make  him  much  stronger 
than  he  otherwise  would  be.    The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  has  only  to  direct 
a  single  casual  observation  to  the  notice 
of  the  House,  and  there  is  not  an  hon. 
Gentleman  on  the  opposite  side  whodoesnot 
feel  himself  immediately  bound  to  vote  in 
opposition  to  him.  It  is  urged  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny  has  said , 
**  Give  me  Irish  Corporations,  and  I  will 
achieve  all  the  rest  **     Hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  refuse  to  do  this;  and  they  thereby 
enaJile  him  to  say,  in  every  place  entitled 
to  a  Corporation,  ''  I  did  my  best  to  give 
you  Mtinieipal  rights  in  every  part  of  the 
country,  but  hon.  Gentlemen  who  usually 
sii  opposite  to  me  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons refused  to  give  you  this  advantage." 
By  this  course  of  proceeding,  I  am  pre* 
pared  to  show  that  you  give  to  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  a  greater  lever  on 
ihe  public  mind  than  he  ever  had  before, 
or  eould  have  in  the  Corporations  which 
this  Bill  goes  to  establish.     The  effect  of 
this  Bill  will  be  to  engender  in  the  minds 
of  the  Irish  people  a  greater  disposition  to 
look  into  local  concerns,  without  regarding 
the  speeches  of  hon.  Alembers  on  either 
side  of  the   House ;  a  disposition  which 
our  long  sustained  and  corrupt  system  of 
governing  Ireland   has  so  much  discou- 
rsged,  to  ihe    infinite    mischief   of  that 
country.     The  argument   which    was  so 
wstt  raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Lis* 


keard,  on  a  former  occasion,  was,  that 
the  general  principle  of  this  kind  of  mea- 
sure was  good,  but  that  it  was  absolutely 
irresistible  as  applied  to  Ireland.  We 
are  teaching  them  now,  by  our  own  ei« 
ample,  that,  carried  out  into  execution, 
it  must  be  of  the  utmost  possible  benefit 
to  that  country.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  spoke  first  in  (he  debate,  and 
whose  speech  has  since  been  alluded  to 
as  if  he  had  moved  an  amendment,  though 
that,  in  point  of  fact,  was  not  the  case, 
has  referred  to  the  reasons  advanced  by 
the  House  of  Lords,  during  (he  last  Ses- 
sion of  Parliament,  for  adhering  to  the 
amendments  they  had  made  in  th«  Bill 
then  sent  up  to  them.  The  reason  parti- 
cularly referred  to  was  this: — 

The  T/ords  still  entertain  the  hope  that  the 
two  Houses  of  Parliament  may,  at  no  distant 
ttme,  devise  such  measures  of  Reform  in  the 
adroinistratioD  of  local  affairs  as  may  give  real 
contentment,  by  effecting  real  improvement, 
b^  promoting  social  and  religious  peace  in  the 
cities  and  towns  In  Ireland. 

Now  if  the  Lords  really  entertained  tha 
hope  eipreased  by  them  in  that  reason,  do 
not  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  see  that,  by. 
their  endeavours  to  defeat  the  Bill  now 
before  them,  they  are,  in  point  of  facf,  de** 
priving  their  Lordships  of  the  opportunity 
of  adopting  a  measure  which  would  have 
the  effect  of  realising  their  thus  avowed 
expectations?  Before  I  coiiclude,  it  is 
impossible  that  I  should  not  refer  to 
something  which  has  recently  ap|)eared 
in  a  public  print,  namely,  a  declaration 
coming  from  an  old  friend  of  theirs, 
stating  the  true  principles  on  which  tlie 
present  Bill  is  framed,  the  true  principles 
on  which  it  is  sup|)orted,  and  the  tree 
principles  upon  which,  I  will  venture  to 
say,  it  iviil  sooner  or  later  be  carried  into 
a  law.  The  statement  to  which  I  allude ' 
has  been  attributed  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Derbyshire  (Sir  George  Crewe);  it 
has  appeared  in  several  of  the  public 
prints,  and  I  do  not  find  that  the  hon. 
Baronet  has  ^ver  subsequently  disowned 
it.  it  is.  contained  in  an  address  to  the 
constituency  of  Derbyshire.  To  that  ad- 
dress, let  me  entreat  the  earnest  and 
serious  attention  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  before  they  give  (heir  vole  Utis 
night  for  the  absolute  rejection  of  tlie  Bill. 
It  is  in  the  following  terms  :— - 

I  cotiYd  not  reconcile  the  plan  proposed'  hy 
the  pnrty  wiiti  which  1  have  the  honour  gener- 
ally 10  act  with  my  own  interests,  either  as  lo 


991       Mmicipal  Corporations      {COMMONS} 


(Ireland). 


993 


the  justice  or  policy  of  refasing  the  demand  of 
Ireland  to  receive  an  equal  participation  in 
civil  rights  and  privileges,  which  has  been 
fully  granted  to  England  and  Scotland.  As 
upon  the  result  the  present  Government  had 
voluntarily  staked  their  existence  as  Ministers 
of  the  Crown,  I  felt  there  was  the  more  urgent 
need  for  me  to  be  jealous  of  my  own  chaiacter, 
in  fulfilling  stoutly  the  only  pledge  I  ever 
made  to  the  public  at  my  election. 

Nowy  Sir,  I  ask  the  hen.  Gentlemen  who 
are  about  to  vote  against  the  Bill,  whether 
they  can  reconcile  that  vote  with  a  sense 
of  what  is  due  either  to  justice  or  to  sound 
policy  ?  Is  it  just  or  politic  to  refuse  to 
Ireland  those  claims  which  have  already 
been  proved  to  be  just  and  fair,  by  their 
being  conceded  to  other  parts  of  the 
empire?  I  know  that  many  Gentlemen 
diner  from  the  Government  upon  the 
question  of  the  Established  Church  ;  that 
a  strong  difference  of  opinion  on  that 
subject  exists  among  different  classes  in 
this  country.  There  let  them  take  their 
stand;  but  here,  where  the  Church 
question  does  not  enter,  except  where  it 
is  forced,  with  the  view  of  gaining  the 
votes  of  an  hon.  Gentleman  in  aid  of  a 
bad  cause,  I  do'  ask  the  House  to  give  its 
support,  and  to  declare  that  the  Irishmen, 
on  whom  many  Parliamentary  rights  have 
of  late  years  been  conferred,  should  not 
be  deprived  of  those  local  and  municipal 
rights  to  which  the  rest  of  the  empire  has 
been  admitted.  Let  it  not  be  said  to  the 
people  of  Ireland,  "  We  have  given  you 
the  greater  right,  but  will  continue  to 
refuse  to  you  the  less."  I  may  venture, 
perhaps,  for  one  moment,  to  speak  to  the 
House  in  the  capacity  of  a  witness.  I 
am  an  old  municipal  reformer ;  I  am,  in 
fact,  the  first  person,  connected  with  Ire- 
land, who  ventured  a  struggle  with  the 
old  corporations  of  that  country;  I  took 
up  the  quarrel  as  a  young  man  and  con- 
ducted it,  perhaps,  with  something  of  the 
over-excitement  of  a  young  man ;  but  I 
fought  the  battle  unaided,  and  I  was  stout 
enough  to  conquer.  The  corporation  to 
which  I  allude  was  that  [of  the  city  of 
Limerick,  with  respect  to  which  I  applied 
to  Parliament,  (I  gave  up  five  years  of  my 
time  to  Uie  attainment  of  my  object,)  not 
merely  for  an  authorized  statement  of  the 
result  of  a  contested  election,  but  also  for 
a  remedial  measure  of  legislation,  em- 
bracing a  law  for  extension  of  the  fran* 
chise*  A  Bill  was  accordingly  introduced 
and  carried,  in  spite  of  all  the  opposition 
ofieied  to  its  progress  by  a  strong  party 


in  this  House.  But  what  was  the  cha* 
racter  of  evidence  given  before  the  Com« 
mittee  who  sat  upon  that  Bill  ?  I  speak 
in  the  presence  of  several  Gentlemen  who 
attended  upon  the  Committee,  and  who 
will  be  able  to  bear  testimony  to  the  cor- 
rectness of  my  statement.  The  greater 
part  of  the  evidence  went  to  this:— "If 
you  carry  this  Bill — if  you  open  the  cor- 
poration —  above  all,  if  you  admit  the 
Roman  Catholics  to  the  municipal  fran- 
chise— ^if  you  allow  large  meetings  of 
mixed  bodies  of  the  citizens,  the  peace  of 
the  town  cannot  be  maintained — the  laws 
cannot  be  administered.**  Old  magistrates 
were  presented  before  the  Committee  to 
prove  these  facts;  and  even  military 
officers,  who  had  served  in  Ireland,  were 
called  to  show  that,  if  these  extended 
privileges  were  granted  to  the  city,  the 
whole  body  of  troops  employed  in  that 
part  of  the  kingdom  would  be  insufficient 
to  maintain  the  peace  and  secure  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  law.  But  the  Bill 
passed  into  a  law,  notwithstanding  all  the 
heavy  denunciations  which  were  heaped 
upon  It,  in  its  progress ;  notwithstanding 
the  powerful  hostility  of  its  eloquent  op- 
ponents, the  learned  Members  for  Hunt- 
ingdon and  Exeter.  And  what  was  the 
result  ?  What  has  been  the  state  of  the 
city  of  Limerick  since  the  passing  of  that 
measure  ef  extensive  municipal  reform  ? 
Compared  with  what  it  was  before,  it  is 
now  in  the  happiest  and  most  flourishing 
condition.  In  place  of  all  the  disturl^ 
ances — all  the  turmoil — all  the  excite- 
ment and  exasperation  that  formerly  ex- 
isted, with  regard  to  the  whole  details  of 
its  internal  government,  the  complaint  at 
the  present  moment  is  of  a  very  opposite 
description ;  and  the  only  difficulty  ex- 
perienced is  that  of  finding  persons  suffi- 
ciently interested  in  the  local  affairs  of  the 
city  to  undertake  the  duties  of  corporate 
councillors  and  officers.  Now  if  I  can 
show  one  single  example  of  the  complete 
success  of  the  experiment  of  municipal 
Reform  in  one  of  the  largest  cities  in  Ire* 
land — an  example  beyond  all  doubt  or 
gainsaying,  it  is  worth  a  thousand  of  such 
arguments  as  have  been  advanced  by  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  Let  it  be  re- 
membered that  the  system  of  municipal 
corporations,  with  whatever  vices  and  de* 
ficiencies  accompanied,  has  long  been 
known  in  Ireland.  Why,  then,  should  you 
hesitate  to  confide  to  the  people  those  in. 
stitutionS;  under  a  Reformed  system,  the 
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excellence  of  which  you  admit  in  their 
application  to  all  other  parts  of  the  United 
kingdom?  The  Irish  have  endured  the 
tyranny  of  Cromwell ;  they  have  suffered 
nnder  the  arbitrary  oppressions  of  Lord 
Strafford.  Do  not  put  upon  them  the 
needless  insult  of  withholding  from  them 
a  benefit  to  which  they  are  so  well  entitled. 
I  regret  that  I  have  been  compelled  at 
this  time  of  the  night  to  occupy  so  much 
of  the  time  of  the  House;  but  again  I  say 
to  the  friends  who  uniformly  support  the 
measure,  "  Let  us  stand  firm  to  the 
measure  we  have  supported — let  us  acquire 
a  new  confidence  when  we  find  that  the 
grounds  of  opposition  now  taken  by  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  oppose  us  are  only 
grounds  laid  for  their  own  future  support 
of  the  measure.''  To  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  I  will  again  say,  "  Hesitate  before 
you  give  a  decided  negative  to  the  measure 
now ;  when  you  must  know,  endeavour  to 
disguise  it  from  your  own  conscience  as 
you  will,  that  a  proposition  constantly 
supported,  as  this  has  been,  by  majorities 
of  the  House  of  Commons  ranging  from 
sixty  to  seventy,  must  ultimately  be 
carried."  You  are  arrayed  on  the  other 
side  against  us,  to-night,  but  the  time  is 
coming  when  we  shall  see  you  our  sup- 
porters. 

Mr.  Shaw  said,  he  would  not  at  that 
late  hour  attempt  to  follow  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  through  bis  lengthened  speech ; 
he  knew  the  House  and  the  subject  were 
exhausted.  He  was  conscious,  too,  how 
frequently  during  the  progress  of  the  mea- 
sure he  had  trespassed  on  the  attention  of 
the  House,  and  he  was  reluctant  to  trou- 
ble them  at  all  on  that  occasion ;  he  would 
do  so  as  briefly  as  possible,  in  answer  to 
some  of  the  observations  which  had  fallen 
froin  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite. 
He  could  not,  however,  but  think  that  the 
real  bearings  of  the  measure  were  not  yet 
understood,  and  that  the  House  and  the. 
country  (he  particularly  meant  England) 
were  still  unaware  of  the  precise  character 
either  of  the  proposed  Bill,  or  of  the  na- 
ture and  limited  extent  of  the  opposition 
which  was  offered  to  it.  First,  he  must 
advert  to  the  fallacy  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman^that  those  who,  on  that  side 
of  the  House,  admitted  that  the  ancient 
Corporations  should  be  abolished,  were,  on 
that  account,  bound  to  support  the  third 
readmgof  the  present  Bill.  No;  it  was 
they  who  had  offered  the  alternative,  and 
the  Government,  who,  if  they  had  desired 
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to  abolish  the  existing  Corporations,  were 
bound  to  have  adopted  that  branch  of  it| 
by  dividing  the  Bill,  and  agreeing  to  tho 
part  in  which  his  side  of  the  House  coit-» 
curred.  But  surely  it  was  erroneous  rea-* 
soning  to  say,  that  because  they  werQ 
willing  to  remove  the  less  evil  of  excluf 
siveness  even  from  the  hands  of  the  known 
friends  of  British  connexion  and  the  es« 
tablished  Church,  they  were  to  incur  the 
greater  evil  of  transferring  that  exclusive 
power  to  those  who,  as  had  been  said  by 
bis  hon.  Friend  the  member  for  Wenlock 
(Mr.  Gaskell),  were  notoriously  and  avow- 
edly the  enemies  of  both.  It  was  then 
said  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer),  as  well  aa 
by  the  Attorney- General  for  Ireland,  that 
the  objection  urged  to  the  passing  of  the 
Bill  was  the  fact  of  the  large  mass  of  the 
Irish  people  being  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
religion.  That  depended  upon  whether 
or  not  that  was  the  cause  of  another  fact 
which  was,  beyond  all  controversy-** 
namely,  that  the  people  of  Ireland  were 
divided  Into  two  great  contending  parties, 
marked,  no  doubt,  by  the  difference  of 
religion — but  still  taking  their  rise  from  a 
period  antecedent  to  the  distinction  be- 
tween Protestant  and  Roman  Catholic^ 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  historically 
incorrect  in  stating,  that  the  first  corpo- 
rate charter  was  granted  in  Ireland  in  the 
reign  of  King  John — it  was,  iii  fact,, 
granted  in  the  reign  of  Henry  2nd— though 
by  Prince  John,  then  Lord  of  Ireland* 
The  truth  was,  that  in  their  origin,  their 
purpose,  and  their  practice,  the  Corpora- 
tions of  England  and  Ireland  were  essen- 
tially different.  In  England,  during  the 
long  struggle  between  prerogative  and 
privilege,  and  the  arduous  contests  which 
engaged  the  attention  of  the  King,  the 
nobles  and  the  clergy,  the  townspeople 
were  gradually  accumulating  wealth  and 
acquiring  influence,  and  undoubtedly  their 
subsequent  incorporation  raised  a  new  ba- 
lance in  the  constitution,  and  served  to 
diffuse  freedom  and  independence  more 
generally  throughout  the  mass  of  the 
community— and  industry  increased,  and 
trade  and  commerce  flourished*  The 
principle  of  local  government  was  estab* 
iished  amongst  them.  In  England,  even^ 
the  danger  will  scarcely  now  be  said  to  lie 
on  the  side  of  the  privileged  classes. 
But  in  Ireland,  the  whole  origin  and  ob- 
ject of  Corporations  were  entirely  different. 
There,  from  the  earliest  grants  of  Henry 
2K 
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Slid  to  "  hif  mva  of  BriitoC  nmnicipal 
iDStitutioDt  were  established  in  the  natore 
0f  garrisons  in  a  hostile  country — ex« 
pfsesely  for  the  defence  of  the  English 
pale.  They  were  continually  occupied  in 
warfare — military  services  were  the  consi- 
deration of  the  charters  and  patents 
granted  to  them.  These  were  full  of  ac* 
knowledgments,  not  of  their  improvement 
in  trade  or  the  performance  of  corporate 
dttties,  but  of  their  faithful  allegiance, 
flEnd  the  blood  and  treasure  they  had  ex- 
pended in  defence  of  the  British  Crown 
and  Government;  and  to  this  day  the 
legal  title  of  the  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin 
was  Admiral  of  the  Port  and  Military 
Governor  of  the  City.  In  the  same  spirit 
of  the  reformation,  new  corporations  were 
granted,  and  charters  passed  for  the  ex- 
press purpose  of  maintaining  and  en- 
couraging the  Protestant  religion,  thus 
SBperadding  a  difference  of  religious  faith 
to  the  previously,  existing  distinction  of  a 
different  descent  from  that  period  to  the 
present.  The  Irish  Corporations  had  been 
regarded  by  both  parttea  in  the  light  of 
engines  for  political  and  religious  purposes 
alone;  and  other  functionaries  had,  in 
almost  every  case,  discharged  the  ordinary 
corporate  duties  of  local  management, 
such  as  paving,  lighting,  watching,  and  so 
forth.  It  was  in  the  hands  of  those  ex- 
isting boards  and  commissioners  that  he 
desired*  to  leave  those  functions,  at  all 
events,  for  the  present.  He  and  his 
friends  were  willing  to  surrender  those 
exclusive  political  and  religious  privileges 
to  the  charge  of  which  had  been  set  down 
so  much  of  animosity  and  ill-will;  but 
they  said,  at  least,  allow  time  to  obliterate 
those  recollections.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman bad  referred  to  the  part  he  had 
taken  personally  with  regard  to  the  aboli- 
tion of  the  existing  Corporations,  and  he 
might  be  permitted  to  say,  that  it  was  an 
easy  matter  for  those  who  possessed  their 
confidence,  to  induce  the  old  Corporations 
to  forego  their  ancient  rights,  and  to  sur- 
render those  customs  and  privileges  to 
which  their  ancestors  and  themselves  had 
for  ages  been  accustomed ;  but  it  wou  d 
be  contrary  to  all  reason  and  common 
sense  to  expect  that  they  could  patiently, 
or  without  the  most  rankling  irritation, 
see  them  made  over  to  a  rival  party. 
They  desired  no  terms  but  those  of  perfect 
equality.  Provide  for  all  corporate  purposes, 
and  ihcn,  as  under  the  9th  George  4lh, 
they  would  not  object  to  a  considerable  I 


popular  control.  Let  jastice  be .  equally 
and  impartially  administered  by  officers 
appointed  by  the  Crown.  Let  tolls  be 
abolished,  and  such  property  as  remains 
be  applied  to  all  the  inhabitants  of  each 
locality.  Under  these  circumstances,  we 
are  told  that  Ireland  is  insulted  and  de- 
graded by  the  proposition  to  abolish  the 
existing  Corporations,  and  not  for  the 
present  to  erect  new  ones  in  their  stead. 
Now  be  it  recollected,  we  have  never  con- 
tended that  a  time  may  not  come,  as  was 
said  by  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Stanley) 
that  night,  when  under  different  circum- 
stances, and  when  a  period  shall  have 
elapsed  sufficient  to  have  softened  or  re- 
moved the  personal,  political,  and  religious 
animosities  now  in  the  minds  of  both 
parties -— connected  with  not  only  the 
nature,  but  the  name  of  the  existing 
Corporations,  there  is  nothing  to  prevent 
charters  being  granted  to  such  cities  or 
towns  as  may  desire  them  at  any  future 
time.  The  trifling  property  they  possess 
was  to  be  preserved  for  strictly  local  pur- 
poses, and  it  would  be  as  easy,  at  any 
time  hereafter  as  at  present,  to  confer^  t^ 
Act  of  Parliament,  the  power  of  local 
taxation,  if  that  should  be  deemed  desir« 
able ;  they  objected  to  a  transition  so 
sudden,  so  rapid,  and  so  violent,  that  it. 
could  not  but  be  dangerous.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Sergeant  Woulfe) 
had  accused  his  (Mr.  Shaw's)  side  of  lbs 
House,  of  having  raised  the  cry,  in  con- 
nexion with  the  present  question  of  the 
Church  being  in  danger.  He  denied  that 
they  had  raised  any  such  cry  ;  but  if  they 
had,  they  would  have  been  justified.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  his  colleagues, 
had  done  all  in  their  power  to  bring  the 
Church  into  danger.  The  very  mea- 
sure had  l)een  described  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Kilkenny  as  only 
an  iftstalmenr,  and  he  accepted  it  only  as 
a  means  of  getting  more.  The  Ministers 
were  willing  to  give  such  measures  as  were 
injurious  to  the  Church  of  Ireland,  while 
they  delayed  and  kept  back  all  measures 
of  substantial  practical  relief.  To  such 
measures  he  and  his  Friends  were  always 
ready  to  give  their  best  and  unbiassed 
attention — he  meant  such  niMumres  as 
those  for  the  settlement  of  the  tithe 
question,  for  the  relief  of  the  destitute 
poor,  for  the  development  of  the  internal 
resources  of  the  country,  or  any  other 
measures  not  intended  to  serve  a  mere 
party  purpose,  but  such  as  were  really. 
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calcalnted  to  promote  the  permanent  peace 
and  prosperity  of  that  apparently  ill-fated 
portion  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

Mr.  Brotherton  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate. 

The  House  divided— Ayes  286 ;  Noes 
232 ;  Majority  54. 

Debate  adjourned. 
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Lvgon,  hon.  Gen. 
l^ackinnon,  W.  A. 
Maclean,  Donald 
Mahon,  Viscount 
Manners,  Lord  C.  S. 
Martin,  J. 
Mathew,  G.  B. 


Mftunsell,  T.  P.* 
Maxwell,  H. 
Meynell,  Captain 
Miles,  WilUam 
Miles,  P.  J. 
Miller,  Wra.  Henry  • 
Mordaunt,  Sir  J. 
Morgan,  C.  M.  R. 
Neeld,  J. 
Neeld,  John 
Nicholl,  Dr. 
Norreys,  Lord 
ONeil,  hon.  J.  B.  R. 
Ossnlston,  Lord 
Owen,  Sir  J, 
Owen,  H.  O. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Palmer,  R. 
Palmer,  G. 
Parker,  M. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  W.Y. 
Pemberton,T. 
Perceval,  Colonel 
Pigot,  R. 
Pollen,  Sir  J.  W. 
PoUington,  Viscount 
Pollock,  iSir  F. 
Powell,  Colonel 
Praed,  W.  M. 
Price,  S.  G. 
Pringle,  A. 
Rae,  right  hon.  Sir  W* 
Reid,SirJ.R. 
Richards,  J. 
Richards,  R. 
Rickford,  W. 
Ross,  C. 
Russell,  Charles 
Ryle,  J. 
Sanderson,  R. 
Sand  on.  Viscount 
Scariett,  hon.  R. 
Scott,  Lord  J. 
Shaw,  right  hon.  F. 
Sheppard,  T. 
Shirley,  E.  J. 
Sibthorp,  Colonel 
Smith,  A. 
Smith,  T.  A. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Stanley,  £. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stewart,  J. 
Sturt,  II.  C. 
Tennent,  J.  E. 
Thomas,  Colonel 
Trench,  Sir  F. 
Trevor,  hon.  A. 
Twiss,  H. 
Tyrell,  Sir  J.  T. 
Vere,  Sir  C.  B. 
Verner,  Colonel 
Vesey,  hon.  T. 
Vivian,  J.  E. 
Vyvyan,  Sir  EL 
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Wall,  C.  B. 
Walpole,  Lord 
West,  J.  B. 
WeyUnd^  Major 
Whitmore,  T.  C. 
Wilbraham,  hon.  B. 
Wodeboase,  £. 
Wood,  Colonel  T. 


Woitley,  bon.  J*  S. 
Wyndham,  W. 
Yorke,  E.  T, 
Young,  J. 
Young,  Sir  W. 

TELLEHS. 

Fremaotle,  Sir  T. 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 


«I(»AX»MIWW»«»W»  K»«HWi 


HOUSE  OF  LORDS, 

Thursday,  April  11,  1837. 

MuicmB.1  BUli;  RbmI  »  flnt  dmet^Maiiae  Mutiny; 
Bdinbi^gh  Poltoe» 

Petltkmi  praMoted.  By  Lords  Rolls,  Asubuston*  and 
odier  Noble  Lomiw,  from  Hawkdmrdi,  Isle  of  Thsnet, 
and  other  places*  agidiMt  the  Abolitiao ;  and  by  Viiooant 
McLBOUiUfc,  the  Duke  of  CLBTBL4irOi  and  ottier  NoUe 
Lonoa,  from  Haddington  and  various  other  places,  for  the 
Abolition  of  ChuTdi*ratei.— By  Lord  SKSLMinsoALn, 
from  the  Medical  Protadon  and  Bolton-le-Moors,  for 
AlteratioQ  of  Poor-law  Amendment  Act  relating  to  the 
Rcmuncratian  of  Medical  Men  for  Attendance  on  the 


Oxford  and  Cambridge  Statutes.] 
The  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Oxford  and  Cambridge 
Statutes  Bill  having  been  read, 

The  Earl  of  Radnor  begged  to  apologize 
to  their  Lordships  for  occupying  so  much 
time  by  haYing  caused  the  several  peti- 
tions against  the  Bill,  the  second  reading 
of  which  he  was  about  to  move,  to  have 
been  read  at  length ;  but  he  had  done  so 
with  the  view  of  seeing  what  were  the 
grounds  upon  which  the  petitioners  ob- 
jected to  the  Bill.  He  was,  so  far  as  his 
own  feelings  were  concerned,  exceedingly 
glad  that  those  petitions  had  been  read, 
for  instead  of  furnishing  arguments  against, 
or  just  grounds  of  objection  to,  the  Bill, 
he  conceived  that  they  afforded  very  strong 
and  urgent  reasons  why  their  prayer  should 
not  be  complied  with,  and  why  their  Lord- 
ships shoulci  agree  to  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill.  In  the  last  petition  presented 
by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  opposite, 
from  the  College  of  Wadham,  the  peti- 
tioners stated  that,  besides  the  Bill  being 
unjust  and  arbitrary^  it  would  be  pecu- 
liarly oppressive  to  their  consciences, 
inasmuch  at  they  were  already  sworn  to 
obey  the  statute  of  the  founder,  and  none 
other.  Now,  such  of  their  Lordships  as 
might  not  be  aware  of  the  fact  would 
assuredly  be  surprised  when  he  informed 
them  that  not  very  many  years  ago  the 
members  of  that  college  did  not  consider 
it  a  matter  of  oppression  to  their  con- 
sciences to  disobey  the  statute  of  the 
founder.  Feeling  &e  irksomeness  of  the 
litoation  and  circmnstancee  in  which  that 


statute  had  placed  them,  they  applied  to 
Parliament  to  relieve  them  from  their  dif- 
ficulties, and  it  was  actually  under  a  new 
Act  of  Parliament  which  amounted  to  a 
new  foundation,  that  they  were  now  flou- 
rishing in  the  manner  described  in  the 
petition.     How,  then,  they  could  statef 
that  they  felt  themselves  bound  conscien« 
tiously  to  adhere  to  the  strict  letter  of  the 
original  statute  was  for  them,  not  him,  to 
explain.      He   thought  their    Lordships 
would  find  it  a  matter  of  very  great  diffi- 
culty to  decide  what  they  ought  to  do,  if 
they  deemed  it  necessary  to  act  upon  the 
petitions  which  had  been   that   evening 
presented.    In  some  of  these  petitions  it 
was    stated,  that    they  felt    themselves 
bound  by  a  solemn  oath  to  adhere  to  the 
original  statute — an.  oath  from  which  even 
the  visitor  could  not  release  them.     In  the 
petitions  from  New  College,  Oxford,  and 
King's  College,  Cambridge,  it  was  stated, 
that  if  the  visitor  made  any  alteration 
contrary  to  the  provisions  of  the  original 
statute,  they  were  bound  upon  oath  to 
disobey  it;    while  in  the  petitions  from 
Jesus,  Brazennose,  and  Oriel  Colleges, 
Oxford,  presented  by  the  right  rev.  Pre- 
late, it  was  stated,,  that  the  visitor  had  the 
power  to  alter  the  statute  to  meet  the 
difficulties  of  the  times.    Thus,  then,  they 
had  some  petitions  against  the  Bill,  on 
the  ground  that  the  members  of  the  Col- 
leges were  bound  by  oath  to  the  original 
statute ;  they  had  others  presented  a^inst 
it  upon  an  opposite  ground — namely,  that 
they  already  had  the  power  of  altering 
the   statute,   and   that   that  power   was 
vested  in  the  hands  of  the  visitor.    [A 
right  rev.  Prelate :  Not  the  visitors,  the 
masters  and  fellows.]      That  made  no 
difference  if  the  power  existed.       Both 
reasons,  it  was  obvious,  could' not  be  good 
against  the  Bill,  although,  in  his  opinion, 
they  might  both  be  advanced  in  favour  of 
it.     With  regard  to  the  statutes  of  the 
King's  College  and  other  colleges,  which 
were  200  or  300  years  old,  he  thought  it 
an  absolute  absurdity  to  say,  that  they 
should  not  be  altered  to  meet  the  difficul- 
ties and  altered  circumstances  of  the  tiroes. 
One  of  the  Universities  had  petitioned 
against  the  Bill,  and  the  other  had  not. 
The  University  of  Oxford  petitioned  against 
the  Bill  on  a  ground  which  appeared  to 
him  to  be  very  extraordinary ;  namely,  that 
these  colleges  were  public  branches  or 
members  of  the  university.    Now,  it  was 
mauifesti  that  they  were  no  soch  thing. 
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They  were  no  more  branchea  of  the  uni 
Yeraity  than  they  were  of  the  corporation 
of  Oxford.  The  university  existed  long 
before  the  corporation,  and  wa9  totally 
independent  of  it,  as  it  was  also  of  the 
colleges ;  and  if  the  object  of  this  Bill  was, 
^  it  was  nott  though  the  petitioners 
seemed  to  understand  it  to  be,  to  confiscate 
the  property  of  the  colleges,  it  would  not 
impair  Iho  uqiversity.  It  would  still  exi^t 
with  the  same  force,  and  the  charter  would 
have  the  same  force,  and  therefore  the 
university  would  not  be  at  all  affected  by 
anything  that  affected  the  colleges,  unless 
incidentally.  But  he  would  take  the 
statenient  as  brought  forward  by  the  uni- 
versities. The  universities  considered  these 
bodies  as  public  bodies,  but  the  petitioners 
stated  that  they  were  private  houses  or 
benefactions,  aad  that  they  were  altogether 
private.  In  this  they  were  perfectly  cor- 
rect as  to  those  foundations  being  private 
eleemosynary  foundations.  There  was  no 
doubt  of  this,  jand  the  university  had  no 
more  to  do  with  them  than  the  town- 
council.  They  might  petition  against  the 
Bill,  but  they  were  not  interested  in  it,  as 
the  Bill  did  not  affect  the  university.  It 
might  be  said  that  it  was  a  most  unjusti- 
fiable proceeding  to  interfere  wiib  these 
private  eleemosynary  foundations.  Betbre 
he  went  any  further,  he  must  say,  thot  he 
considered  that  a  very  unfortunate  statute 
which  had  been  passed  which  required 
that  every  member  of  the  university  should 
also  be  a  member  of  some  college.  The  col- 
leges thus,  as  far  as  the  right  to  interfere 
went,  were  taken  out  of  the  privileges  which, 
^s  private  houses,  they  would  possess.  The 
two  universities  had  an  entire  monopoly  of 
the  education  of  the  elei^y  of  the  Esta- 
blished Church,  and  almost  all  the  highest 
offices  in  the  Church.  There  were  large 
emolumeuta  which  oame  to  the  persons  who 
eiyoyed  this  monopoW,  and  the  situation 
was  one  of  so  much  consequence  and 
importance  to  the  country  in  general,  that 
they  could  hardly  in  such  a  case  look  upon 
it  as  a  priyate  establishment.  Many  of 
these  petitioners  statedi  that  the  allegations 
coutamed  iip  the  preamble  of  the  BUI  were 
not  true ;  that  they  had  not  mismanaged 
their  property,  nor  were  they  guilty  of  the 
other  cbargea  Itid  to  them  a  and  that  it 
was  not  neeessarv  that  the  provisions  of 
this  Bill  should  be  applied  to  them.  It 
waa  indubitably  true,,  that  many  of  the 
MtitioQers  bad  done  nothing  to  bring 
ihm  wMuo  the  •U»gatioiis  of  this  BUI; 


but  he  believed  he  should  only  fail  to  prove 
the  preamble  of  the  Bill,  because  he  had 
not  the  means  of  knowing  what  the  real 
facts  of  the  case  were.  As  far  as  he  knew, 
or  had  the  means  of  knowing,  he  must  say^ 
that  the  allegations  of  the  Bill  were  com- 
pletely  made  out.  But  be  believed  that 
some  of  the  colleges  were  even  sworn  to 
secrecy,  4ind  in  general  the  terms  of  the 
foundations  were  unknown  to  the  mem- 
bers of  the  colleges  themselves.  But  there 
were  two  colleges,  the  statutes  of  which 
had  been  published  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, twenty-eight  years  ago;  and  the 
examinations  of  their  statutes  would  make 
out  roost  completely  their  total  dereliction 
from  the  spirit  and  intention  of  the  foun- 
ders, and  the  violation  of  the  original 
statutes.  It  might  be  said,  that  it  was  not 
altogether  fair,  oecause  this  was  done  with 
respect  to  two  colleges,  to  bring  the  other 
colleges  under  the  operation  of  this  Act, 
because  of  the  improper  conduct  of  two 
colleges.  But  he  thought  he  had  a  right 
to  infer,  that  thfii  other  colleges  were 
guilty  of  much  the  same  faults.  In  every 
respect  in  which  he  could  trace  or  makft 
out  what  was  the  object  of  the  founders* 
he  found  the  other  colleges  to  be  perfectly 
the  same,  and  to  have  acted  in  unison  with 
the  two  colleges  he  should  mention.  These 
two  were  the  most  important  in  either  of 
the  two  universities^  they  were  the  col« 
leges  of  Trinity  and  of  St.  John,  Cam*- 
bridge ;  and  he  hoped  to  be  able  to  mako 
out,  to  the  satisfaction  of  their*  Lordships, 
that  these  two  colleges  had  departed  from 
the  spirit  of  the  originol  founders,  and 
from  the  intention  of  those  founders  aa 
expressed  in  their  wills,  and  that  they 
called  for  some  measure  of  correction.  He 
hoped  that  they  would  apply  to  the  other 
collegerthe  same  measure  of  correcticm,  if 
he  should  be  able  to  make  out  that  iha 
original  provisions  of  the  wills  and  the 
dispositions  of  the  founders  were  the  samo 
with  respect  to  them  as  to  the  other  eoU 
leges.  These  colleges  were  originally 
founded  for  the  benefit  of  poor  scholars, 
under  particular  circumstances  pointed 
out,  and  for  tha  purpose  stated.  In  every 
one  of  the  statutes  this  was  insisted  upon 
as  a  moat  material  provision.  The  words 
tnspat,  paiuperes^  e<  voMs  jMvpsrN,  warn 
repeated  ad  nauseam.  But  he  would  aak, 
was  this  the  class  of  persons  that  now 
derived  the  benefit  from  these  foundations  t 
In  some  of  the  modem  cotlegts,  for  ren^ 
lOBS  which  he  kMw  not,  ft  lort  of  taatnw 
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directed  to  be  applied,  so  that  do  person 
sliould  l>e  entitled  to  be  elected  wlio  was 
worth  5L  a-year;  and  io  some  other 
colleges  fellowships  were  made  vacant  on 
the  fellows  becoming  possessed  of  an  in- 
come of  10/.  But  these  rules  were  now 
completely  evaded.  He  was  ready  to 
admit  that  6L  in  these  tiroes  was  a  very 
different  sum  from  what  it  was  when  these 
rules  were  made,  and  so  far  he  was  willing 
to  make  a  fair  allowance,  but  the  manner 
in  which  the  statute  was  evaded  was  by 
selling  all  their  landed  property,  and  in- 
vesting the  proceeds  in  the  funds ;  it  being 
held  that  the  rules  did  not  apply  to  funded 
property.  There  were  many  reasons  to 
sImm?  that,  according  to  the  original  inten- 
tion of  the  founders,  the  individuals  bene- 
fiting vnder  their  wills  were  to  be  poor 
persons.  The  noble  Lord  referred  to  the 
regulation  of  All-Souls,  Sidney-Sussex, 
and  Merton  colleges,  to  prove  that  the 
original  intention  of  the  founders  was  for 
the  benefit  of  poor  persons.  There  was  a 
singular  occurrence  connected  with  Merton 
college,  Oxford,  where  there  was  a  regula- 
tion that  if  any  one  of  these  poor  men  fell 
sick,  so  that  he  should  not  be  able  to  pro- 
ceed .with  his  studies  for  one  year,  he 
should  be  removed  to  the  hospital  or  alms- 
houses of  Basingstoke.  And  the  provision 
of  these  fooadations  was,  that  the  fellows 
should  be  constantly  resident ;  and  if  these 
bouses  were  meant  as  places  where  these 
poor  persons  should  be  enabled  to  study, 
it  was  very  natural  that  they  should  be 
required  to  reside  there  constantly.  This 
rule  was  not  complied  with  now-a-days. 
Some  years  ago  a  right  rev.  Prelate  wrote 
a  work  against  the  piactice  of  fellows 
being  allowed  to  be  non-resident.  He 
stated,  that  only  one  sixth  of  the  whole 
number  of  fellows  was  resident.  The 
question  was,  not  whether  the  present 
mode  was  useful  or  convenient,  but  whe- 
ther it  was  not  a  deviation  from,  and  in- 
conaiatent  with,  the  origmal  intentions  of 
Ibe  founders.  For  instance,  the  original 
founder,  in  one  case,  built  rooms  for  forty 
fellowsj  whilst,  at  the  preaenttime,  there 
were  not  more  than  thirteen  or  fourteen 
fellows.  Out  of  this  number,  there  were 
(so  we  understood)  thirteen  honorary  fel- 
lows, and  one  who  was  a  Knight  Grand 
Cross  of  the  Gnelphic  Order,  who  was  at 
pteseiit  employed  on  a  special  embassy  to 
Oonstantiiiople.  In  Tcinity  College,  he 
believed  not  one-fourth  of  the  number  of 

Miowf  WM  veatd»oty  and  8Q»e  of  them 


were  in  situations  which  were  totally  in- 
consistent with  their  fellowships:  for  in- 
stance, one  was  head  master  of  a  school 
at  Wakefield,  another  held  the  same  situa- 
tion at  Leicester,  and  various  others  were 
similarly  engaged.  He  was  not  about  to 
discuss  whether  it  was  right  to  say  that 
they  should  be  resident  or  not ;  the  quta- 
tion  was,  whether  they  were  not  bound, 
in  compliance  with  the  will  of  the  found- 
ers, to  reside  if  the  founders  expressly 
directed  that  they  should  reside.  It 
appeared,  that  a  senior  fellow  of  Mertoa 
College  was  at  this  moment  a  lieutenant- 
general  in  bis  Majesty's  service ;  and  that 
a  senior  fellow  of  Brasenose  College  held 
a  stall  in  Hereford  cathedral,  held  three 
livings  in  the  same  diocese,  which  returned 
lum  1,100/.  a  year,  and  had  a  cure  of 
3,000  souls,  while  he  was  himself  resident 
in  Paris. 

The  Bishop  of  Hereford:  He  holds 
only  two  livings* 

The  Earl  of  Radnor :  Upon  referring  to 
the  book,  I  find  that  he  holds  three  livings. 

The  Bishop  of  Hereford :  Two  of  those 
which  appear  to  be  separate,  in  conse- 
quence of  their  being  two  separate  curates^ 
constitute  but  one  benefice. 

Tlie  Earl  of  RadnoTf  in  oontinuatioo* 
observed  that,  at  all  events,  the  continued 
residence  of  this  gentleman  in  Paris  could 
not  be  justified.  With  respect  to  "  do- 
mestic superintendence,"  he  observed  that, 
although  the  fellows  and  masters  derived 
from  the  difierent  university  establishments 
very  large  funds  to  be  applied  to  the  tui- 
tion and  domestic  superintendence  of 
pupils,  their  doors  were  open  to  the  recep- 
tion of  such  pupils  only  nominally,  and 
without  any  beneficial  effect*  So  litUe 
was  the  master  really  attended  to  at  pre- 
sent, that,  wherever  a  sincere  desire  existed 
on  the  part  of  a  young  man,  practically  to 
reap  the  benefit  of  an  university  ednoe- 
tion,  the  services  of  a  private  tutor  must 
be  secured.  At  Trinity  College,  Cam- 
bridge, the  sum  paid  annually  to  public 
tutors  by  the  under-graduates  was  4,000/.^ 
and  the  sum  paid  to  private  tutors  was  not 
less  than  10,000/.  per  annum.  He  coo- 
tended,  that  the  system  which  at  present 
prevailed  in  this  respect,  was  in  down- 
right violation  of  tlie  original  statutes,  ea 
well  as  of  what  must  obviously  have  been 
the  intention  of  the  founders.  The  will 
of  the  founder  was  not  less  obstructed 
with  reference  to  tlie  distribution  of  the 
fuod«  set  apctrt  fyi  the  owoWmim*  of  the 
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fellows.     In  proportion  as  fbese  funds 
increased  in  amount,  the  intention  must 
bare  been  in  every  case,  that  the  number 
of  fellows  should  increase  in  the  same 
Mio.    Undoubtedly,  there  were  some  in. 
stances  in  which  the  will  of  the  founder 
was  in  this  matter  complied  with,  but  in 
Merton  College,  which  was  founded  600 
years  ago,  the  fellows  were  exactly  the 
same  in  number  as  at  the  period  of  its 
foundation,  although  their  revenues  had 
increased  most  considerably.      The  total 
Dumber  of  fellowships  had  increased,  but 
not  the  number  of  fellows  on  the  old 
foundation.  There  was  only  one  college,  as 
far  as  he  knew — the  Queen's  College,  Ox- 
'ibrd**-in  which  the  number  of  fellows  had 
increased,  the  number  at  the  foundation 
having  been  twelve,  and  the  present  num- 
ber  sixteen.      In    St    Catherine's-hall, 
Cambridge,  the  number  of  fellows  was, 
by  Royal  visitation,  doubled,  during  the 
reign  of  Edward  6th ;  but  no  increase  in 
the  number  had  since  taken  place.    Ano- 
ther ground  of  serious  complaint  was  the 
mal* distribution  of  these  funds,  the  senior 
fellows  engrossing  to  themselves  exactly 
double  the  amount  which  the  junior  fellows 
were  permitted  to  receive.     These  were 
matters  which  certainly  called  for  legisla- 
tive interference.     It  was  said,  that  Par- 
liament could  not  interfere,  that  it  never 
had  interfered,  with  eleemosynary  founda- 
tions.    Now,  it  so  happened,  that  there 
were  several  Acta  of  Parliament  interfer- 
ing with  institutions  of  this  description, 
and  one  in  particular,  which  was  passed 
not  long  since  for  the  regulation  of  cer- 
tain charitable  funds.    Who  could  dispute 
the  right  of  the  Legislature  to  interfere 
for  the  purpose  of  preventing  the  misappro- 
priation of  funds  amounting  (like  those 
of  the  two  Universities  of  Oxford  and 
Cambridge)    to    no    less    a    sum   than 
*200,000l.  per  annum  ?    There  was  ano- 
ther point  which  more  than  anything  else 
influenced  h|s  determination  to  submit  this 
'matter  to  the  consideration  of  their  Lord- 
ships' House.     This  was  the  very  serious 
matter  of  an  habitual  violation  of  oaths. 
The  petition  which  had  been  presented  in 
an  early  part  of  the  evening  from  St. 
John's  College,  Cambridge,  stated,  that 
the  Legislature  was  not  called  on  to  inter- 
fere, inasmuch  as  the  visitors  had  power 
to  correct  all  abuses.    Now,  it  so  happen- 
ed, that  this  was  contrary  to  the  Univer- 
sity statutes,  which  contained  a  positive 
'prohibition  of  any  change  being  introduced 


into  the  existing  regulations.     He  bad  a 
copy  of  a  book  published  150  years  since, 
by  an  individual  learned  in  the  law,  who 
had  had  a  dispute  with  a  master  of  Trinity 
College,  and  who  alleged,  and  proved  by 
a  reference  to  authorities,  that  every  one 
of  the  statutes  was  constantly  violated  in 
the  management  of  that  College.     The 
same  course  had  been  persevered  in  up  to 
the  present  period.     One  of  these  sta- 
tutes enacted,  that  no  conversation  shoaM 
be  held  in  the  College  except  in  the  Latin, 
Greek,  or  Hebrew  language.     To  change 
this  statute  might  be  very  proper,  but  so 
long  as  it  remained  unchanged,  could  it 
be  proper  to  swear  to   its  observance? 
Another  of  the  statutes  prescribed,  that  the 
nine  lecturers  should,  for  the  amusement  of 
the  College  youth,  enact  plays  in  the  Col* 
lege-hall  during  the  Christmas  holydayi, 
the  junior  fellows  two  by  two,  and  the 
senior  lecturer,  in   consequence   of   his 
greater  dignity,  singly.     At  present  there 
were  but  eight,  instead  of  nine,  lecturers  ; 
so  that  to  comply  with  this  statute  was  im- 
possible, although  they  swore  to  its  obser- 
vance. The  master  swore  that  he  would  see 
these  statutes  enforced,  and  that  he  would 
act  in   conformity  to  this  oath— M  VerS, 
sinceriy  et  sensu  grammaticoJ*    For  in- 
stance, the  master  swore  to  an  observance 
of  the  statutes.      The  statutes  required 
that  the  master  was  not  to  be  married. 
The  present  master  of  Trinity  College, 
Cambridge,  was  not  married,  he  was  a 
widower.     It  was  said,  that  there  were 
dispensations  granted  by  the  Crown.    He 
did  not  know  that  it  was  in  the  power  of 
the  Crown  to  grant  dispensations  for  the 
observance  of  oaths.      In  what  capacity 
could  the  Crown  grant  such  dispensations? 
Was  it  in  its  capacity  as  head  of  the 
State,  or  as  head  of  the  Church  ?    In 
another  case,  the  statute  required  that  the 
vice-master   should    be    a   bachelor    of 
divinity.    That  was  not  complied  with. 
The  noble  Lord  then  read  an  extract  from 
a  judgment  given  by  Lord  Eldon  in  1828, 
in  a  case  which  had  arisen  out  of  the  dis- 
puted appointment  of  a   bursar.     The 
passage  was  to  the  effect,  that  the  true 
and  obvious  meaning  of  the  statute  could 
not  be  sacrificed  to  considerations  of  con- 
venience; and  that  a  violation  of  the  sta- 
tute, in  its  obvious  meaning,  must  be  con- 
sidered as  substantially  violating  the  oath. 
The  noble  Lord  concluded  by  stating,  that 
his  Bill  proposed  to  provide  «  remedy  for 
the  two  evils  of  a  non«complianoe  with 
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the  intentiont  of  the  original  founders  of 
these  Colleges,  and  of  the  habitual  viola- 
tion of  oaths. 

He  moved  that  it  be  read  a  second  time. 

The  Bishop  of  Llandaff  trusted,  that 
the  view  which  he  took  of  the  solemn 
obligation  of  an  oath  was  quite  as  serious 
as  that  which  had  been  taken  by  the  noble 
Lord.  He  could  not,  at  the  same  time, 
forget  Uiat  the  meaning  of  oaths  differed 
(as  all  rational  men  must  admit)  according 
to  the  terms  in  which  they  were  couched, 
and  that  some  oaths,  as  the  form  in  which 
they  were  worded  implied,  were  to  be  in- 
terpreted according  to  the  true  tenour  and 
spirit  of  the  statute,  and  according  to  what 
the  party  swearing  believed  in  his  con- 
science  to  be  the  real  intention  of  its  fra- 
mers,  who,  living  at  a  remote  period,  had 
often  ignorantly  prescribed  minute  details, 
the  literal  observance  of  which,  under  the 
altered  circumstances  of  the  times,  would 
positively  defeat  their  own  purpose.  He 
verily  believed,  that  in  most  instances  these 
statutes  had  been  departed  from,  from  an 
anxious  desire  to  carry  into  effect  the  gen- 
uine designs  of  the  founders.  At  all 
events,  he  knew  that  these  were  the  mo- 
tives which  were  in  force  during  the  period 
of  his  connexion  with  Oxford  University ; 
and  that  in  the  deviations  with  which  he 
was  identified^  he  had  always  kept  in 
view  the  intentions  of  the  founders.  He 
had  ever  figured  to  himself  what  would  be 
the  sentiments  of  the  founders  if  they  still 
remained  alive,  and  looked  to  the  benefits 
which  must  necessarily  accrue  from  a  de- 
parture from  the  letter  of  the  statute,  and 
from  the  better  adaptation  of  its  provisions 
to  the  altered  state  of  society.  Such  were 
the  feelings  which  operated  in  the  minds 
of  those  who  enjoyed  power  at  the  unrver- 
sities;  and  if  any  comment  at  all  were 
made  upon  this  subject,  it  should  rather  be 
in  the  riiape  of  commendation  than  cen- 
sure* In  the  preamble  of  the  noble  Earl's 
BUI  it  was  set  forth,  that  the  colleges  were 
"  possessed  of  great  funds  to  provide  for 
the  education  of  poor  and  indigent  per* 
sons."  He  really  thought  that  the  noble 
Earl  had  here  evinced  a  misconception 
of  the  intentions  of  the  founders.  Though 
the  collegiate  funds  were  technically  called 
^*  eleemosynary,''  they  were  totally  distin- 
guished from  the  funds  of  almshouses  and 
other  similar  institutions.  The  common 
object  of  all  the  university  statutes  was 
to  provide  for  the  careful  education  and 
mond  sttpemtendeooe  of  young  mea  for 


the  service  of  God  in  the  church.  Ilia 
noble  Lord  had  said,  that  a  shilling  a  week 
had  been  stated  in  the  original  statute  as 
an  ample  provision  for  the  maintenance  of 
these  young  men,  and  that  sum  had  in 
modern  times  been  vastly  exceeded.  Now 
it  was  quite  evident  that  this  excess  was 
essentially  necessary,  in  order  to  provide 
a  decent  maintenance  for  those  who,  with- 
out this  aid,  could  not  maintain  themselves 
comfortably  in  literary  pursuits.  With  re- 
gard to  the  question  of  residence,  it  was 
well  known  to  be  better  for  the  world 
generally,  and  more  conformable  to  the  in- 
tentions of  the  founders,  that  a  literal 
adhesion  to  the  statute  in  this  respect 
should  not  be  required.  If  there  were 
any  point  in  which  he  could  say  that  he 
agreed  with  the  noble  Earl,  it  would  be 
in  that  of  joining  him  in  recommending  an 
inquiry  from  which  might  be  expected  to 
result  a  statement  of  the  names  of  those 
members  of  universities  who  did  not  re- 
side in  their  colleges,  yet  kept  rooms,  and 
whether  those  rooms  were  now  open  for 
the  reception  of  any  other  students  who 
might  be  willing  to  avail  themselves  of  the 
intention  of  the  founder.  In  the  course 
of  the  speech  of  the  noble  Earl,  and  more 
particularly  in  the  course  of  the  remarks 
which  he  made  upon  the  various  petitions 
which  had  been  presented,  he  appeared  to 
triumph  in  what  he  considered  to  be  in- 
consistencies in  those  petitions — not  any 
inconsistency  between  different  portions  of 
the  same  petition,  but  alleged  inconsis- 
tencies as  between  the  several  petitions- 
contradictions  of  each  other.  He  con- 
fessed it  did  surprise  him  to  hear  such  an 
observation  come  from  the  noble  Earl ;  for 
what  was  more  natural  than  that  each  class 
of  petitioners  should  view  the  question  as 
it  applied  to  his  own  case  ?  The  noble 
Earl  had  dealt  in  many  allegations,  but  he 
had  brought  forward  none — at  least  he  had 
not  succeeded  in  establishing  any  suffi- 
cient to  entitle  him  to  call  upon  bodies 
such  as  colleges  to  produce  their  title-deeds, 
to  bring  forward  their  Statutes,  to  lay 
before  a  commission  their  private  regula- 
tions, and  subject  themselves  in  all  thin^ 
to  the  dictation  of  an  authority  so  consti- 
tuted. A  proceeding  of  that  nature  as  it 
appeared  to  him,  ought  to  be  preceded  at 
least  by  an  inquiry  instituted  before  a  Com- 
mittee of  that  House.  A  commission  such 
as  the  noble  Earl  contemplated  was 
usually  preceded  by  a  measure  of  that 
sort*    It  was  also  material  that  the  House 
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should  not  sanction  anything  that  bore 
the  appearance  of  an  ititentioD  to  inflict 
an  indignity  upon  the  universities  of  this 
country ;  and  beshould  certainly  say,  ihatto 
treat  them  in  the  manner  proposed  by  the 
noUe  Lord  would  be  nothing  short  of  say- 
ing that  they  ought  to  be  regarded  in  the 
light  of  mere  alms  houses-  It  was  not  so 
that  they  ought  to  be  viewed ;  they  were 
established  as  the  House  well  knew, 
amongst  other  purposes,  for  that  of  raising 
the  character  of  religion  in  England,  and 
for  creating  a  banier  against  the  military 
strength  of  the  Barons.  If  the  purpose  of 
the  noble  Eiirl  were  to  relieve  those  who 
have  the  government  of  universities  from 
the  pressure  of  such  existing  obligations  as 
they  could  not  otherwise  be  relieved  from, 
he  should  be  most  happy  to  co-operate 
with  the  noble  Earl  in  accomplishing  such 
purpose;  but  as  to  interference  in  the 
manner  proposed  by  the  Bill,  then  under 
their  Lordships'  consideration,  it  did  ap- 
pear to  him  unjust  and  inexpedient.  It 
did  appear  to.him,  also, exceedingly  unfair 
to  require  that  an  oath  imposed  by  the 
will  of  a  donor  five  centuries  ago  should  be 
defeated  in  its  intention  and  spirit  b^  en- 
forcing with  respect  to  it  a  literal  mter- 
pretation.  He  trusted,  be  need  hardly  say, 
that  he  entertained  as  high  a  sense  of  the 
obligation  of  an  oatb  as  any  man  could 
possibly  feel,  but  he  was  for  a  liberal  in- 
terpretation of  the  oaths  required  by  the 
statutes.  They  could  not  in  all  cases 
adhere  to  t^e  literal  interpretation  of  the 
passages  in  those  oaths;  but  they  should 
do  as  it  was  declared  in  a  statute  of  Ed- 
ward 2nd. :  where  changes  were  required 
that  could  not  be  foreseen  they  should 
make  such  changes  as  would  be  *'  ad  ooii- 
servaHanem  insiUuiionu"  for  the  purpose 
of  carrying  into  effect  the  institutions,  and 
in  accordance  with  the  object,  of  the 
founders.  He  hoped  tbe  noble  Early  would 
do  him  the  justice  to  b^^lieve  that  be  did 
not  wish  to  insinuate  that  he  could  be 
actuated  by  any  other  than  the  porest 
possible  motives,  but  he  certainly  must  be 
allowed  tosay,  that  tbe  noble  Earl  had  not 
well  considered  the  character  of  tbe  insti- 
tutions ibr  which  he  proposed  to  legislate ; 
still,  as  he  said  before,  if  the  object  could 
be  effected  with  less  apparent  violation  of 
Uiat  which  must  be  considered  the  rights  of 
the  colleges,  he  repeated,  that  tlie  noble 
Earl  shonld  have  his  support  The  right 
rev.Prelate  concluded  by  movingi  that  the 


Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that  day  six 
months. 

Lord  Holland  observed,  that  be  agreed 
in  much  that  had  fallen  from  the  right  rev. 
Prelate.  The  premises  of  the  right,  rev. 
and  learned  Prelate  were  excellent,  but 
they  were  in  direct  opposition  to  the  con- 
clusion to  which  he  had  come.  Every 
word  that  had  been  said  by  tbe  learoed 
and  right  rev.  Prelate  was  in  favour  of 
the  Bill  that  his  noble  Friend  had  intro* 
duced,  and  which  was  then  under  the  con- 
sideration of  their  Lordships.  He  agreed 
with  the  right  rev.  Prelate,  that  most 
persons  would  like  to  be  relieved  from  tbe 
ancient  statutes  under  which  those  col- 
leges were  founded.  He  was  sure  that 
what  the  right  rev.  Prelate  had  done  m 
connexion  with  the  Universities  was  in 
the  spirit  of  the  founders.  He  agreed, 
too,  with  the  right  rev.  Prelate,  that  as  to 
many  of  the  statutes,  and  many  of  the 
provisions,  it  would  be  wise,  it  would  be 
advantageous  to  the  public,  to  the 
colleges,  and  to  individuals,  that  they 
should  be  dispensed  with.  But  he  would 
ask,  what  was  the  object  of  this  Bill  ?  It 
was  to  dispense  with  that  by  law,  and 
without  any  violation  of  moral  duly  what- 
ever, which  was  now  dispensed  with  in  a 
way  that,  at  least,  gave  a  considerable 
handle  to  scand  1  and  to  roisrepresen- 
tation.  These  regulations  might  be  wrong, 
and  be  might  agree  with  tbe  right  rev. 
Prelate  that  the^  were ;  but  why  mainiarn 
a  statute  prescribing  them,  and  why  take 
an  oath  to  observe  them,  unless  it  was 
right  that  they  should  be  observed  and 
maintained  ?  It  appeared  to  him  that  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  did  not  disagree  much 
with  the  object  of  his  noUe  Friend,  but 
with  the  process  by  which  he  proposed  to 
effect  it.  The  rev.  and  learned  Lord 
seemed  to  think,  that  the  necessary  change 
ought  to  be  left  to  be  efl^ied  by  those 
persons  who,  as  he  said,  bad  taken  an 
oath  to  observe  the  contrary.  The  re?, 
and  learned  Lord  had  treated  the  propo- 
sition of  bis  noble  Friend  as  if  he  had 
proposed  the  appointment  of  a  commission 
agamst  the  heads  of  bouses,  and  against 
the  University  of  Oxford.  It  was  not  that, 
however*  There  existed  an  evil,  and  the 
question  was,  how  were  they  to  get  cid  of 
it  1  The  rev.  and  learned  Lord  said,  and 
he  thought  truly,  that  it  was  not  a  states* 
maa*like  way  to  view  tbe  oaths  to  give 
them  the  sestricted  interpretatioo  which 
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be  had  put  on  them.  In  agreeing,  how- 
ever, with  the  rev,  and  learned  Lord  in  this 
respect,  he  must  observe,  thai  the  rev.  and 
learned  Lord  had  not  shown  the  advan- 
tage of  keeping  these  oaths  in  their  present 
form.  He  would  ask,,  were  there  no  dis- 
advantages arising  from  them?  And  he 
would  put  it  to  the  consciences,  the  honor, 
and  the  good  feeling  of  the  noble  Lords 
around  him,  whether  if,  in  reference  to 
other  interests  than  those  of  a  college, 
and  in  another  place,  it  were  proposed  to 
maintain  an  oath  which  was  not  strictly 
observed,  they  would  not  have  abundant 
quotations  from  some  such  book  as  Dens's 
Theology — whether  they  would  not  bear 
of  the  Jesuitical  pretenoes  under  which 
the  sacred  obligations  of  an  oath  were 
dispensed  with,  and  of  the  subtle  and 
crafty  manner  in  which  certain  parties 
who  had  sworn  to  do  one  thing  pleaded 
thoir  right  to  do  another  ?  He  did  not 
think  that  such  a  charge  would  be  just 
against  such  individuals,  but  he  would 
recommend  tlie  members  of  the  colleges 
to  consider  in  what  way  these  questions 
were  met  when  it  was  thought  useful-^in 
what  way  they  were  met  by  those  very 
persons  who  now  said,  that  the  oaths  were 
inconvenient,  but  it  was  better  to  get  rid 
of  them  by  a  direct  or  an  indirect  viola- 
tion of  them  than  by  an  alteration  of  the 
oaths  tliemselves.  The  persona  who  op** 
posed  this  Bill  scented  to  him  to  place 
themselves  in  an  awkward  dilemma.  They 
stated  in  their  petitions  that  they  could 
not  allow  any  investigation-— that  they 
must  resist  any  innovation  of  the  existing 
system,  because  the  words  of  their  found^ 
and  the  words  of  the  statute  precluded 
them  from  consenting  to  it;  but  then, 
when  they  were  told  that  the  words  of 
their  founder,  that  the  words  of  their 
statutes,  and  that  the  words  of  their  oaths, 
called  on  them  to  do  certain  things  which 
they  neglected,  they  said,  "  Would  you 
wish  us  to  do  such  foolish  things  as  those  ? 
No,  we  aot  according  to  what  we  conceive 
to  be  the  spirit  of  the  founder ;  we  place 
ourselves  in  the  situation  in  which  the 
founder  would  be  were  he  present  to  con- 
sidef  himself  what  is  now  j^oing  on.**  He 
b^ged  to  ask  those  individuak»  did  they 
think,  if  the  founder  could  know  what  was 
the  present  situation  of  affairs,  and  could 
act  with  reference  to  it,  would  he  not 
petition  this  House  and  the  other  House 
of  Pailiameot  and  the  Crown  to  interfere, 
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tageous  to  the  University?  And  what 
would  they  do  but  that  which  the  Bill  of 
his  noble  Friend  proposed  ?  The  Bill  did 
not  charge  any  delinquencies,  it  did  not 
visit  with  any  punishment,  it  was  not  in 
the  nature  of  a  penal  enactment.  He  did 
not  understand  his  noble  Friend  to  go 
further  than  to  ask  for  a  Commission  to 
be  granted  to  inquire  into  the  circum- 
stances. That  there  was  scarcely  a  college 
that  had  not  departed  from  the  original 
statutes  would  not  admit  of  a  doubt* 
Were  there  not  provisions  for  mass  to  be 
said  for  the  departed  souls,  and  for  other 
observances  common  to  the  Roman  Ca* 
tholic  faith,  and  had  they  not  been  all 
departed  from?  On  what  authority  he 
would  ask  ?  [The  Bishop  of  LUmde^ffx 
The  law  of  the  land.]  That  was  just 
what  he  said,  and  what  he  wished  in  all 
cases  when  the  statutes  were  habitu  ay 
departed  from.  But  the  petitioners  from 
the  colleges  declared,  that  they  had  taken 
an  oath  which  they  must  adhere  to,  nor 
could  they  allow  any  authority  in  the  law 
of  the  land  to  dispense  with  that  oath. 
They  did  not  say  so  when  the  law  of  (he 
land  came  in  the  shape  of  Henry  8th. 
The  authority  then  was  too  formidable  to 
be  disputed.  But  where  the  law  of  the 
land  appeared  under  the  authority  oC 
the  King,  Lords,  and  Commons^  then 
forsooth,  was  trumped  up  this  extreme 
difficulty  that,  they  could  not  depart  from 
this  oath,  which  the  rev,  and  learned  Lord 
said  they  were  now  in  the  habit  of  dis- 
pensing with,  because  their  doing  so  was 
thought  to  be  advantageous  to  the  com- 
munity. 

The  Bishop  o{  Llandaff  would  gladly 
co-operate  with  the  noble  Lord  in  carrying 
a  measure  free  from  the  objections  which 
he  considered  attaching  to  this. 

Lord  Holland  wished  to  know  how 
the  rev.  and  learned  Lord  could  tell,  in 
the  event  of  this  Bill  becoming  law,  that 
the  Commissioners  in  their  Report  would 
not  continue  their  recommendations  to  the 
very  things  the  rev.  and  learned  Lord 
himself  approved.  If  the  truth  were  with 
the  rev.  and  learned  Lord,  and  the  Com* 
missioners  thought  it  was,  the  result 
would  be  that  his  suggestious  would  be 
acted  upon,  and  nothing  more  would  be 
done.  The  only  question  was,  whether 
there  was  the  power  to  do  what  was 
required  without  this  Bill.  If  there  were 
not — and  he  contended  th^re  was  not««> 
the  right  revt  Prelate  W9uld  be  Totiof 
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a^inst  his  own  propositions,  and  against 
his  own  wishes^  in  voting  against  this 
Bill. 

The  Bishop  of  Llandaff  explained. 
One  part  of  the  Bill  proposed  to  release 
the  members  of  Colleges  from  the  obser- 
▼ance  of  the  statutes  in  all  minute  par- 
ticulars. He  feared  that  the  measure 
would  not  tend  to  raise  the  character  of 
the  obligation  of  an  oath  throughout  the 
country  at  large.  The  objects  contem- 
plated could  be  fully  accomplished  without 
any  measure  of  this  kind.  The  measure 
which  was  now  proposed  as  a  measure  of 
relief  to  the  parties  was,  in  his  mind,  a 
Bill  of  pains  and  penalties. 

The  Marquess  of  Camden  opposed  the 
Bill  altogether.  It  was  unjust  to  the 
parties  most  interested.  The  preamble  of 
the  Bill  was  not  proved.  There  were  no 
facts  established  on  which  the  allegations 
in  that  preamble  could  be  founded,  and 
there  was  no  desire  for  this  measure  on  the 
part  of  the  Universities  themselves. 

The  Archbishop  of  Canterbury  felt  that 
he  would  be  wanting  in  his  duty  if  he 
suffered  the  attacks  which  had  been  made 
on  the  Universities  to  remain  unreplied  to. 
He  wished  to  prevent  an  opinion  from 
arising  discreditable  to  the  Universities,  as 
must  be  the  case  if  it  was  supposed,  from 
what  the  noble  Earl  had  stated  in  the  first 
instance,  that  there  existed  a  general  dis- 
obedience to  the  statutes  of  the  Colleges, 
and  that  this  was  accompanied  by  a  general 
disregard  of  the  oaths  taken  to  observe 
them.  He  must  confess  that  he  was  sur- 
prised at  the  tone  of  the  argument  used  by 
the  noble  Earl.  He  thought  that  the 
noble  Earl  attempted  to  show  that  these 
Universities,  which  were  the  pride  of  the 
country  and  the  admiration  of  the  world, 
had  ceased  to  fulBl  the  purposes  for  which 
they  were  originally  instituted,  and  that  it 
was  necessary  to  bring  forward  this 
measure.  This  was  exactly  set  forth  in 
the  preamble  of  the  Bill.  The  noble 
Baron  had  stated,  that  this  measure  merely 
proposed  an  inquiry  into  this  subject.  But 
surely  their  Lordships  knew  that  the 
visitors  of  Colleges  had  at  present  the 
power  to  make  this  inquiry,  and  surely  it 
could  not  be  doubted  but  that  they  were 
interested  in  any  improvements  that  they 
held  to  be  desirous  or  advantageous.  The 
visitors  and  the  heads  of  Colleges  had  full 

E»wer  to  remedy  any  abuses  that  existed, 
e  had  listened  with  particular  attention 
|o  what  the  noble  Earl  had  8tate4  with 


respect  to  the  preamble  of  the  Bill.  That 
preamble  contained  allegations  of  a  very 
serious  nature^  It  stated  that  whereas 
these  Universities  were  originally  estab- 
lished for  the  promotion  of  religion  and 
virtue,  and  the  encouragement  of  liberal 
arts,  &c.  Now  the  allegations  that  these 
Universities  had  departed  from  the  fulfil- 
ment of  those  original  purposes  ought  to 
be  proved.  But  what  did  the  noble  Earl 
confine  himself  to?  To  the  single  instance 
of  the  duty  of  Universities  to  provide  for 
the  education  of  indigent  persons.  Had 
it  been  shown  that  they  haa  failed  in  the 
promotion  of  religion  and  virtue,  or  that 
they  did  not  produce  many  eminent  per- 
sons both  in  Church  and  State?  But, 
with  respect  to  the  instance  to  which  the 
noble  Earl  had  particularly  directed  his 
argument,  namely,  the  education  of  the 
poor  and  indigent,  on  this  point  he  would 
refer  to  a  very  eminent  and  ancient  au- 
thority in  the  Romish  Church,  who  was 
held  in  high  repute  in  the  Ecclesiastical 
Colleges  in  most  of  the  continental  coun- 
tries, and  his  application  of  the  meaning 
of  this  provision  for  the  education  of  the 
indigent  was,  that  it  should  be  held  to  apply 
to  those  whose  parents,  taking  all  cir- 
cumstances into  consideration,  were  not 
equal  to  the  expense  of  maintaining  their 
sons  at  Colleges.  Now  that  was  the  in- 
terpretation that  was  put  upon  this  part  of 
the  ancient  statutes  in  all  the  Colleges  of 
either  of  the  Universities  with  which  he 
was  acquainted.  This  was  the  rule  on 
which  the  Universities  of  Cambridge  and 
Oxford  generally  acted.  He  had  the 
honour  to  be  visitor  of  Baliol  College,  and 
in  that  College  the  qualifications  for  a 
candidate  were  threefold.  They  provided 
that  the  qualifications  for  every  candidate 
should  4>e  learning,  good  morals,  and 
poverty,  and  supposing  candidates  to  be 
perfectly  equal  in  the  qualifications  of 
learning  and  morals,  they  then  gave  the 
preference  to  the  poorer  candidate.  The 
noble  Earl  had  alluded  to  another  College 
in  Oxford  which  had  a  foundation  sui 
generis*  He  was  not  competent  to  enter 
into  all  the  details  of  the  statutes  con* 
nected  with  this  foundation,  but  when  the 

Eetitioners  stated  that  the  original  founder 
ad  a  right  to  bestow  his  property  as  he 
thought  fit  they  did  not  say  any  more  than 
what  was  perfectly  true.  He  was  a  visitor 
of  that  College,  and  he  knew  that  several 
alterations  had  taken  place.  With  respect 
to  Baliol  College,  the  Master  and  Fellow* 
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had>  according  to  the  ancient  statntes,  a 
right  to  appoint  each  a  scholar,  who,  ac- 
cording to  the  notion  of  the  original 
founder,  was  to  be  considered  a  servitor, 
and  was  to  pay  for  his  education  by  his 
personal  service  to  the  Master  and  Fellow 
who  appointed  him.  This  custom  wore 
with  the  age,  and  without  violating 
the  notion  of  the  original  founder  they 
thought  that,  instead  of  each  Master  ap. 
pointing  a  scholar,  the  appointments  gene* 
rally  should  be  open  to  election.  But 
they  did  not  proceed  cid  libilum  to  the 
alteration  of  the  statutes.  They  applied 
to  him  as  visitor  to  the  college  and  he  felt 
happy  to  give  his  full  sanction  to  that  aU 
teration.  Now,  when  such  a  power  of 
making  useful  alterations  existed  and 
when  it  had  been  so  beneficially  exercised, 
why  send  commissioners  to  violate  those 
institutions  which  had  existed  for  upwards 
of  six  hundred  years?  Why  not  send  the 
visitors,  and  let  them  inauire  whether  there 
were  any  objectionable  deviations  from  the 
statutes?  He  thought  any  power  of  making 
alterations  in  the  statutes  ought  to  receive 
the  sanction  of  the  visitors.  He  was  not 
sufficiently  acquainted  with  all  these  in- 
stitutions to  take  upon  himself  to  enter 
minutely  into  the  practices  of  other  col- 
leges. He  spoke  merely  of  those  with 
which  he  was  personally  acquainted,  and 
with  which  he  was  officially  connected. 
He  had  received  a  communication  from 
the  Bishop  of  Exeter,  in  which  he  re- 
quested him  to  state  that  in  the  College  of 
Exeter  no  deviation  from  the  statutes  took 
place  without  the  previous  sanction  of  the 
visitors.  The  noble  Baron  (Lord  Holland) 
had  stated  that  many  of  these  foundations 
existed  before  the  Reformation,  and  that 
many  of  the  ancient  provisions  fell  con- 
sequently into  desuetude.  But  why  did 
that  happen  ?  Merely  because  they  were  at 
variance  with  the  existing  law  of  the  land. 
If  he  properly  understood  the  speech  of 
the  noble  Earl  his  object  appeared  to  be  to 
restore  things  to  their  ancient  state.  If 
there  were  abuses  there  could  be  no  ob- 
jection to  put  an  end  to  them;  but  no 
case  had  been  made  out  ?  Had  there  been 
any  case  to  show  that  there  was  any  viola- 
tion of  oaths  ?  Before  they  proceeded  to 
pass  such  a  censure  upon  the  Universities 
they  should  have  all  the  statutes  before 
them,  and  see  whether  there  might  not  be 
certain  observances  in  some  statutes  from 
which  other  statutes  contained  a  dispensing 
power.    There  were  some  which  might  be 


dispensed  with,  whilst  there  were  othen 

that  did  not  admit  of  being  dispensed 
with.  There  was  nothing  to  determine 
their  Lordships  to  vote  in  favour  of  the 
Bill  before  them,  without  better  informa- 
tion than  they  at  present  possessed  on  the 
subject.  The  Commissioners  were  to  be 
appointed  by  virtue  of  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  they  had  the  power  to  confer  on 
any  one  or  two  of  their  members  whom 
they  thought  best  to  send  on  any  special 
mission  the  same  powers  which  they  ex- 
ercised in  their  corporate  capacity.  He 
did  not  see  why  the  Bishop  of  Winchester, 
or  the  Bishop  of  York,  or  even  the  Arch- 
bishop of  Canterbury,  in  their  capacity  of 
visitors,  were  not  fully  competent  to  make 
any  inquiry  that  was  useful  and  necessary. 
In  conclusion,  he  must  say,  that  he  hoped 
their  lordships  would  not  consent  to  this 
Bill,  and  that  they  would  thus  show  their 
respect  for  those  ancient  institutions  so  ce- 
lebrated for  their  learning  and  piety,  and 
from  which  all  liberal  professions  of  the 
country  were  supplied  with  their  brightest 
ornaments.  He  did  not  think  that  their 
lordships  could  in  justice  or  reason, consent 
to  this  Bill,  and  he  confidently  trusted  that 
their  decision  would  convince  him  that  he 
was  not  wrong  in  that  expectation.  He 
would  vote  for  the  amendment. 

Viscount  Melbourne  said,  it  was  his  in- 
tention to  say  "  content,"  to  the  Bill,  and 
he  could  not,  therefore,  suffer  the  oppor- 
tunity to  p|ss  without  making  a  very  few 
observations.  He  entirely  agreed  with  the 
very  rev.  Prelate  in  the  respect  which  he 
claimed  for  these  institutions  ;  he  entirely 
agreed  with  him  in  reference  to  the  great 
men  they  had  produced,  the  parts  they 
had  acted  in  public  life,  the  character 
they  had  displayed  ;  and  he  also  agreed 
with  him  as  to  the  ennobling  character  of 
the  pursuits  and  studies  carried  on  at 
these  two  great  national  establishments. 
He  also  was  aware  of  the  difficult  task 
which  the  teachers  and  guardians  of  these 
institutions  had  to  perform ;  of  all  the 
prejudices  and  passions  which  they  had  to 
contend  with  ;  and  he  was  therefore  most 
anxious  to  make  great  allowances  for  the 
difficulties  they  had  to  encounter  in  the 
discharge  of  their  duties  ;  but  at  the  same 
time,  he  agreed  with  the  noble  Marquess, 
(the  Chancellor  of  Cambridge)  that  it  was 
the  duty  of  their  Lordships  to  consider 
how  the  machinery  of  these  institutions 
worked,  what  effect  it  had  on  the  youth 
committed  to  the  charge  of  the  teacher»i 
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and  also  what  effect  it  had  on  the  reh'gton 
and  morality  of  the  country.  He  could 
say,  however,  from  his  own  experience, 
that  there  had  heen  too  much  loss  of 
ererything  that  was  dear  in  society  —  too 
much  loss  of  wealth— too  much  loss  of 
high  and  varied  talents — too  much  loss  of 
fair  and  unhlemished  character,  which  had 
found  in  the  universities  a  sudden  and 
untimely  grave,  to  pronounce  unqualified 
approbation  of  these  ancient  institutions. 
He  would  not  say,  therefore,  that  they 
did  not  require  investigation  or  improve* 
ment.  He  agreed  also  with  the  most  rev. 
Prelate  that  improvements  had  been  made, 
but  that  very  admission  showed  that  the 
colleges  needed  improvement-^that  they 
had  not  acted  up  to  the  original  purpose 
for  which  they  were  instituted,  nor  fulfilled 
their  object ;  and  he  could  not,  therefore, 
say  that  they  did  not  require  investigation 
with  a  view  to  improvement.  He  had 
listened  with  great  attention  to  the  pe* 
titibns  which  had  been  Tcad,  and  he 
found  that  one  of  the  arguments  on 
which  opposition  to  the  measure  was 
founded  was  the  private  nature  of  these 
institutions.  They  were  said  to  be  private 
institutions,  founded  by  private  persons, 
and  that  the  Legislature  had  no  right  to 
inquire  into  their  management;  but  it  had 
been  well  observed  by  his  noble  Friend 
behind  him,  that  the  private  character  of 
the  colleges  had  merged  in  the  public 
character  of  the  universities.  ^A  general 
law  had  existed  which  established  a  house 
university,  but  that  had  been  done  away 
with  by  a  by-law,  and  it  was  now  impera- 
tive to  be  a  member  of  a  college  before 
admission  could  be  obtained.  No  man 
could  be  a  member  of  either  university,  or 
partake  of  the  profits  and  emoluments 
arising  from  them,  without  being  a  mem- 
ber of  a  college.  It  had  been  well  stated 
in  a  publication  of  a  good  deal  of  research 
and  acuteness,  which  he  had  read,  that 
"  if  private  institutions  by  their  influence 
in  a  ^reat  public  institution  so  incorporate 
themselves  with  it  that  no  one  can  belong 
to  the  public  institution  without  at  the 
same  time,  belonging  to  some  one  of  the 
private  institutions,  the  public  does  not 
become  private  by  this  union,  but  the 
private  make  themselves  public,  and  in 
this  respect  may  be  rightly  dealt  with  as 
public/*  With  slight  exceptions,  such  as 
public  lectures,  the  whole  of  the  proceed- 
ings In  these  universities  were  of  a  private 
character  —  the   tuition,    the   mode   of 


education,  and  the  system  altogether  was 
collegiate — all  was  done  in  colleges ;  and 
he  would  therefore  say,  that  inquiry  might 
justly  and  properly  be  made  in  matters 
connected  with  these  colleges.  They 
might  properly  inquire  if  they  were 
conducted  according  to  the  wishes  and 
directions  of  the  founders,  and  whether 
the  statutes  laid  down  by  them  had  been 
duly  observed.  The  statutes  in  many 
respects  had  become  obsolete,  and  in 
oraer  to  ascertain  what  would  be  a  proper 
remedy  it  was  necessary  to  have  a  Com^ 
mission  of  Inquiry.  Universities  never* 
reformed  themselves  ;  every  one  knew 
that  — every  one  knew  there  was  too 
much  competition  and  jealousy,  too  many 
and  varied  motives  constantly  in  play,  to 
prevent  the  desired  effect.  He  did  not 
say  that  of  universities  only.  Every  in- 
stitution was  unwilling-*he  did  not  care 
from  what  quarter  the  statement  came-^ 
to  reform  itself.  It  required  a  ft^sfa  eye, 
and  an  external  eye,  that  would  not  be 
dazzled  or  affiM^teid  by  the  internal  at- 
mosphere. Objection  was  made  to  inquiry 
because  it  would  be  an  interference  with 
the  rights  of  these  instittttions ;  but  their 
Lordships  had  sanctioned  interference 
with  the  Scotch  Universities,  and  ft  was 
admitted  on  all  hands  that  they  were 
schools  of  great  merit;  at  least,  as  re- 
garded the  education  of  the  people  of 
Scotland,  it  was  admitted  that  they  per- 
formed their  duty  as  well  as  the  English 
Universities.  After  appointing  a  com- 
misfion  to  visit  the  Scotch  Universities  he 
did  not  see  what  arguments  could  be 
urged  against  a  similar  commission  for 
England.  The  right  rev.  Prelate  said,  the 
Bill  would  give  the  Commissioners  a 
power  which  might  be  exercised  in  a 
vexatious  and  inquisitorial  manner.  He 
did  not  expect  that  any  meml)er  of  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commission  would  hare 
made  use  of  such  an  argument  as  that,  for 
the  very  same  argument  bad  been  urged 
by  a  gentleman  of  great  ability,  and  with 
great  plausibility,  on  paper,  against  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commission.  He  certainly 
was  surprised  that  a  gentleman  of  great 
experience,  and  for  whom  he  had  great 
respect,  had  taken  it  for  granted,  or  sup- 
posed that  the  Commissioners  would  put 
such  questions  to  the  witnesses.  But  did 
any  one  hear  that  the  power  had  been 
abused  } — did  any  one  hear  that  questions 
were  put  which  might  lead  the  witnessei 
to  criminate  themselves?    He  had  been 
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on  some  half-dozen  of  sueh  OMnmiisiotis, 
and  he  had  nerer  seen  a  vexatious  nse 
made  of  the  power  intrusted  to  the  Com- 
missioners. If  such  had  been  the  fact, 
did  not  their  Lordships  see  that  the  prec« 
tice  would  have  been  remarked  and  refer- 
red to  ?  The  noble  Duke  seemed  to  doubt 
the  statement,  yet  be  was  not  aware  that 
any  complaint  bad  been  made  of  mis- 
conduct on  the  part  of  Commissioners  [a 
noble  Lord  said,  **  The  municipal  Com- 
missioners/'] No  complaint  was  made 
against  these  Commissioners  for  the  man. 
ner  in  which  they  carried  on  the  investi- 
gation; the  complaint  was  against  their 
report.  But  there  was  another  point  to 
which  he  wished  to  allude,  and  he  be- 
lieved right  rev*  Prelates  would  bear  him 
out  in  what  he  was  about  to  state  regard- 
ing the  efficiency  of  these  universities  as 
schools  for  the  education  of  youth  of  this 
country.  It  was  well  known  that  in 
various  parts  of  the  country  there  were,  at 
the  present  time,  greater  demands  for 
liberal  knowledge  than,  perhaps,  at  any 
former  period.  New  seminaries  were 
established — two  colleges  had  been  estab- 
lished in  London,  with  which  right  rev. 
Prelates,  and  fellows  of  colleges  and 
tutors,  were  connected  ;  and  he  believed 
it  was  the  general  opinion  expressed  by 
these  Prelates,  that  the  'system  of  educa- 
tion pursued  at  these  colleges  was  superior 
to  the  system  adopted  at  the  two  universi- 
ties. They  were  superior  to  the  universi- 
ties on  subjects  of  general  knowledge,  and 
on  various  kinds ;  and  he  believed  he  had 
the  best  autliority  for  saying,  that  unless 
some  enlarged  and  improved  system  were 
adopted  in  the  ancient  universities,  they 
would  soon  cease  to  hold  the  place  they 
had  for  some  time  held.  The  Bishop  of 
Durham  was  not  there,  but  he  could  state 
on  the  authority  of  that  right  rev.  Prelate, 
that  the  students  educated  at  Durham 
College,  who  had  applied  to  him  for 
ordination,  were  much  superior  to  those 
either  of  Oxford  or  Cambridge.  No  one 
could  doubt  of  the  power  of  these  right 
rev.  Prelates  to  judge ;  and  as  it  ap- 
peared, according  to  them,  that  a  more 
enlarged  and  a  better-arranged  system 
was  required,  he  thought  it  necessary  that 
an  inquiry  should  be  instituted.  But, 
after  all,  there  was  another  matter  of  a 
serious  consequence,  which  the  right  rev. 
Prelates  had  not  adverted  to,  and  that 
referred  to  the  pecuniary  expenses  incur- 
red fti  these  establishments ;  and  would 


any  member  of  these  nniversittes,  ekl^r 
lay  or  clerical,  not  say  that  much  of  the 
expense  mast  be  regarded  rather  as  a 
taxation  than  as  a  remuneration  for  the 
knowledge  communicated  ?  Every  body 
knew  the  many  expenses — ^he  knew  him*- 
self  what  was  the  practice  at  Cambridge, 
and  ho  did  not  know  how  these  expenses 
under  the  present  system  could  be  avoided 
or  easily  and  entirely  evaded ;  that  system 
was  a  great  infliction  on  families  ;  it  was 
an  encouragement  to  extravagance.  Great 
complaints  were  made  on  account  of  those 
expenses,  which  had  greatly  increased 
since  he  was  at  the  university.  The 
parents  of  children  found  also  that  a 
system  of  private  tuition  had  grown  up 
which  was  highly  injurious  to  poor  and 
indigent  scholars ;  that  was  a  great  drain 
on  the  property  of  private  individuals, 
and  besiaes  it  did  injustice  to  those  who 
could  not  afford  the  means  to  obtain  it. 
It  was  well  known  what  advantage  might 
be  derived  from  lectures  on  literature  or 
mathematics,  but  more  pecnliarly  the 
latter,  by  which  a  student  could  get  into 
the  secret  more  speedily,  and  acquire 
knowledge  with  more  facility  than  if  he 
were  left  to  find  out  everything  for  him* 
self.  But  that  system  of  private  tuition 
led  to  another  evil,  called  cramming, 
which  was  not  only  unfair  towards  others 
who  had  not  the  means,  but  the  know- 
ledge was  not  so  wholesome  as  that 
obtained  by  the  student's  own  exertions. 
He  would  only  add  that,  he  had  great 
admiration  for  the  talents  which  the  emi- 
nent men  in  these  universities  possessed. 
He  admitted  that  much  had  been  done 
of  late  years  to  remedy  the  evils,  but  at 
the  same  time,  that  showed  they  were  not 
perfect,  however  proud  these  eminent  men 
might  be  of  them ;  and  however  much  these 
institutions  might  be  admired  tbrongh- 
out  the  world,  still  there  was  a  great 
demand  for  a  remedy  which  they  could  not 
effect  themselves,  and  he  therefore  trusted 
that  an  inquiry  would  be  instituted,  which 
he  believed  would  be  equally  advantageous 
to  themselves  and  to  the  country. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  said,  that  it 
was  strange  that  the  noble  Viscount,  who 
admitted  the  talents  of  the  fellows  and 
tutors  of  the  universities,  and  who  eulo- 
gized the  zeal  with  which  they  had  of 
late  years  endeavoured  to  remedy  the 
various  abuses  which  had  crept  into  their 
collegiate  institutions,  should  yet  express 
his  disapprobation  of  evecy  part  of  the 
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qritem  of  edacation  which  was  followed 
under  their  auspices.  That  was  the 
epitome  of  the  noble  Viscount's  speech — 
that  was  the  sum  and  substance  of  his 
various  observations.  Before  he  proceeded 
to  the  discussion  of  this  Bill|  he  would 
remind  their  Lordships  of  the  history  of 
foimer  Sessions  of  Parliament  on  this 
same  subject  of  the  universities  of  this 
kingdom,  and  more  particularly  of  the 
Universities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge. 
In  the  Session  of  1 834,  a  Bill  was  brought 
into  the  other  House  of  Parliament  to 
remove  certain  disabilities  which  prevented 
some  classes  of  his  Majesty's  subjects  from 
resorting  to  the  universities  of  England, 
and  from  proceeding  to  take  certain  degrees 
therein;  and  in  the  Session  of  1835,  a 
Bill  was  brought  into  that  House  prohibit- 
ing the  subscription  to  the  thirty-nine 
articles  in  certain  cases.  The  latter  Bill 
was  brought  into  that  House  by  the  noble 
Earl  who  now  brought  in  this  Bill,  whilst 
the  former  Bill,  whkh  he  had  mentioned 
as  originating  in  the  other  House  of  Par 
liament,  was  moved  ia  their  Lordships' 
House  by  the  same  noble  Earl.  Their 
Lordships  had  thought  proper  fo  reject 
both  those  Bills,  and  he  had  recalled  these 
circumstances  to  their  minds,  in  order 
that  they  might  see  the  animus  with  which 
the  present  Bill  had  been  brought  under 
their  consideration — a  Bill  which  he  must 
say  was  neither  more  nor  less  than  a  Bill 
of  pains  and  penalties  against  the  two 
universities — a  Bill  on  which  the  first 
proceeding  of  the  noble  Earl  ought  to  have 
been  to  csdl  witnesses  to  their  bar,  in  order 
to  prove  the  statements  of  its  preamble. 
The  preamble  of  the  noble  Earl's  Bill 
stated, 

**  That  the  statutes  prescribed  by  the  original 
fonodera  of  most  of  the  colleges  and  halls  in 
the  two  universities  had  been  altered,  and 
latterly  many  eren  of  their  most  recent  statutes 
had  also  been  long  and  habitually  disregarded 
in  the  ordinary  administration  of  the  affairs 
of  divers  of  the  said  colleges  and  halls :  and  it 
was  highly  expedient  that  an  inquiry  should 
be  made,  by  commissioners  to  be  specially 
appointed,  into  the  amount,  nature,  ana  appli- 
cation of  all  such  estates  and  funds,  and  into 
the  said  statutes,  and  the  ordinary  administra- 
tion of  the  affairs  of  each  and  every  one  of  the 
said  colleges  and  halls,  and  also  how  far  the 
said  estates  and  funds  maybe  made  more  con- 
ducive to  the  objects  intended  by  the  founders 
and  benefactors,  and  for  which  they  were 
endowed.'* 

Here  were  statements  on  which  the  noble 
Earl,  instead  of  dealing  in  vague  asser- 


tions and  as  vague  coDJectares,  should 
have  been  prepared  to  stand— on  which  he 
should  have  been  prepared  to  inform  their 
Lordships  what  the  tacts  were  which  be 
intended  to  prove,  what  the  proofs  were 
which  he  intended  to  offer,  and  who  the 
witnesses  were  by  whose  evidence  he 
intended  to  substantiate  them.  Hehegged 
their  Lordships  also  to  look  at  the  nature 
of  the  inquiry  which  the  noble  Earl  pro* 
posed  to  establish.  The  noble  Earl  pro- 
posed that  there  should  be  Commissioners 
appointed  to  '*  examine  into  and  investi- 
gate  the  amount  of  all  estates  and  funds 
possessed  and  received  by  each  and  every 
of  the  colleges  and  halls  of  the  universi* 
ties."  It  was  therefore  against  all  the 
colleges  and  all  the  halls  in  the  two  uni« 
versities  that  the  noble  Earl  proposed  that 
his  commission  should  act.  The  Crown 
was  to  appoint  the  Commissioners,  who 
were 

'^  Empowered  by  summons  under  their 
hands  and  seals  to  require  the  attendance  of 
all  such  persons  as  they  might  think  fit  to  call 
before  them,  upon  any  question  or  matter 
relating  either  to  the  statutes,  or  to  the  admi- 
nistration of  the  affairs  of  the  said  colleges  and 
halls,  and  also  to  make  inquiries,  and  to  require 
any  answer  or  return  in  writing  as  to  any  such 
question  or  matter,  and  also  to  administer 
oaths  and  examine  all  such  persons  upott 
oath." 

By  a  subsequent  clause  it  is  provided, 
that 

^If  any  person  shall  refuse  or  wilfully 
neglect  to  attend  in  obedience  to  any  summons 
of  the  said  Commissioners,  or  to  give  evidence, 
or  shall  wilfully  alter,  suppress,  destroy,  oott- 
ceal,  or  refuse  to  produce  any  statutes,  char* 
ters,  books,  accounts,  and  writings,  or  copies 
of  the  same,  which  may  be  so  required  to  be 
produced  before  the  said  Commissioners, 
every  person  so  offending  shall  be  liable  to  the 
payment  of  such  fine  to  his  Majesty  as  the 
Court  of  King's  Bench  or  the  Court  of  Esc- 
chequer,  on  application  made  by  or  on  the 
behalf  of  the  said  Commissioners,  shall  think 
fit  to  set  and  impose,  which  6ne  the  said  Court 
of  King's  Bench  or  Court  of  Exchequer  is 
hereby  authorised  and  empowered  to  set  and 
impose  according  to  their  discretion  respec- 
tively, and  to  enforce  payment  of  the  same  by 
attachment  or  otherwise  in  such  manner  as  the 
said  Courts  respectively  may  do  in  cases  of 
contempt  of  the  said  Courts. 

So  that  these  Commissioners,  or  any  two 
of  them  according  to  a  subsequent  clause^ 
were  empowered  to  ask  such  questions  as 
they  pleased  on  the  subject  matter  of  tliis 
inquiry,  and  the  Court  of  King's  Bench 
or  the  Court  of  £zchec|[uer  were  empow<» 
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ered  to  impose  a  fine,  according  to  their 
discretion,  on  all  persons  who  should 
omit  to  answer  snch  questions,  no  matter 
whether  those  questions  were  legal  or 
illegal,  were  necessary  or  unnecessary,  or 
whether  they  were  able  or  otherwise  to 
answer  them.  And  this  was  a  Bill  brought 
in  by  a  noble  Earl  whose  object  on  two 
former  occasions,  as  he  had  already  shown, 
had  been  to  put  an  end  to  the  two 
universities,  or  at  least  to  put  an 
end  to  the  oaths  and  tests  by  which 
a  system  of  education  founded  on  the 
religion  of  the  Church  of  England  was 
established  therein.  Now,  when  he  saw 
and  reflected  upon  the  conduct  of  that 
noble  Earl  in  tne  three  last  Sessions  of 
Parliament,  and  when  he  recollected  that 
he  heard  the  noble  Viscount  in  the  Session 
of  1835,  declare  that  his  object  was  to 
establish  in  the  universities  a  system  of 
inquiry  into  religious  matters,  he  could 
not  have  the  slightest  doubt  as  to  what 
the  real  object  of  the  present  measure 
was;  and  under  such  circumstances  he 
reoommended  their  Lordships  to  concur 
in  the  motion  of  the  right  rev.  Prelate, 
that  this  Bill  be  read  this  day  six  months. 
In  the  course  of  the  discussion  on  this 
subject,  various  assertions  had  been  made 
10  respect,  first  to  the  breach  of  the 
statutes,  and  secondly  to  the  breach  of 
their  oaths,  by  the  persons  at  the  heads  of 
the  several  colleges.  The  noble  Earl  had 
commenced  his  speech  by  mentioning  the 
inconsistency  of  the  statements  contained 
in  the  petitions  of  the  several  colleges. 
Some  of  them  stated,  that  there  was  a 
power  in  themselves  and  in  their  visitors 
to  alter  their  statutes ;  whilst  others  stated 
that  there  was  no  such  power,  and  that 
they  would  be  unwilling  to  carry  into 
efiiect  any  alteration  of  the  statutes  im- 
posed upon  them.  There  was  no  incon- 
sistency in  this ;  each  of  the  statemenu 
was  true  on  the  part  of  the  peculiar 
colleges  which  made  it.  What  he  insisted 
on  was  this — that  the  working  of  all  these 
colleges,  and  of  the  system  on  which  they 
were  regulated,  was  for  the  benefit  of  the 
public,  and  that  in  each  and  every  college 
the  object  of  the  governing  authorities  was 
to  carry  into  execution  the  will  of  the 
founder,  just  as  he  would  have  done  had 
he  been  living  at  the  present  day.  In  every 
case  the  common  object  of  the  governing 
authorities  was  the  benefit  of  the  youth 
who  resorted  to  those  institutions  for 
education  and  instruction.  The  noble 
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Viscount  could  not  avoid  admitting,  that 
these  institutions  had  worked  weU,  and 
that  latterly  a  great  improvement  had 
taken  place  in  the  system  of  education 
pursued  under  their  auspices.  The  noble 
Viscount  had  also  spoken  of  the  great 
improvement  in  the  sjfstem  of  education 
pursued  in  the  New  University  of  Durham^ 
and  in  other  new  universities  elsewhera* 
But,  nevertheless,  the  noble  Viscount 
could  not  help  admitting  that  the  old  Uni« 
versities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge  possess* 
ed  the  merit  of  having  established  in 
England  an  excellent  system  of  education^ 
which  was  in  point  of  fact  the  envy  and 
admiration  of  the  world.  The  noble 
Viscount  had  compared  the  inquiry  pfo«* 
posed  to  be  established  by  this  Bill  with 
the  inquiry  instituted  into  the  Universitietf 
of  Scotland  by  the  Government  of  which 
he  had  the  honour  of  forming  a  paft. 
It  was  true  that  a  Commission  of  inquiry 
into  the  state  of  the  Scotch  Universitiea 
had  been  issued  by  that  Government:  but 
the  noble  Viscount  had  forgotten  that  hia 
Majesty,  as  Sovereign,  was  the  visitor  of 
all  Universities  in  Scotland.  His  Majesty 
was  not  visitor  of  the  Universities  of 
England.  He  understood,  that  if  an 
inquiry  were  necessary  in  England,  thera 
was  now  existing  without  the  aid  of  thii 
Bill,  a  power  to  carry  on  such  inquiry  and 
to  annihilate  the  charter  of  those  colleges^ 
which  should  be  found  guilty,  If  indeed  any 
of  them  were  guilty,  of  those  crimes  with 
which  this  Bill  charged  them  all  indiscri** 
minately.  He  believed  that,  though  there 
were  colleges  founded  by  private  indivt* 
duals,  and  acting  under  powers  given  to 
them  by  private  charters,  yet  if  it  could  be 
proved  that  the  governors  of  those  ooUeges 
did  not  comply  with  the  conditions  of  those 
charters,  or  violated  their  oaths  or  dis* 
sipated  the  funds  of  their  societies,  or  did 
not  apply  them  to  the  purposes  for  which 
they  were  granted,  the  law  was  strong 
enough  to  deal  with  them,  and  it  was  not 
necessary  to  establish  a  commission  like 
this—to  establish  in  those  seminaries  such 
a  system  of  conducting  their  afiairs  as  the 
noble  Earl  opposite  required.  The  noble 
Viscount  had  been  pleased  to  complain  of 
those  statutes  which  required  that  every 
person  resorting  to  the  university  should 
belong  to  one  of  its  colleges  or  halls.  He 
must  say,  that  he  considered  that  rule 
formed  one  of  the  greatest  merits  of  our 
universities,  and  that  the  marked  distinc* 
tion  between  our  universities  and  those  of 
2L 
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foreign  oountnet-^lbat  distinction  which 
feodered  our  aytteni  of  education  tuporior 
to  that  of  the  foreigner-«was»  that  our 
^outba  must  reside  within  the  walls  of  their 
tetpective  colleges,  and  were  not  suffered 
to  reside  at  large  in  the  town.  The  noble 
Viscount  bad  discovered  that  it  would  be 
HdvaDtageoustohavethisregulationaltered. 
.    Viscount  Melbourne:  I  have  not 

The  Earl  of  Racbiar :  I  have. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  hoped  and 
trusied  ihat  the  rule  would  not  be  departed 
from.  On  the  contrary,  he  sincerely 
lioped  that  the  buildings  and  accommoda* 
tions  of  the  different  halls  and  colleges 
would  be  extended  so  as  to  give  reception 
and  lodging  to  all  who  resorted  to  those 
seminaries  for  education,  and  that  every 
student  would  not  only  have  bis  name 
inscribed  in  the  registry  of  his  college,  but 
would  also  be  obliged  to  reside  within  it. 
The  noble  Earl  had  also  been  pleased  to 
statSi  that  these  colleges  had  no  relation  to 
Ibe  universities,  and  that  the  universities 
bad  therefore  nothing  to  say  to  this  BtlL 
Now,  to  that  statement  be  begged  leave  to 
feply,  that  in  consequence  of  residence  in 
the  diftrent  colleges  being  forced  upon 
the  students,  the  colleges  formed  them- 
selves into  universitieSi  and  that  the  rela- 
tionship between  them  commenced  in  that 
tt»anner.  There  was  therefore  a  natural 
connexion  between  the  universities  and 
their  colleges,  and  he  maintained  in  con- 
seqnence  that  the  University  of  Oxford 
was  right  when  it  stated,  that  it  had  an 
interest,  and  took  an  interest,  in  every 
thing  which  related  to  the  affairs  of  the 
colleges  within  it*  The  statutes  of  both 
our  universities  had,  we  believed,  relation 
to  every  member  of  every  college  within 
tbek  precincts.  It  was  impossible  that 
the  regulations  imposed  by  the  noble  Earl 
•^-regulations  which  bore  a  close  relation, 
diip  to  the  Bills  which  his  Lordship  had 
introduced  into  that  House  in  the  course 
of  the  last  three  Sessions— it  was  impos- 
sible, he  said,  that  those  regulations  could 
be  canied  into  effect  without  affecting  the 
universities  as  universities,  without  affects- 
ing  all  their  statutes,  and  every  part  of  the 
system  under  their  superintendence.  As 
the  law  now  stood,  there  could  be  no  pro* 
fessor  in  either  university  who  did  not 
belong  to  the  Church  of  England.  Was 
that  a  regulation  which  the  noble  Earl 
had  in  view  in  that  clause  of  his  Bill  which 
enabled  the  Commissioners  to  frame  new 
njle*  and  orders  for  the  two  universities? 


It  was  impossible  to  let  the  noble  Barl 
carry  any  such  thing.  The  object  of  his 
Bill  was  evidently  to  overturn  the  system 
on  which  the  two  universities  now  stood. 
It  had  been  tried  twice  to  accomplish  that 
object  by  direct  means.  A  third  trial  was 
now  made,  in  which  it  was  attempted  to 
accomplish  it  by  tndh-ect  means.  It  could 
not  be  denied  that  these  Commissioners 
were  to  propose  this  new  mode  of  proceed* 
ing,  which  was  to  overturn  all  the  old 
system  of  the  universities  to  establish  a 
new  one  in  their  stead.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances he  recommended  their  fjord- 
ships  to  accede  to  the  amendment  pro- 
posed by  the  right  rev.  Prelate— that  the 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time  this  day  six 
months. 

Lord  Brougham  should  not  detain  their 
Lordships'  attention  longer  than  was  ne- 
cessary to  state  the  reasons  why  he  con- 
curred with  the  view  of  the  case  taken  by 
the  noble  Earl  who  moved  this  Bill,  and 
the  noble  Viscount  at  the  bead  of  the 
Government.  He  could  not  help  wishing, 
in  the  first  place,  to  remove  from  their 
Lordships'  mind  the  impression  which  bad, 
perhaps,  been  made  in  respect  of  the  Bill 
oy  the  speech  of  the  noble  Duke  who  had 
just  sat  down,  and  who  bad  described  it  as 
one  of  a  perfectly  different  nature  from 
that  which  he  conceived  it  to  be.  He 
woukl  only  say,  that  his  noble  Friend 
had  introduced  this  measure  without  any 
communication  with  himself  upon  the  sub- 
ject, though  he  believed  that  he  had  since 
told  his  noble  Friend  that  if  he  had  been 
consulted  upon  it  he  should  have  suggested 
the  introduction  of  one  or  two  clauses; 
which,  indeed,  it  was  still  bis  intention  to 
move  if  this  Bill  were  allowed  to  go  into 
Committee  :^  and  he  must  say,  that  any- 
thing more  different  from  the  description 
of  the  noble  Doke,  anything  more  distinct 
from  the  statements  of  the  noble  Duke-^ 
and  upon  which  statements  he  was  con- 
vinced nine-tenths  of  the  noble  Duke^s 
objection  to  this  Bill  was  grounded'—  any 
two  things  more  different  than  this  Bill 
and  the  noble  Duke's  description  of  it 
could  bardlt  be  conceived.  The  noble 
Doke  stated,  that  this  Bill  would  entitle 
the  Commissioners,  by  themselves,  or  any 
two  of  their  number,  to  put  any  question 
whatever  which  they  mi^t  think  proper 
to  any  person-— be  bis  rank  what  it  might, 
be  he  head  of  college,  fellow,  master  of ' 
arts,  or  student— to  put  any  question  to ' 
hin,  legal  or  illegal  in  itself;  and  upon  * 
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IH§  rcftifttl  to  iinttw^r  8itch  question »  how 
lltegal  ioeter  it  might  be,  the  Commis- 
ftiotfera  hAd  the  pov^er  to  apply  to  the 
Court  of  King's  Bench  or  the  Court  of 
Exchequer,  which,  upon  proof  of  the  fact, 
were  to  impose  upon  the  individual  any 
fine  which  it  might  think  Bt,  for  his  re- 
fusal so  to  answer  an  illegal  question. 
Now,  the  fact  was,  that  there  was 
really  no  ftuch  clause  in  the  Bill. 
The  Bill  said,  that  if  any  person  being 
summoned  before  the  Commissioneirs 
should  refuse,  that  was^  contumaciously 
and  wittingly  refuse,  to  attend  to  their 
suAimons,  or,  having  attended  before  the 
commission,  should  refuse  to  give  evidence 
touching  the  matter  before  them,  then, 
that  the  Court  of  King's  Bench  or  £x- 
chequer  might  set  a  6ne  upon  him  for  such 
contumacious  refusal.  Now,  he  would 
appeal  to  his  noble  and  learned  Frien'^s 
oppo«lt6 — one  of  whom  was,  and  one  of 
whom  had  been,  a  judge— 'Whethei*  if  a 
case  wer^  brought  before  them  under  this 
elauie,  they  v^uid  not  construe  the  words, 
*'  to  giva  evid^Ac^/'  to  refer  to  such  queft- 
lloiti  «i  thi  Oommissiooers  were  eutitled 
to  ask?  They  would  not,  he  wa^attre, 
construe  this  compulshon  to  give  evidence 
into  an  obligation  to  answer  a  question 
Illegal  lb  itself,  or  the  answer  to  which 
would  criminate  the  witness  himself*  But 
even  supposing  the  Commissioners  were  to 
be  construed  to  have  this  tyrannical  power, 
and  suppose  the  Court  of  King's  Bench  or 
the  Court  of  Exchequer  applied  to— ^what 
then  ?  Why  the  fine  to  be  imposed  upon 
the  offiftttder  wad  in  the  disoretioo  of  the 
court)  and  might  be  to  the  amount  of  one 
farthing  only.  He  must  say^  therefore, 
that  the  existence  of  any  thing  more  op- 
poaite  than  the  provisions  of  this  clause, 
even  in  its  most  strained  oonstruetion,  to 
what  it  was  described  to  be  by  the  noble 
Dtike,  he  was  at  a  loss  to  imaginci  The 
noble  Duke  said  further,  that  the  authority 
of  this  comnAission  would  go  not  only  to 
inquire  into,  but  to  alter,  the  statutes  and 
regulations  of  these  colleges— to  take  them 
into  consideration,  and  make  new  ones 
should  this  be  thought  proper*  The  right 
rev.  Prelate  also  had  taken  the  same 
view  of  the  matter.  Now  this,  if  it  existed, 
would  indeed  be  a  very  extraordinary  pro- 
vision ;  and  if  this  Bill  granted  any  power 
hke  that  he  should  certainly  oppose  it. 
But  this  Bill  did  no  such  thing.  It  gave 
the  Commissioners  power  to  examine  the 
Mattotei  of  the  colleges,  to  consider  the 


propriety  of  altering  them  or  ca^sliitiliiif 
new  ones  in  their  place,  and  to  propose 
such  alterations  or  new  ttatutee  to  the 
authorities  competent  to  adopt  them-^to 
Parliament  or  the  heads  of  colleges  them- 
selves. "Suggest"  was  the  word;<<*4i 
most  delicate  term :  he  found  they  wero 
to  suggest  not  new  statutes,  but  the  pro- 
priety of  altering  the  existing  statutes,  or 
providing  hew  ones  in  their  place.  That 
was  the  Second  objection,  and  he  hoped 
he  bad  sufficiently  replied  to  \U  The  thirti 
and  last  objection  urged  by  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  against  tffis  Bill  was,  that  it  was 
not  a  Bill  for  the  purpose  of  inquiry,  but  a 
bill  of  pains  and  penalties ;  a  sort  of  bill  fot 
which  he  felt  the  greatest  abhorrence,  ft 
feeling  which  he  was  glad  to  see  was  par^* 
ticipated  in  by  some  of  their  Lordfthipei 
but  he  must  say  a  kind  of  bill  which  hft 
was  at  a  loss  to  conceive  why  the  noblo 
Duke  opposite  should  so  object  to  it|  on* 
less,  indeed  I  as  it  sometimes  happenedf 
that  dealers  In  the  same  article  were  some 
times  jealous  Of  Others  in  their  trade.  8a 
far  ft'om  being  a  bill  of  pains  lind  petiAteiei 
this  bill  went  to  inflict  no  one  densora  or 
punishment  upon  any  one»  it  merely  went 
to  institute  an  inquiry  into  the  state  of  the 
colleges,  and  to  suggest  remediee  for  ant 
wrong  management  which  might  be  (bufti 
to  exist  in  them.  Now  the  objefetioni 
raised  against  such  a  process  by  the  partleft 
interested  In  these  colleges  were  such  aa 
really  could  not  all  exist  together  and  at 
the  same  time.  He  most  saiy  he  was  tor* 
prised  that  the  right  rey«  Prelate  wlio  iuid 
so  long  presidra,  and  with  «o  muolt 
advantage,  over  Oriel  College  did  not  see 
the  strict  accuracy  of  his  noble  Friend'e 
argument,  showing  the  pUin  and  manifkst 
inconsistency  of  these  fetsoni<  First, 
these  petitioners  sald^ "  There  muBt  not, 
and  almost  there  shall  not,  be  any  Inquiry, 
because  whatever  alteration  ie  soggeatM 
as  the  result  of  that  inquiry,  we  ihaU 
in  our  consciences  be  bound  to  tefuse 
to  obey^t  can't  be  done*— no  person 
on  earth  can  remove  us  from  the 
responsibility  we  have  incurred  br 
our  oaths— we  can't  and  won't  submit*^ 
Then  came  another  argument,  whioh  had 
been  more  dwelt  upon  here,  and  which 
had  been  very  much  brought  forward  by 
these  petitioners-^au  argument  quite  con« 
trary  to  the  former,  in  every  way  repugnant 
and  subversive  of  it.  **  Don't  inquire," 
said  the  Petitioners,  **  there's  no  occasion : 
don't  enact,  tbm's  00  neccasity ;  dot^'t 
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svigge$ty  there's  no  Deed  of  your  services  in 
that  way ;  we  have  abundance  of  the  means 
of  legislation  amongst  ourselves,  and  of 
effecting  all  necessary  changes  and  amend- 
ments ;  don't  attempt  to  legislate  for  us,  we 
can  do  it  for  ourselves;  we  have  again  and 
again  altered  our  statutes ;  we  have  adopt- 
ed new  rul%9  from  time  to  time  to  meet 
the  circumstances  of  the  period."  Now, 
what  his  noble  Friend  stated,  and  he 
thought  very  properly,  was,  that  the 
petitioners  ought  to  make  their  election  of 
these  two  arguments,  they  could  not  retain 
both  ;  inquiry  could  n<ft  be  both  super- 
fluous and  impossible  at  the  same  time. 
It, could  not  be  said  on  the  one  hand,  you 
must  not  make  alterations  because  we  shall 
be  bound  by  our  oaths  to  resist,  and  on 
the  other  hand  there  is  no  need  for  you  to 
make  alterations  because  we  can  do  them 
ourselves.  [The  Duke  of  Wellington: — 
The  colleges  have  visitors.]  He  was  aware 
of  that.  To  all  these  establishments  there 
were  certainly  visitors.  He  had  not  for- 
gotten that  fact.  But  what  he  was  pre- 
pared to  show  was,  that  notwithstanding 
their,  special  visitors  these  establishments 
were  not  exempted  from  the  operation  of 
the  law  of  the  land.  The  first  statute  to 
which  he  would  refer  was  the  statute  of 
charitable  uses,  the  ..4drd.  of  Eliza- 
beth, by  which  it  was  certainly  provided 
that,  of  the  eleemosynary  institutions  for 
the  purposes  of  education,  those  should  be 
exempted  from  the  operation  of  the  enact- 
ment which  had  special  visitors.  The 
58th  and  59th  of  George  3rd,  acting 
upon  the  same  principle,  also  had 
II  clause  of  exemption  for  such  charities 
to   which  visitors  were  attached.      The 

Sneation  of  inserting  or  omitting  that 
ause  WM  very  much  controverted  in 
the  other  House,  though  it  was  not  dis- 
cussed hejre,  because  the  clause  was  in  the 
Bill,  when  it  came  up  to  this  House,  and 
this  House  was  not  inclined  to  dispute  the 
retention  of  it.  After  about  ten  or  twelve 
years,  however,  what  look  place?  By 
this  time  men's  minds  had  become  more 
enlightened,  and  it  was  then  discovered  on 
all  hands  that  this  Clause  was  not  only 
nseless,  but  extremely  cumbersome,  tend- 
ing to  impede  the  inquiry  of  the  Commis- 
sion. The  consequence  was,  that  when 
the  Bill. was  renewed  in  1831  the  clause  of 
exemption  was  omitted,  and  that  without 
either  in  'the  one  House  or  the  other  a 
BiQ^e  effort — not  a  movement  at  an  effort 
— towafds    preserving    that     exempting 


clause.  Therefore,  when  he  wa,s  asked 
what  he  had  to  say  to  colleges  which  had 
their  visitors,  he  said,  **  Look  at  the  year 
1 831,  and  at  what  you  yourselves  then  did, 
who  never  ventured  to  whisper  one  word  of 
objection  to  that  Bill,  deprived  of  its  clause 
of  exemption."  [The  Duke  of  Wellington, 
That  concerns  charters.]  He  did  not 
forget  that.  But  one  thing  at  a  time  was 
a  very  good  doctrine.  Every  man  who 
attempted  to  get  through  business  knew 
that  it  was  impossible  to  do  two  things  at 
once ;  and  this  was  equally  true  in  respect 
to  an  argument  as  to  more  practical 
operations.  The  power  of  visitors  was 
evidently  quite  different  from  that  of  Com- 
missioners. The  power  of  visitors  was 
that  of  a  judge,  to  decide  upon  points 
which  came  under  their  cognizance,  and 
without  appeal.  But  the  question  here 
was  inquiry,  and  inquiry  for  the  very  pur. 
pose  for  which  a  visitor's  powers,  great  as 
they  were,  and  high  and  supreme,  and 
without  appeal,  were  totally  inadequate-;- 
inquiry  with  the  view  of  ascertaining 
whether  there  was  any  ground  for  a  visi- 
tor's inquiry.  The  visitor's  power  was  pat 
in  motion,  but  by  whom  ?  By  the  persons 
who  made  them  masters  of  the  fact,  and 
who  discovered  the  abuse.  They  mvst 
first  ascertain  whether  there  were  grounds 
for  calling  into  action  the  power  of  the 
visitor.  The  visitor  was  the  judge,  the 
person  to  determine,  when  after  inquiry 
he  should  have  satisfied  himself.  This 
was  in  itself  an  abundant  answer  to  the 
apprehensions  that  were  entertained  pro- 
spectively of  a  conflict  between  the  pro- 
posed powers  of  the  Commissioners  of 
Inquiry,  and  the  existing  visitor's  powers. 
This  would  be  very  well  if  they  had  had 
no  experience  to  the  contrary,  but  after 
six  or  seven  years  experience  of  inquiries 
in  every  part  of  the  kingdom,  and  into 
every  manner  of  establishment,  such  an 
argument  could  not  be  allowed  to  avail. 
There  were  some  of  these  establishments 
the  revenues  of  which  would  do  credit  to 
collegiate  endowments.  There  were  some 
of  them  the  importance  of  which  might 
well  bring  them  into  competition  with  many 
considerable  university  colleges.  Some  of 
them  had  from  10,000/.  to  12,000/.  a- 
year  revenue,  and  had  great  connexion 
with  the  universities  by  means  of  exhibi- 
tions ;  they  were  not  confined  to  poor 
scholars,  but  in  some  instances  educated 
between  three  and  four  hundred  boys,  and 
were^  many  of  them,  the  largest  and  most 
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flourishing  schools  in  the  kingdom.     Had 
these  felt  their  dignity  offended  by  inquiry  ? 
Had  the  visitors  complained  ?    These  vi- 
sitorsy  be  it  recollected,  were  not  founders 
or  founders'  representatives  ;  but  in  many 
cases  were  right  rev.  Prelates.    The  most 
noble  Prelate  the  (Archbishop  of  Canter- 
bury) might  himself  be  a  visitor  at  some  of 
the  schools  which  were  thus  subjected  to 
examination.     Whether  he  regarded  the 
totally  distinct  nature  of  the  visitors,  and 
the  inquisitorial  power  which  alone  was  the 
object  of  the  Bill,  or  whether  he  regarded 
the  practice  and  experience  which  they  had 
had  since  the  year  1831,  in  either  case 
could  he  see  no  ground  whatever  for  the 
sort  of  objection  that  had  been  made.  The 
right  rev.  Prelate  (the  Bishop  of  LlandafF) 
and  the  noble  Duke  had  taken  one  and  the 
same  objection — they  had  both  asserted 
that  the  preamble  of  the  Bill  was  incor- 
rect in  stating  that  these  funds  were  ori- 
ginally intended  to  provide  for  the  poor 
and  the  indigent.      This  had  long  been 
a  matter  of  great  interest ;   and  it  was 
quite  impossible  to  say  that  the  question 
was  not  still  in  a  great  degree  unsettled.  He 
thought  it  could  hardly  be  laid  down  as  a 
c^eneral  rule,  that  these  foundations  were 
not  confined,  or  were  not  originally  intend- 
ed to  be  confined,  to  at  least  poor  scholars 
merely,  because  the  word  "  indigent  was 
susceptible  of  a  construction  that  would 
disprove  that  of  pauperism.    How  could 
the  right  rev.  Prelate,  by  the  power  of  his 
ingenuity,    or  by  the  resources    of   his 
classical  lore,  translate  the  word  tWfg'en^  to 
signify  a  want  of  the  means  of  obtaining  a 
proper  education  for  the  station,  or  rather 
a  higher  station  than  the  one  which  the 
party  was  entitled  to  hold  ?    But  even  if 
the  right  rev.  Prelate  could  thus  translate 
the  word  indigens  standing  alone,  how 
could  he  thus  translate  the  words  pauper 
et  indigenst  and  still  more  when  he  added 
the  intensive  particle  valde  pauper  f     He 
would  not  say  that  this  meant  very  poor, 
lest  he  should  exaggerate;    but  it  cer- 
tainly meant  somewhat  poor,  rather  poor, 
or  if  the  right  rev.  Prelate  wished  it  poor- 
ish.     He,  however,  did  not  think  he  ex-* 
aggerated  when  he  said,  that  exceedingly 
poor  was  the  literal  meaning  of  the  super- 
lative  of  pauper.      Lest,    however,    he 
should  be  thought  to  take  any  undue  ad- 
rantage,  he  would  translate  |)at£per  to  mean 
a  somewhat  poor  man.    This  was  the  de- 
fcription  of  persons  for  whom  many  of 
these  fbfUidations  were  endowed,  Granting 


that  it  was  the  original  intention  of  the 
founders  to  establish  these  seminaries  for 
the  purpose  of  supplying  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Church  with  those  numberless  func- 
tionaries which  the  nature  of  the  service  of 
that  Church  required  ;    granting  that  this 
was  the  manifest  intention  which  justified 
these  bequests  in  the  eyes  of  the  pious 
founders— and  they  were  then  taking  it  in 
its  strongest  sense — could  they  say  that 
they  would  not  make  a  wholesome  devi- 
ation from  the  intention  of  the  founders , 
though  they  might  place  these  establish- 
ments on  a  somewhat  different  footing  ? 
That  there  had  been  deviations  from  the 
statutes  there  could  be  no  doubt.    Looking 
at  the  intention  of  the  founders,  a  certain 
kind  of  persons  was  described  as  those  who 
were  to  enjoy  the  benefit  of  the  foundations. 
But  did    they  think   that  the   tripartita 
division  of  the  emoluments  and  fellowships 
of  Trinity-College,  Cambridge,  when  onfe 
set  of  fellows  took  two  fellowships,  another 
set  one  and  a  half,  and  the  third  set  only 
one,  did  they  think  this  was  carrying  out 
the  intention  of  the  founders  ?    These  fel- 
lows were  anything  rather  than'  indigent 
men.  Many  of  them  were  men  of  fortune; 
he  had  known  several  of  them  himself; 
many  were  studying  for  the  bar,  and  many 
were  at  the  bar.  What,  again,  would  their 
Lordships  think  of  Archbishop  Chicheley's 
foundation — of  the  conduct  of  All-Souls* 
College,  at  Oxford  ?   There  the  number  of 
fellows  was  originally  forty,  and  now,  as 
his  noble  Friend  had  stated,  it  had  dwin- 
dled to  thirteen:      [The  Earl  of  Radnor: 
There  are  only  thirteen  out  of  the  forty 
fellows  in  residence.]     He  thought  that 
his  noble  Friend  had  meant  to  say,  that 
there  were  now  only  thirteen  fellows,  but 
it  appeared  that  there  were  forty,  but  only 
thirteen  resident.  The  statutes  of  that  col- 
lege required  that  its  fellows  should  be 
elected  out  of  such  as  being  of  kin  to  the 
founder  were  bene  nati^  bene  vestili^  et 
mediocriter  docti.    According  to  that,  if 
there  was  any  extravagance  there,  it  was 
not  in  learning.   What  did  their  Lordships 
think  of  the  statutes  which  required  strict 
residence?    It  was  well  known  that  those 
rules  were  not  followed,  and  he  was  far 
from  saying  that  they  ought  to  be,  but 
residence  was  nevertheless  required.  There 
was  a  great  difficulty  in  getting  access  to 
these  statutes,  and  if  they  were  locked  up 
in  an  iron  chest,  with  three  locks  and  three 
keys,  of  which  the  master  kept  one,  another 
person  another,  and  another  a  third,  it  was 
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90i  very  wosderfal  ibsit  either  his  noble 
Friend  (the  Earl  of  Radnor)  or  biniself 
should  be  at  a  loss,  first  to  know  what  the 
requisitions  of  the  statutes  were,  and  next 
to  find  out  whether  they  had  been  con- 
fprmed  to.  He  remembered  a  very  great 
difficulty  which  arose  in  the  way  of  an  in- 
quiry by  a  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  in  consequence  of  these  statutes 
not  being;  open  to  the  public  On  that 
occasion  the  same  objection  was  taken  by 
the  Wykhamists  of  Winohester  as  had  to- 
night been  taken  by  the  Wykhamists  of 
New  College,  Oxford.  The  Committee 
was  told  that  they  had  taken  an  oath  to 
observe  the  statutes  of  their  fonnder,  and 
that  they  could  not  in  conscience  obey  any 
other  regqlationf,  but  the  Committee  told 
them  that  they  could  take  no  oath  which 
could  protect  them  against  the  lawful 
authority  of  the  Legislature.  This  was  not 
done  by  a  Reformed  House  of  Commons, 
and  therefor^  his  noble  Friend  could  have 
iio  objection  to  the  precedent;  it  was  in 
the  good  old  ancient  times — for  which  his 
noble  Friend  opposite  was  sighing,  and  for 
which  he  hoped  he  might  long  sigh  in 
vain-^of  corruption  and  rotten  boroughs, 
that  they  were  told  that  no  person  had  a 
Tight  to  take  an  oath  privately  which  was 

8 roof  against  the  inquiry  of  one  of  the 
[ousea  of  Parliament.  The  Wykhamists 
Qf  New-college  laidi  that  they  would  obey 
no  statutes  but  the  statutes  of  their  foun- 
der, William  of  Wykham ;  they  asserted, 
that  they  were  sworn  to  maintain  his  sta- 
tutes only,  but  he  asserted,  ou  the  other 
band,  that  they  were  sworn  to  no  such 
thing,  and  he  would  maintain  that  no  oath 
which  was  administered  by  a  private  per- 
son could  be  set  up  9fi  contrary  to  any  oath 
which  the  Legislature  of  this  country  might 
choose  to  impose  on  them.  Now,  he  did 
not  mean  to^say,  that  no  deviations  from 
the  statutes  were  necessary,  but  in  any 
particular  case  of  deviation,  he  wanted  to 
inquire  if  the  deviation  was  necessary.  U 
waa  said  that  the  preamble  of  this  Bill 
charged  offences  against  these  colleges,  of 
which  there  was  no  proof  ^  that  the  charges 
ware  brought  forward  without  a  tittle  of 
^videi^ce.  He  did  not  call  them  oSences, 
nor  did  he  understand  tbem  to  be  treated 
aa  avpb  in  the  preamble  of  this  Bill,  The 
preamble  called  them  deviations  and 
breaehea  of  the  statutes.  He  wanted  an 
inquiry  into  the  circumstances,  in  order  to 
see  whether  those  deviations  were  justified 
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justified,  they  ought  to  be  confirsned.  And 
have  the  sanction  of  law,  sa  as  tQ  pui  ao 
end  to  the  present  odious,  and  |o    the 
parties  themselves  iptolefable«  poaiiian; 
namely,  the  law  aaying  one  thing,  Md  tbe 
necessity  of  the  case  cofnmanding  ano|b#r. 
Some  of  the  ftatutes  oonld  not  be  cawied 
into  efTeot,  or,  at  least,  it  was  neat  to  iinpaa* 
sible  that  they  could  be  carried  into  emeU 
Some  of  them  were  poaiiively  misohievouab 
Some  of  the  regulations  were  pitmiqioiia 
now,  whatever  they  might  have  been  alewiff 
time  ap;o.   He  did  not  mean  to  ppeafc  witb 
the  slightest  degree  of  disrespect  Qf  the 
heads  of  houses;  but  he  would  ask,  were 
not  the  statutes  habitually  departed  bwsi 
by  themselves  ?   He  appealed  to  the  bend* 
of  houses  present.   He  appealed  not  to  the 
most   rev.  Prelate    (the    Archbishop   of 
Canterbury),  whose  brilliant  career  in  eoiv 
lege  no  man  in  that  House  oenld  have 
forgotten,  but  who  was  not  ihe  head  of  a 
house;  but  he  appealed  to  the  right  re¥. 
Prelate  (the   Bishop  of  Llandaff),  wbe« 
ther  he  had  not  borne  ample  testimony 
to  the  truth  of  the  preamble  of  the  Bill  ? 
The  statement  of  his  noble  Friend  (the 
Earl  of  Radnor)  would  with  him  havebeao 
sufficient,  but  the  statement  of  the  anta- 
gonist who  had  placed  himself  in  the  front 
of  the  conflict,  and  had  made  a  rooliea 
which,  if  agreed  to,  would  put  an  end  to 
the  Bill  for  this  session,  appeared  to  him, 
(Lord  Broqgham)  the  lUQst  unequiveeal 
and  expressive  testimony  to  the  truth  of 
the  only  important  and  necessary  part  of 
the  preamble  ?   What  waa  this  statement  ? 
That  the  statutes  had  not  been  complie<l 
with — that  they  were  broken  habitually  s 
but  the  right  rev.  Prelate  was  satisfieid, 
because,  in  his  opinion,  theae  were  were 
trivial  deviations.  But  if  there  weredevia^ 
tions,  were  they  not  to  know  the  grounds 
of   these  deviations  from  the  statutes? 
Wus  the  present  position  one  in  which, 
oonsistently  with  the  law,  or  with  the  eoni^ 
forts  of  the  parties  themselves,  they  eoald 
continue  to  be  placed  in  ?    Would  it  aot 
be  a  thomand  times  better  to  acoommpdato 
ihe  law  to  the  practice,  and  moreespeciaily 
when  some  parts  of  th^  law  were  obaolete, 
others  manifestly  inconvenient,  and  others 
highly  mischievous,  if  literally  fulfilled.  Aa 
inquiry  would  ascertain  all  this.    They 
could  not  suppose  that  th^y  could  reisain 
much  longer  in  the  etate  in  whioh  they 
were  placed.    It  was  not  wholesome  for 
the  youth  who  were  educated  in  these 
plaoea  te  a^  the  ralei^  regulaHwiAi^  aa4 
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tlw  statQtm  of  the  colleges  daily  and  hourly 
broken  without  panUhment^  and  to  aee  the 
o«tb«  that  were  taken  in  aapport  of  these 
rules  hobftually  broken  by  the  masters 
themsehres,  without  the  punishment  due 
to  known  ofiencee,  without  being  treated 
Mdfenoes,  or  even  dreamt  of  being  so 
treated.    The  object  of  this  Bill  was  to 
have  inquiry ;  and  he  wished  to  know,  with 
ail  respect  for  the  colleges,  whether  there 
was  anything  so  sacred  in  their  establish- 
men(9  as  to  entitle  them  to  say  these  were 
the  only  establishments  in  the  country  into 
which  the  foot  of  inquiry  or  the  eye  of 
aortitiny  should  never  pass*    He  was  not 
aware  of  any  title  these  or  any  other  esta-' 
blishnents  of  men  or  of  EnglisbmeQ  could 
have  to  such  a  right.    If  there  had  been 
no  deviation  from  these  statutes,  what 
could  be  their  objection  to  inquiry  ?    If 
there  had  been  no  abuse  in  their  funds, 
why  object  to  a  scrutiny?     But  those  who 
should  vote  against  the  second  reading  of 
this  Bill,  and  who  should  refuse  to  a(K>pt 
the  principle  of  it,  which  was  inquiry,  and 
inquiry  only,  he  would  ask  those  upon 
what  grounds  the  Universities  of  Oxford 
and  Cambridge,  and  those  only,  should 
never  be  visited  by  Parliamentary  scru* 
tiny?    There  was  no  objection  to  inquiry 
into  all  other  corruptions,    ecclesiastical 
and  lay;    thay  had   all   been    subjected 
alike  to  the  scrutiny  of  the  Houses  of 
Parliament ;  the  Crown  had  issued  com- 
missions,  and  tliese  Commissioners  had 
investigated  the  affairs  of  ail  municipal 
bodies  in  England*     A  comnmsion  had 
even  been  issued  to  inquire  into  the  Uni- 
versities of  Scotland.      If  they  rejected 
this  Bill  they  would  be  declaring  that  the 
finglieh  corporations^  the  Scotch  corpor- 
aiiont,  the  Scotch  Universities,  the  £n- 
gliih  schools,  all  establishments,  lay  and 
cieticai,  all  over  tho  country,  were  sub- 
jected  to  scrutiny,  except  the  two  uoiver* 
6iii«0 ;  and  these  were  Ihe  reasons  for  the 
egenptionw^that  the  affairs  of  these  uoi- 
venttiea  were  so  perl'ectly  well  conducted 
that  they  had  no  dread  whatever  of  the 
cleeeel  scruiiBy,  of  the  nsost  ninuto  and 
unsparing   and   searching   iovestigatiott. 
They  ooly  locked  up  their  muniments,  and 
charters,    and   title-deeds,    their   ndes, 
regvlatioBS,  and  staiotts,  their  bye*laws 
and  ^mdaaaental  laws,  under  three  locks, 
and  then  they  challenge,  they  defy,  io« 
qniry  !     Bui  no,  that  was  not  correct ; 
they  afaomiaalert  inquiry,  they  abhorred 
lufsslifHiiMy  vbA  ttierofiMO  t^  oovec^d 


the  table  of  their  Lordships'  House  with 
petitions  made   up  upon  all   manner  of 
grounds,  wholly  inconsistent,  and  the  last 
repugnant  to  the  one  that  went  before  it ; 
and  yet  they  were  told  in  that  House  that 
these  persons  defied   investigation  as  a 
thing  of  which  they  bad  no  reason  to  ha 
afraid.    The  passing  of  9uch  a  Bjll  aa* 
this  would  further  all  the  objeets  which. 
ttiey  had  at  heart,  and  ha   hoped  theto 
Lordships  would  forgive  him  for  venturing 
humbly  to  suggest  that   in  passing  thia. 
Bill  they  would  not  only  benefit  Oxford 
and  Cambridge  in  its  results,  but  in  Uie 
Ant  of  psssinc^  it  thev  would  also  do  that' 
which  would  be  highly  beneficial  to  them* 
selves.     He  thought  that  in  the  estimatioa. 
of  their  countrymen  they  would  do  that 
which  would  be  a  very  wise  and  a  very' 
judicious  act,  and  one  which,  if  it  ever 
should  happen-^he  did  not  say  it  ever 
could  happen— <he   did  not  say  it  ever* 
would    happen-^but  if   evep    it    should 
happen  at  any  future  time,  by  any  means,: 
right  or  wrong--*let   their   Lordships  be 
right  or  wrong-— that  they  bst  that  high- 
degree  of  favour   which    they  ought   to 
Gjnjoy  in  the  opinion  of  their  countrymen, 
his  belief  was,  that  the  passing  of  a  mea- 
sure such  as  this  would  tend  to  restore  it. 
Lord  Abwger  considered  that  he  eoukl 
not  do  jusiice  to  his  own  feelings,  or  tp 
the  attachment  he  had   to   the  place  in- 
which  Ite  was  educated,  if  ha  did  not  say 
a  few  words  respecting  the  Bill  then  before 
their  Lordships.     There  had  been  a  great 
deal  of  declamation  and  a  vast  quantity 
of  rhetoric  wasted  upon  this  Bill.  To  bear 
his  noble  and  learned    Friend   speak  i« 
support  of  this  Bill,  it  might  be  supposed 
that  he  was  arguing  upon  the  enormity  of 
some    well-proved  grievance— that  some 
great  public  injury  hud  been  done,  and 
that  his  noUe  Friend  was  struggling  on  • 
behalf  of  those  who  had  a  right  to  com*  * 
plain,  and  called  upon  their  Lordships  to  * 
grant  an  inquiry.      Now,  he  beggeid  to 
ask,  who  complained  to  that  House?  Who 
had  petitioned?     Who  oallcd  upon  their 
I^xrd ships   lo  make  this  inquiry  ?     Had  ' 
there  been  a  petition  from  any  coUege,  or  - 
even  from  any  member  of  a  college,  eav*  . 
ing  that  the  statutes  had  not  been  propeny  ' 
olMervod?     There    was    nothing  of  the 
kind.     There  was  nothing  but  the  stale* 
meet  of  the  noble  Earl,  who  came  dowe 
to  teM  them  that  be  knew  very  little  about 
the  matter,  and  then  called  upon  them  to 
gcaot  e  conmissioii^-te  give  him  k^m 
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to  have  a  Bill  of  discovery.  The  noble 
Earl  and  the  noble  Baroo,  on  the  one 
band»  declared  that  the  books  and  sta- 
tutes of  the  college  were  kept  under  lock 
and  key-^that  tbey  were  carefully  con- 
cealed ;  his  noble  and  learned  Friend,  on 
the  other  hand^  declared  that  the  statutes 
were  placarded,  so  that  their  open  viola- 
tion was  known  to  all  the  students.  [Lord 
Brougham:  Both  statements  are  true.] 
If  both  were  true  they  appeared  to  him  to 
be  a  little  inconsistent  with  each  other. 
He  did  not  say  that  there  were  no  statutes 
that  did  not  require  residence ;  but  the 
statutes  of  Trinity  College,  he  believed, 
did  not  require  residence.  Then  he  would 
flay,  that  if  there  were  a  maUadministra- 
tion  of  the  funds,  there  was  a  sufficiency 
of  spirit  and  intelligence  in  the  college 
with  which  he  was  acquainted,  to  make  at 
once  an  appeal  to  the  Chancellor  or  to 
the  King  in  Council,  in  order  to  have  the 
matter  set  right.  If,  too,  there  had  been 
a  larger  appropriation  to  the  senior  fellows 
from  the  funds  than  what  it  was  considered 
tbey  ought  to  have,  the  matter  would  long 
since  have  been  complained  of.  Why, 
theoy  was  an  inquiry  now  to  be  granted  ? 
Was  it  because  his  noble  and  learned 
Priend  imagined  that  there  ought  to  be 
an  inquiry  ?  The  oppression  practised 
by  the  senior  fellows,  and  all  the  other 
enormities  they  had  heard  of,  were  only  to 
be  found  in  the  active  imagination  of  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend.  Or  was  this 
to  be  a  sufficient  ground  for  inquiry— that 
a  noble  Earl  said  he  was  told  something 
about  an  institution  of  which  he  did  not 
know  anything?  There  was,  he  con- 
sidered, no  Paniamentarv  ground  for  pass- 
ing this  Bill.  He  aereed  with  the  noble 
Dake  that  before  they  passed  b  Bill  of 
this  kind  theyoueht  to  have  some  evi- 
dence. They  ought  to  have  something  in 
the  way  of  public  notoriety,  or  they  ought 
to  show  by  evidence  that  there  had  been 
a  eross  deviation  from  the  statutes.  It 
baa  been  said  that  the  right  rev.  Pre* 
late  had  declared  that  there  was  a  de- 
Tiation  from  the  oaths.  He  did  not 
understand  the  right  rev.  Prelate  to  make 
any  snch  admission ;  but  that  where  there 
was  some  formal  regulation  made  by  the 
ancient  founders,  which  was  inconsistent 
with  the  present  state  of  society,  and  the 
strict  attendance  to  which  would  inter- 
fere with  the  views  of  the  founders,  that 
in  such  cases  there  was  a  deviation.  With 
lespeot  to  one  point,  the  expenses  of  the 


colleges,  he  begged  to  say,  that  these 
were  no  more  now  than  they  had  been 
thirty  or  forty  years  ago.  There  was,  he 
said,  no  ground  for  Uie  Bill  before  the 
House,  and  he  therefore  should  cheerfully 
vote  in  favour  of  the  Amendment. 

Lord  Wynford  opposed  the  Bill.  He 
did  not  consider  there  was  the  slightest 
evidence  offered  in  its  support.  Not  one 
of  the  statements  in  the  preamble  had  been 
proved,  and  though  he  might  be  ready  to 
promote  inquiry  he  should  vote  against 
the  Bill. 

The  Earl  of  Radnor  replied.  In  the 
course  of  his  observations  the  noble  Lord 
observed,  that  the  noble  Duke  (Wel- 
lington) had  indulged  in  some  personal 
allusions  which  he  was  not  justified  in 
using  towards  him.  The  noble  Duke  had 
no  right  whatever  to  impute  to  him,  as  he 
had  done,  covert  intentions,  any  more  than 
he  had  the  right  to  charge  him  with  a 
design  to  further  the  sinister  views  of 
others.  He  acted  in  this  matter  from  his 
own  discretion,  and  the  noble  Duke  had 
not  the  slightest  grounds  for  imputing  to 
him  anything  of  the  description  which  he 
had  alleged.  The  noble  Duke  had  pointed 
to  two  former  Bills  which  had  been  sab* 
mitted  to  the  Legislature  upon  this  subject, 
and  to  his  (Lord  Radnor's)  conduct  with 
reference  to  those  measures,  as  proving 
upon  his  part  the  existence  of  a  determin- 
ation to  procure  the  subversion  of  those 
institutions.  Now,  once  for  all,  he  would 
distinctly  disclaim  that  he  had  ever  been 
actuated  by  any  such  views.  It  had  been 
remarked  during  the  course  of  the  debate, 
that  the  tendency  and  object  of  his  Bill 
was  to  let  in  the  Dissenters  to  the  Uni* 
versities,  and  to  break  up  and  destroy 
those  bulwarks  of  the  established  religion. 
He,  however,  asserted  that  his  Bill  was 
simply  for  inquiij  whether  there  was  anv 
ground  for  altering  the  statutes  by  which 
the  two  Universities  were  at  present  go. 
verned.  He  had  complained  of  the 
students  being  indiscriminately  required 
to  subscribe  to  the  thirty-nine  articles,  and 
he  now  reiterated  this  complaint,  which 
was  based  upon  the  clear  gronnd  that  of 
those  articles  there  were  some  which  even 
the  most  learned  men  did  not  understand. 
The  noble  Duke,  and  other  noble  Lords, 
had  said  that  there  was  no  evidence  of  the 
necessity  of  altering  or  amending  the 
system  pursued  at  the  Universities.  The 
right  rev.  Prelate  (the  Bishop  of  Uandaff) 
bad,  however,  no  objection  to  (be  appoint* 
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menl  of  a  Committee  of  Inquiry.  Now, 
he  was  ready  to  produce  his  witnesses  at 
the  bar  of  their  Lordship^  house  to  prove 
in  detail  the  existence  of  the  abuses  of 
which  he  had  complained.  Would  the 
noble  Duke  agree  to  that  ? 

The  Duke  of  fTe/Zin^^on.— Agree  to 
what? 

The  Earl  of  Radnor :  To  hare  a  Com- 
mittee of  Inquiry. 

The  Duke  of  Weltington:  There  is  a 
substantive  Motion  already  before  the 
House.  Will  the  noble  Lord,  before  he 
asks  me  to  agree  to  another  Motion^  dis- 
pose of  that  first? 

The  Earl  of  Radnor  had  merely  spoken 
of  the  Committee  of  Inquhry  in  conse- 
quence of  the  right  rev.  Bishop  (Llandaff) 
having  expressed  his  willingness  to  consent 
to  that  mode  of  proceeding.  But  as  the 
noble  Duke  was  known  to  possess  great 
influence  in  their  Lordships'  House^  he 
was  naturally  unwilling  to  propose  such  a 
measure,  even  in  conjunction  with  the 
right  rev*  Prelate,  without  the  concurrence 
of  the  noble  Duke. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington :  My  Lords,  I 
have  already  stated  that  I  see  no  grounds 
whatever  for  inquiry.  I  stated  also,  that 
if  there  be  any  legitimate  ground  for  in- 
quiry, any  real  abuses  existing  in  the 
management  of  the  colleges,  there  are 
legal  modes  of  inquiring  into  the  existence 
and  extent  of  those  abuses,  and  legal 
modes  of  applying  a  remedy,  and,  I 
therefore  say,  my  Lords,  that  I  cannot 
consent  to  the  application  of  any  remedies 
but  those  which  are  legal  and  regular. 

The  Earl  of  Radnor  said,  that  he  really 
knew  not  to  what  legal  remedies  the  noble 
Dnke  alluded,  if  he  were  to  except  the 
authority  of  the  visitors,  which,  after  all, 
had  been  found  to  impose  a  very  inef- 
fectual restraint  on  abuse.  The  noble 
Lord  then  observed,  that  the  only  point 
in  whksh  any  improvement  had  been  of 
late  observed  in  tne  universities  was,  that 
they  were  much  better  schools  than  for- 
merly. They  were,  at  the  same  time, 
however,  much  less  learned  bodies  than 
formerly.  The  reputation  which  they  had 
at  one  period  borne  was  very  much 
IsBsened  of  late.  A  friend  of  his  had  re- 
cently been  no  little  astonished  by  hearing 
the  observation  made  in  Germany  that 
the  study  of  the  Greek  language  was  little 
(if  at  all)  prosecuted  at  Cambridge ;  and 
this  assertion  was  based  upon  the  fact 

that  119  authora  of  emioence  upon  the 


Greek  language  had  recently  arisen  at 
that  University.  Oxford  stood  not  high 
in  point  of  either  theological,  classical, 
or  scientific  pretensions.  Dr.  Pusey,  in  a 
recent  work  upon  cathedral  institutions, 
had  very  much  underrated  the  theological 
course  which  was  read  at  Oxford.  In 
classical  literature  the  merits  of  the  Uni- 
versities might  be  estimated  from  the  fact, 
that  of  those  who  were  concerned  in  pub- 
lications upon  such  subjects  at  Oxford 
very  few  were  competent  to  the  task. 
With  reference  to  science,  he  had  only  to 
refer  to  the  testimonv  of  Mr.  Powell,  the 
Regius  Professor  of  Astronomy  at  Oxford, 
who  had  recently  stated  that  the  Univer- 
sity of  Oxford  gives  a  monopoly  to  classi- 
cal literature  to  the  prejudice  of  the 
sciencies.  The  noble  Lord  concluded  by 
reiterating  his  assertion  that  the  Univer- 
sities could  no  longer  be  considered  as 
places  of  leisure  for  learned  men. 

Amendment  carried,  Bill  put  ofi*  for 
six  months. 

Protest. — ^Tbe  following  protest  against 
postponing  the  Bill  for  six  months,  was  en- 
tered on  the  Journals. 

**  Dissentient :  Because— 
''  First,  These  colleges  and  halls  are  eleemo- 
synary foundations,  similar  to  others  which 
have  been  inquired  into ;  and  no  reason  was 
alleged  why  they  should  not  be  inquired  into 
as  well  as  the  others. 

*'  Secondly,  They  are  peculiarly  fit  objects 
of  inquiry ;  inasmuch  as, 
"1,  The  present  statutes  of  the  universities 
requiring  that  all  matriculated  members 
shall  belong  to,  and  be  inmates  in,  some 
of  the  said  colleges  or  halls,  and  subject 
to  its  discipline,  the  said  colleges  and 
halls  have  acquired  a  public  character 
and  a  national  importance  which  origin- 
ally did  not  belong  to  them. 
"  2.  The  said  colleges  and  halls  are,  for  the 
roost  part,  of  very  ancient  foundation, 
and  many  of  their  statutes,  contemplat- 
ing a  state  of  society  very  different  from 
the  present,  and  a  religion  other  than  that 
now  established,  are  totally  inapplicable 
to  the  present  times,  and  impossible  to  be 
observed. 
"  3.  Obedience  to  the  statutes  is  generally   * 
(if  not  in  all  cases)  enforced  by  the  80« 
lemnity  of  oaths,  which,  from  the  neces* 
sity  of  the  case,  are  explained  away, 
evaded,  or  openly  violated. 
**  4.  It  was  avowed  in  the  debate  that  such 
was  frequently  the  practice ;    and  this 
practice,  in  our  opinion,  dangerous  to 
public  morals,  was  palliated,  if  not  jus* 
tified. 
''Thirdly,   It  is  alleged  in  the    petitions 
against  the  Bill  sent  up  from  several  of  the 
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qoUegeSi  and  presented  to  the  House,  that  thQ 
fellows  and  sdtoUra  belonging  to  the  same 
were  sworn  to  obey  the  original  statutes  of 
the  (bunders,  and  to  admit  of  no  deviation 
ftom  ihem ;  and  that  there  existed  no  power, 
either  in  the  governing  members  of  those  in« 
stitutions  themselves,  or  in  their  viiitors,  to 
alter,  modify,  or  amend  them ;  and  therefore 
no  power  short  of  iha^  of  Parliament  can 
eOeot  that  object* 

(Signed)      **  RAPsoa, 

Vassal  Holi^vp. 
Brougham. 
Hatherton. 
(For  let  and  2nd  reasons)    Sommerriix. 

Don  CAM  N  OK." 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Tuesdi;iy,  April  11,  1837. 

l|iirvTK&]  BUb.  Re^d  a  third  time  !--Penitenti«ry  (Mill- 
task)*  Mutiny  aad  Murine  Mutiny  BUL— Rend  a  firrt 
time '.T^UnUianiilty  af  Praoeai}  Judicial  Faetors  <Seoi> 
land). 

PetaUoDS  prweDted.  By  uveral  Hon.  MaMBSRS.  (mm 
varioui  plae«4  againtl  the  AboUtifOa  of  Chuich-fatei  t  and 
from  Twiekenliam,  Great  Marlow^  and  other  plaoea, 
against  the  ministerial  Measuxa— By  Mr.  Wflks,  and  other 
Hon.  MflMBana^  from  variouf  places,  tat  tlie  Abolition  of 

*  Chureh-ratesi  from  Leeds  and  various  other  plaocsj  for 
the  ministeilal  Measttrek-.-By  Lord  O.  Somciuibt,  Mr. 
WiLca,  and  other  Hon.  MxM»aaa,  Aon  Halsted,  Stvoud* 
and  other  places,  for  ad  toquiry  into  the  mode  of  providing 
Medical  Relief  by  the  New  Poor-law  Act—By  Sir  jAiiaa 
€n4B4v  am)  Lord  HawiriKsn,  flrom  Bridgend  and  Cam- 
bridge IhAoo,  ftv  Amendment  of  New  Poor-law  Act* — ^By 
Me.  P.  HowAa0  and  Lord  HavNiKaB,  ttom  Rochlbrd  and 
WangiiMfd  Union,  i^akMt  tbeRepeal  of  New  poor-law  Act. 
~By  Mr.  Tooks,  ftxnn  the  Inhabitants  of  the  Libnty  of 
the  Rolla.  for  Equalisation  of  Land-tax,— By  Sir  A. 
Lmtb  Hat,  ttam  Banf,  eomplaintng  of  the  Advantages 
eqjoyed  by  the  Owners  of  the  pioat«IHee  Shipping  List 
pver  siwilag  Lirts,  which  aw  bnithsped  wttb  Postage  Dues. 
r.'By  Mr.  HAaria,  from  Paisley,  for  a  HousehoU  Suf- 
frage; and  from  Dahaeiliogton  and  MaxweUtowo,  for 
Buighs  qf  Barony  (Scotland)  BUL^-By  Mr,  (yCoANBLL 
and  other  Hon.  Mkmbkbsi  from  various  places  for  Aboil- 
liOB  of  TMies  (lTeiand>..~By  Mr.  (VCdnnbll  and  Mr. 
MoiAAir  JoMH  CyOay vsi4i,  from  aeveral  placsa.  fcr  Mu- 
aiei^  Cotpmntioii  BiU  tfwii»»'\>«— By  Mr.  O'Cmncu 
and  other  Hon.  MuiBaBa«  from  various  plaees,  fbr  Irish 
Municipal  Corporations;  fbr  Abolition  of  Tithes  (Ire- 
land); aad  ftnr  Vote  by  Ballot. 

MukicxpalCoivforatjons,  Ireland. 
—  (TuiRP  Readxibg)  —  Adjourned 
DfiBATX.]  The  Order  ^  ib«  Day  for  re- 
suming Ibd  adioumed  debate  e^  tbe  third 
reading  of  the  Municipal  Corponttion 
(Irsiaiid)  Bill  haruig  been  vead, 

Mr.  Nume  said,  it  was  not  his  btention 
to  intrude  very  long  vpon  the  patience 
and  attention  of  tbe  House*  but  fe&Iing 
slroogly  th^  iasportaao^  of  the  nueasure 
iMitw  before  tbe  House,  aa  easeattal  to  the 
peace  of  the  Uaited  Kiagdoas,  and  feeling 
alea  tbat  its  rejeetien  would  be  of  serious 
conseouence  to  the  Church  of  Ireland,  be 

wi*^  (Q  atate  to  th«  Qous«  what  be  h^A 


hoped  past  experien<^a  would  have  taugM 
them,  vist-^tbe  evils  lliat  woukl,  in  his 
judgmenti  ensue  if  tbe  oppMition  to  tbia 
BiU  should  succeed.  He  would  ask  hon. 
Members  eppositt i  whether  the  events  ia 
relation  to  the  Church  of  Ifsiand,  which 
had  taken  place  during  the  last  flfieen  or 
sixteen  years,  should  not  teach  them  that 
on  this  occasion  they  ought  to  have  pur- 
sued a  very  different  course.  Tha  oppo* 
sition  to  the  progress  of  this  Bill  rested 
solely  on  the  injury  which  it  waa 
alleged  would  be  done  to  tha  Bstabliahed 
Church  in  Ireland.  Now,  in  iSSH?, 
when  he  nrged  upon  the  House  tha 
reform  of  the  Iririi  Church  as  a  step 
to  other  important  reforms,  he  look 
the  liberty  ot  stating  frankly  and  fairly 
that  which  he  now  repeated  as  his  eonvio- 
tion,  that  the  Church  of  Ireland  had  ever 
been  the  bar  to  all  improvements  in  tbat 
country,  and  ha  was  quite  coofidem, 
judging  from  the  history  of  tbe  past,  tbat 
no  effectual  reforms,  no  peace  couU  be 
expected  there,  until  ihatsinecore  Church 
— the  Church  of  the  minority'— *waa 
reduced  according  to  the  scale  of  Its 
communicanu*  Until  this  was  done,  tiiere 
would  be  no  chance  that  peace  ia  Ireland 
would  be  maiataijied«-none  that  the  union, 
so  essential  to  tbe  welfare  and  bappinaaa 
of  both  countries,  would  bo  preserved* 
The  noble  Lords,  the  Memhars  for  North 
and  South  Lancashire,  oa  a  former  night, 
and  hoD.  Members  on  the  opposite  iMe, 
last  night,  founded  their  oppoution  to  this 
Bill  solely  on  the  suggestion,  that  the 
proposed  extension  of  popular  power  would 
be  dangerous  to  the  Church  of  Irelaod, 
and  on  this  ground  they  resisted  tlial 
corporate  reform  for  Irabnd  which  the 
people  of  England  and  of  Scotland  had 
already  obtained.  This  eoufsa  waa  fraught 
with  injustice,  aad  though  noUa  Loiida 
and  boil.  Members  opposite  had  imeu 
warned  and  advised  to  yield  in  tiuM,  and 
to  redress  grievances  long  felt  and  com* 
plained  of,  yet  they  seemed  determined  to 
pursue  their  own  course,  even  at  the  risk 
of  the  peace  and  tranquillity  of  tha  oouii* 
try.  But  the  people  ought  m  know  tkal 
the  allegations  on  which  the  opposi  ioa  to 
the  measure  was  grounded,  were  not  tboee 
wbkb  ought  to  weigh.  The  cry  of  tko 
other  side  was,  that  the  Church  (meaoio|r 
thereby  the  religion  of  the  couotiy)  waa 
ia  danger.  He  denied  tbia :  it  was  »oC 
tha^t  religioD«  but  tha  rich  siaeeiwea  a»4 

iaoemesi  tbat  vmildbe  emlangeted  by  te 
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patting  of  the  Bill ;  and  these  were  the 
real  groundf  of  the  piesent  resistance  to 
the  progreas  of  reform.  In  a  word, 
religiofi  was  nadethe  stalking-horse;  but 
Ihe  danges  to  the  re¥eniies  of  the  Church 
was  Ihe  real  ground  of  opposition  to  this 
Bill*  It  had  been  said,  that  though  this 
Bill  might  be  passed  by  the  House,  yet 
there  would  be  no  chance  of  its  passing 
ia  another  place.  He  begged  to  say,  that 
this  House  ought  not  to  be  influenced  by 
any  impediment  that  eUewhere  might 
be  thrown  in  the  way  of  this  measure;  but 
rather  ought  to  do  its  duty,  and  send  up 
SHoh  a  Bill  as,  in  tb^  opinion  of  the 
piajority  of  this  House,  was  calculated  to 
five  to  Ireland  an  equality  of  civil  rights. 
The  roi^rity  of  the  people  of  Ireland 
ought  to  have  the  same  advantages  as  the 
majority  of  the  people  of  England  and  of 
Seotland;  but  until  the  Church  of  Ire- 
land  was  reduced  in  its  power — -indeed, 
destroyed  as  regarded  its  aupremaey-'-»tbe 
people  of  Ireland  would  not  be  satisfied. 
He  owned  he  was  surprised  that  the  noble 
iiOrd,  the  Member  for  North  Lancashire, 
who  had  formed  a  part  of  that  Govern - 
laent  which  bad  given  corporate  reform 
to  England  and  to  Scotland,  should  now 
turn  his  back  upon  himself,  and  tell  the 
people  of  Ireland  that,  on  a  plea  of  re- 
ligioo.  be  would  not  consent  to  give  them 
equal  civil  rights.  He  (Mr.  Hume)  had 
often  heard  the  noble  Lord,  when  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  point  out,  in  able  and 
eloquent  terns,  the  evils  which  had 
sesulted  from  the  system  which  had  for- 
tnerly  existed,  of  refusing  civil  rights  on 
the  ground  of  religious  faith ;  and  he  was 
at  a  loss  to  account  for  the  strange  per« 
version  of  reasoning  which  had  led  the 
noble  Lord  now  to  go  back  from  his 
fermer  sentiments.  The  other  noble  Lord, 
the  Member  for  IBouth  Lancashire,  and  a 
noUe  Lord  in  another  place,  had  both 
csooteaded  that  this  Bill  would  make  the 
Corporations  the  arenas  for  political  dis- 
eusaioB.  Was  it,  however,  to  be  supposed, 
that  becaino  Corporations  did  not  exist, 
the  people  would  not  meet,  and  that  an 
areaa  for  political  discussion  would  not  be 
found  in  eyory  town  and  parish,  or  that 
the  disousaions  would  not  be  mfxed  up 
with  much  bitterness,  from  the  conviction 
that  the  refusal  of  civil  rights  was  to  be 
attrlfaoted  to  the  existence  of  a  sinecure 
Chaioby  to  which  the  minority  of  the 
pafintotion  bdoaged  ?  He  thereioro  con- 
tended, that  bon«  Members  opposite  were, 


by  their  present  course  of  action,  driving 
headlong  to  the  destruction  of  the  Church 
of  Ireland.  The  majority  of  the  Houseand 
of  the  intelligence  of  the  country  was 
opposed  to  such  a  course  of  policy  towards 
Ireland.  The  sinecure  Church  of  Ireland 
was  a  positive  monstrosity.  He  was  not 
inclined  to  think  that  a  Church  Bstablish^' 
ment  was  in  any  respect  easential  to- the 
constitution  or  welfare  of  the  country: 
indeed,  bethought  the  Constitution  would 
be  purer  and  better  if  there  was  no 
Established  Church.  He  had  never  ad- 
vocated the  abolition  of  the  Established 
Church  in  England  ;  but,  proceeding  on 
the  principle  which  actuated  their  Ibre* 
fathers  when  they  established  Protestant* 
ism,  as  being  the  religion  of  the  majority, 
he  did  not  see  how  the  principle^east  of 
all,  how  the  present  seaie,  of  the  Irish 
Church  could  be  maintained  in  Ireland* 
An  hon.  Friend  near  him  said,  the  Church 
of  England  was  the  true  religion,  but  he 
was  a  wise  man  who  knew  what  the  true 
religion  was.  They  had  seen  every  form 
of  religion  in  diflferent  ages  aud  different 
countries  declared  to  be  the  true  religion. 
But  if  this  Bill  were  rejected  elsewhere — 
if  the  Irish  people,  increasing  in  intelli- 
gence and  power,  were  taught  to  con- 
sider the  Established  Church  as  the  only 
barrier  to  their  enjoyment  of  civil  rights, 
and  equal  immunities  with  the  English  and 
the  Scotch,  it  was  impossible  not  to  see  to 
what  a  Slate  of  jeopardy  they  would  thereby 
expose  that  branch  of  the  establishment. 
The  rejection  of  this  Bill,  so  far  from 
lessening  the  evils  which  the  Church  now 
suiFered,  would  only  increase  the  dissatis- 
faction it  engendered,  and  rouse  the 
people  of  Ireland  against  it  as  their  com- 
mon enemy.  He  regarded  this  Bill  as  but 
an  instalment  of  what  was  due  to  the  Irish 
people,  and  if  it  were  refused,  they  would 
be  driven  to  call  for  a  repeal  of  the  union 
as  the  only  chance  they  had  of  obtaining 
equal  laws  and  institutions.  Prom  an 
English  House  of  Lords  and  Commons  ap* 
parently  they  had  every  opposition  tocoR- 
tend  with.  Lord  Mulgtave  had  done 
much,  more  than  had  ever  befbre^  in  the 
history  of  any  Lord- Lieutenant,  been  ac« 
complished,  by  the  wisdom  and  justice  of 
hia  procedure  to  secure  peace,  and  deftet 
the  atrocious  attempts  that  were  made  by 
speeches  in  that  House  and  elsewhere  to 
excite  insurreetion  in  Irdand. .  He  hoped 
the  tranquillity  of  the  country  would  still 
be   maintained;  the   people  of  Ireland 
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might  depend  on  tt^  if  this  measure  were 
rejected  now,  it  could  not  long  be  with- 
held. Its  rejection  would  only  tend  to 
hasten  and  prepare  the  way  for  other  and 
more  extensive  reforms.  Hon.  Members 
opposite  might  think  by  refusing  to  pass 
this  measure  they  would  curtail  the  power 
of  hishon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Kilkenny ;  but  they  were  altogether 
mistaken.  And  even  if  that  hon.  Member 
were  withdrawn  from  his  present  position 
in  the  country,  there  would  not  be 
wanting  others  to  agitate  successfully  in 
favour  of  equal  rights  and  privileges  for 
the  people  of  Ireland.  With  respect  to 
the  Bill  itself,  there  might  be  anomalies  in 
it ;  but  he  took  it  as  a  whole,  and  the 
people  of  Ireland  were  satisfied  with  it. 
He  hoped  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  would 
at  last  learn  prudence  by  the  experience 
of  the  past:  if  they  did  not— if  they  per- 
sisted m  their  present  course  of  blind  op- 
Eosition  to  the  will  of  the  people,  he  hoped 
e  should  live  a  few  years  longer,  if  it  were 
only  to  see  the  mortification,  the  confusion 
and  dismay,  with  which  their  own  obstin- 
ate resistance  of  moderate  measures  of 
reform  must  speedily  overwhelm  them.  It 
was  not  his  fault  that  the  progress  of 
reform  had  not  been  more  rapid.  He 
hoped,  however,  that  the  people  of  this 
country  would  at  length  see  there  was  no 
hope  of  good  Government  while  the 
minority  in  that  House  was  so  numerous. 
They  must  increase  the  majority  before 
they  could  expect  really  good  Government 
— not  a  Government  to  maintain  the  peers 
in  their  power,  and  the  aristocracy  in  their 
privileges,  but  which  should  look  to  the 
general  ioterestofthe  community  at  large. 
Reform  was  making  rapid  progress.  He 
had  commenced  the  reform  of  the  Irish 
Church  many  years  ago,  and  he  was  glad 
to  see  it  now  recognized  that  Church  pro- 
perty was  actually  national  property — that 
there  was  no  Church  property  at  all,  and 
if  that  House  were  to  adopt  the  system  of 
the  Quakers,  the  whole  of  what  was  called 
Church  property  would  immediately  revert 
to  the  State*  Aristocracy  had  already  had 
its  day —he  trusted  its  converse,  popular 

Jower,  real  democracy,  was  now  about  to 
ave  its  turn  too.  It  was  gratifying  to 
him  to  think  that  already  aristocracy  was 
going  down  the  hill,  and  he  was  happy  to 
see  that  its  advocates  were  adopting  the 
best  means,  by  their  opposition  to  this 
KU,  of  hastening  their  own  downfall.    He 


cordially  approved  of  this  Bill,  and  should 
g^ve  it  his  most  strenuous  support. 

Mr.  A,  Trevor  would  not  have  ventured 
to  trouble  the  House  upon  the  present  oc- 
casion, but  for  certain  expressions  which 
had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
just  sat  down.     The  hon.  Member  had 
denounced  the  other  House  of  Parliameat, 
extolled  the  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny 
as  the  great  hero  of  the  age,  pointed  out 
the    awful  consequences    of   the  course 
which   (the  Opposition)    were   about    to 
pursue,  and   crowned  the  whole  by  pro- 
nouncing no  small  eulogium  on  himself. 
But  let  the  consequences  of  their  present 
course  be  what  they  might,  if  the  Church 
of  England  and  Ireland  were  destined  to 
fall  they  were  prepared  and  willing  to  fall 
along  with  it.     They  felt  it   to  be  their 
duty  to  uphold  those  principles  which  had 
been  handed  down  to  them  from    their 
ancestors,  which  were  not  only  perfectly 
consistent  with,  but  the  real  fosler-parent 
of  all  sound  and    rational  liberty.     He 
looked  upon  the  present  and  every  other 
measure    introduced    by    the     Ministers 
as  having  for  its  object  to  convert  Ireland 
from  a  Protestant  to  a   Popish  country. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex,  had  him- 
self admitted  that  this   Bill  was  only  an 
instalment  intended  to  prepare  the  way  for 
further  and  more  extended  innovations. 
Past   experience  had  proved  what  they 
must  expect  from  concession.    They  had 
been  told  a  few  years  ago  that,  Catholic 
emancipation   granted,  Ireland  would  be 
content,  and  nothing  further  would  be  de« 
manded,  yet  what  had   been  the  conse- 
quence?   It  was  now  seen  to  be  only  the 
beginning  of  the  end.     If  this  measure 
were  conceded    Ireland    would    not   be 
satisfied;  the   more  they  were  disposed 
to  yield,  the  more  would  be  required  of 
them.    A  stand  must  be  made  somewhere, 
and  he  conceived  no  better  stand  could  be 
made  than  around  the  altars  of  their  holy 
religion.    This  Bill  would  give  complete 
power  to  one  party  over  the  remainder  in 
Ireland,  and  once  let  that  party  acquire 
supreme  power,  history  warranted  him  in 
predicting  it  would  not  be  so  tolerant  as  the 
members  of  the  Church  of  England ;  they 
would  have  tyranny  and  oppression  of  the 
most  cruel  description,  and  in  its  worst  and 
most  painful  forms.    The  hon.  Member  for 
Middlesexhad  represented  the  Established 
Church  as  the  enemy  of  improvement—* 
the  8tumbling*block  and  bar  to  the  public 
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well-being.  On  the  other  hand  he  con- 
scientiously believed  that,  but  for  the 
Established  Church  of  the  United  King- 
dom, the  state  of  the  people  in  general 
would  have  been  far  more  deteriorated 
than  it  was ;  and  when  that  Church  fell, 
every  other  privileged  order,  and  property 
of  every  description,  would  fall  along 
with  it.  What  might  be  the  fate  of  this 
measure  in  another  place  it  was  not  for 
him  to  say ;  but  whatever  their  decision,  he 
was  sure  the  Members  of  the  other  House 
of  the« Legislature  would  perform  their  duty 
to  their  country  in  a  manner  as  manly  and 
as  honourable  as  heretofore, conducive  to 
the  welfare  and  best  interest  of  the  country. 
Mr.  Oally  Knight:  I  sincerely  hope 
the  wish  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Middlesex  expressed  about  himself  may 
be  fulfilled ;  but  I  cannot  say  that  I 
think  his  speech  was  calculated  to  recon- 
cile Gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House 
to  the  measure  proposed.  It  will  increase 
their  alarms  instead  of  inspiring  them 
with  confidence ;  and  as  no  material  al- 
terations have  been  made  in  the  Bill  during 
its  progress  through  the  Committee  ("and 
it  would  have  been  useless  for  us  to  have 
attempted  any,  for  we  are  in  the  hands  of 
not  a  very  conceding  majority,  and  no 
attempts  would  have  been  successful),  it 
is  impossible  for  me  or  for  any  man  who 
has  voted  against  the  Bill  in  its  previous 
stages,  not  to  vote  against  the  third  read- 
ing ^  but,  at  the  same  time,  I  am  free  to 
confess,  that  it  would  give  me  great  satis- 
faction if  at  some  future  time  this  Bill 
were  to  return  to  this  House  under  similar 
circumstances,  and  with  such  modifica- 
tions, as  would  enable  us  to  bring  this 
veasatitsima  quesiio  to  a  conclusion.  When 
I  say  this,  I  have  not  ceased  to  think,  that 
in  a  country  so  peculiarly  circumstanced 
as  Ireland,  where  tw^o  contending  parties 
are  in  constant  presence,  and  where  both 
are  very  susceptible— I  have  not  ceased 
to  think  that  the  introduction  of  mere  de- 
bating societies  would  not  prove  a  com- 
plete remedy.  If  Ireland  were  not  so 
peculiarly  circumstanced,  I  should  not 
have  a  moment's  hesitation,  for,  without 
admitting  the  applicability  of  all  the  argu- 
ments which  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Liskeard,  with  so  much  eloquence 
and  ability,  drew  from  ancient  history — 
without  admitting  that  municipal  institu- 
tions are  of  as  much  importance  to  these 
islands  as  they  were  to  the  unrepresented 
towns  of  the  less  free  Roman  republic^or 


in  the  turbulence  of  the  middle  ages,  I  do 
admit  that  municipal  institutions  are  a 
legitimate  object  of  local  ambition,  end 
an  useful  occupation  of  local  talent ;  and 
if  the  people  of  Ireland  would  only  be 
satisfied  with  what  affords  satisfaction  in 
a  neighbouring  country,  where  the  demo- 
cratic principle  is  more  advanced  than  it 
ever  will  be,  I  trust,  in  this  country — ^if 
the  towns  of  Ireland  would  only  be  satis- 
fied with  what  satisfies  the  towns  of 
France,  I  should  not  ^tertain  the  same 
apprehensions.  The  municipal  towns  of 
France  are  contented  with  the  manage- 
ment of  their  own  local  affairs,  and  never 
dream  of  entertaining  political  questions. 
I  should  have  thought  that  any  towns 
might  have  been  satisfied  with  what  af- 
fords satisfaction  to  Lyons  and  Marseilles. 
We  do  not  set  oar  faces  against  Municipal 
institutions — we  do  not  say  that  the  people 
of  Ireland  are  incapable  of  managing  their 
own  affairs — all  we  do  say  is,  that,  under 
the  peculiar  circumstances  of  the  case,  we 
doubt  whether  it  would  be  either  wisdom 
or  kindness  to  establish  arenas  for  politi- 
cal discussion.  But  if  the  whole  people 
of  Ireland  really  consider  the  refusal  an 
insult,  if  the  whole  country  is  to  be  kept  in 
a  permanent  state  of  anger  and  agitation, 
then  I  cannot  deny  that  to  be  the  greater 
evil  of  the  two,  and  to  get  rid  of  this 
greater  evil— to  prove  to  the  people  of 
Ireland  that  we  thmk  them  in  no  way  in- 
ferior to  ourselves — to  prove  to  them  that 
the  restoration  of  Protestant  ascendancy 
is  no  part  of  our  object,  but  the  fair  distri- 
bution of  power  and  emolument,  without 
reference  to  religious  creeds,  I  should  be 
ready  to  make  concessions,  whenever  it  can 
be  done  without  endangering  those  institu- 
tions upon  which  the  people  of  England 
set  too  high  a  value  to  permit  them  to  be 
shaken  with  impunity.  I  know  that  an 
expression  made  use  of  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Kilkenny,  has  indis- 
posed the  minds  of  many  to  the  measure 
now  before  us.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  said,  *'  give  me  the  Municipal 
Bill,  and  I  will  get  all  the  rest.**  I  do  not 
feel  certain  that  the  prediction  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  would  be  fulfilled ; 
but  of  this  I  do  feel  certain,  that  if  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny 
thought  that  by  any  expression  of  his,  he 
conid  induce  the  Conservatives  to  take  an 
impolitic  course,  he  would  gladly  convert 
himself  into  an  ignis  fatuu$  to  lead  his 
opponents  into  a   bog;  and   as  far  as 
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Dublm  is  ooaotrnid,  we  kndw,  by  the 
registratioiii  that  id  ihat  city  the  hon.  and 
learned  Oentlemao  would  not  be  omoipo- 
tent.  I  ihouid  DO«r,  therefore,  be  disposed 
to  shape  my  conduct  with  reference  to  any 
expressions  thai  may  drop  from  that  hon. 
and  learned  Oentleman^  i  feel  that,  as 
the  Bill  nowstands,  it  is  impossible  for  me 
to  take  any  other  course  than  that  which  I 
did  before,  but  1  repeat  it,  it  would  afford 
one  great  satisfaotion  to  see  this  c^uestion 
brought  to  a  conclasion." 

Mr.  0*Connell  said*  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  sAt  down  had  made  a  very 
un-English  sort  of  speech,  by  holding  up 
the  case  of  French  towns  as  examplea  to 
be  followed  by  England  in  refusing  the 
advantages  of  a  participation  in  political 
rights  to  Ireland* 

Mr.  Knight :  The  towns  in  France  had 
muniotpal  rights,  but  they  did  not  pervert 
tliem  to  political  parposeSi 

Mr.  O'Connelli  Those  towns  had  por^ 
tions  of  political  rights  only)  they  had  no 
entire  political  rtghu ;  and  therefore  it  was 
that  he  was  about  to  oonment  upon  the 
instance  quoted  of  the  French  t6wbei 
Hie  hon.  Gentleman  hed  ghren  them 
strong  reasons  for  voting  one  way,  and  bad 
declared  his  wish  to  vote  for  the  Bill,  and 
yet  persevered  in  the  determination  to  vote 
against  it.  With  reference  to  the  words 
which  had  been  imputed  to  him,  if  be  had 
not  had  an  ulterior  obieot  in  view,  he 
should  not  have  adopted  them.  He  should 
not  now  perform  his  duty  if  he  did  not 
make  an  appeal  once  more  to  the  English 
Legislature^  or  rather  to  such  portion  of 
it  as  would  condescend  to  listen  to  him, 
and  to  hear  him  again  advocate  his 
favourite  demand  of '^  Justice  to  Ireland  T' 
Yes}  he  demanded  justice  for  Ireland. 
There  could  be  no  tranquillity  in  that 
country,  and  God  forbid  there  ever 
should  be,  till  they  obtained  justice. 
Till  ihey  obtained  justice  agitation  would 
increase.  But  the  hon.  Gentleman  ought 
to  make  his  vote  tally  more  with  his  argu- 
ment. Now  he  called  for  justice  for  Ire- 
land. Justice  consisted  in  an  equality  of 
civil  and  political  rights.  England  en* 
joyed  the  advantages  of  Municipal  Cor« 
porations ;  Scotland  the  same  $  and  should 
he  be  told  that  Ireland  was  not  to  have 
MunicipalGovernment?  Did  hon^  Mem- 
bers on  the  opposite  side  seek  to  postpone 
the  concession  of  this  right  to  Ireland  ? 
Suppose  that  Ireland  already  had  her 
Muaieipa)  Corpora  tions,  and  thitt  Englan 


also  enjoyed  the  kame  privilege,  and  Ibif^ 
they  refused  Munfeipat  Instilutiont  to 
Scotland— suppose  that  case,  and  he 
would  contend  that  England  dared  not 
refuse  the  right  to  Scotland.  But  they 
dared  to  refuse  it  to  Ireland,  because  it 
was  thought  that  that  country  waa  not  en 
united,  and  that  she  was  distracted  by 
party  animosities.  But  put  the  case  again 
in  another  way.  Suppose  Scotland  and 
Ireland  to  have  Municipal  Corporations, 
and  to  refuse  them  to  England.  Oh! 
what  a  show  would  they  make  On  the 
other  side  of  the  House,  advocating  the 
giving  Municipal  Corporationa  to  Scotland 
and  Ireland,  and  refusing  them  to  England* 
He  did  not  think  they  would  ever  be  again 
restored  to  their  situations:  he  did  not 
believe  that  they  would  ever  have  time  to 
canvais  their  respective  conitituenctes  t 
because  he  should  hope  that  in  such  e 
case  the  people  of  England  would  assert 
the  right  whioh  they  had  to  resist  opprea-* 
sion,  and  if  necessary  to  terminate  the 
contest  by  the  deatmotion  of  their  tyrtilte; 
Though  the  Irish  people  had  been  more 
ncoostomed  to  the  dominallon  of  tymnttf, 
hon.  Gentlemen  speculated  wr^gljr  if 
they  thought  the  young  heeri  eMwed 
so  little  emotion  or  IbeKog  when  she  Wfta 
refuied  that  which  had  been  conceded  to 
England  and  Scotland  as  not  to  feel  the 
wrong  and  the  "intuit  which  were  heaped 
upon  her«  They  might  cone  forward  with 
paltry  pretences  and  empty  words^-they 
might  give  them  vague  excuaea-*but  what 
signified  their  words  ?  Waa  not  the  feet 
thia,  that  Scotland  and  England  had 
secured  for  themselves  Municipal  Reform, 
and  that  Ireland  had  not  any  such  advan« 
tage  f  What  then  became  of  their  worda  ? 
He  knew  that  there  were  always  moltitudei 
of  reasons  to  be  found  when  it  wis  thought 
fit  to  oppreH  the  people  of  Ireland ;  there 
were  religioua  bigotry,  national  antipathy, 
and  individual  malignity.  He  would  say 
take  the  three,  and  he  would  ahow  thia, 
that  they  had  had  to  contend  againat  the 
whole  three  combined.  Tlie  hiatory  of  Ire* 
land  waa  full  of  inatanoea  of  the  fktal 
effecta  of  the  combination  of  the  three. 
He  would  defy  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
preceded  him,  and  thoae  who  might  follow 
him,  to  pointouta  aingleperiodof  Engiiah 
hiatory  when  England  had  ever  goremed 
Ireland  juatly.  It  waa  a  history  coverin^^ 
a  period  of  700  years ;  and  the  grievances 
of  the  country^  with  the  actora  in  the 
GoTCiiUDeot,  had  differed  in  vanout  traii»«: 
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sctionSy  but  the  principles  of  each  suc- 
ceeding Qovetnmeut  haa  been  the  same— 
the  grievances  had  been  the  same  in 
amount— the  government  of  Ireland  had 
been  stilt  carried  on  unfairly  and  by  fac- 
tion. And  now  there  was  abroacf  this 
miserable  feeling,  that  respectable  men 
would  allow  themselves  to  be  carried 
away,  by  a  weak  or  party  feeling,  to  the 
consideration  of  the  question,  whether  the 
Irish  people  should  be  considered  and 
treated  as  aliens  to  the  constitution  of 
England,  or  amalgamated  with  it,  and 
thus  form  a  great  portion  of  the  strength 
of  the  British  nation.  No  Government 
could  be  unjust  and  strong  at  the  same 
time.  They  might  try  experiments  by 
these  pretences — by  the  aia  of  religious 
bigotry,  national  antipathy,  and  individual 
malevolence.  But  individual  malevolence 
was  so  poor  a  motive  to  action  that  it 
could  not  be  admitted  as  an  argument. 
National  antipathy  was,  indeed,  the  prin-> 
ciple  upon  wnich  those  persons  haa  too 
long  acted  who  opposed  good  government 
for  Ireland.  To  what  extent  had  it  been 
carried  in  another  House  ?  There,  to  vitu- 
peration had  been  added  insult,  and  insult 
to  injury^  which  never  could  be  sufficiently 
reprobated.  Now  he  did  not  think  that 
was  a  prudent  course.  The  persons  who 
acted  thus  were  more  safe  in  infringing  the 
rights  of  the  Irish  people  than  they  could 
be  by  inflicting  insults  upon  them.  Men 
were  always  more  irritated  by  insult  than 
by  injury;  and  yet  the  hon.  Gentleman 
talked  of  his  wish  to  conciliate  when  he 
sat  beside  those  who  had  both  injured  and 
then  insulted  the  people  of  Ireland,  and 
considered  that  that  was  the  proper  course 
to  be  taken.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  had  stated,  that  he 
considered  the  municipal  franchise  of  itself 
of  little  value.  In  showing  that  he  under- 
valued this  power,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
took  not  a  speech,  but  a  letter  of  his 
(Mr.  O'Conneirs),  and  he  read  this  para- 
graph :  '*  It  is  quite  true,  that  if  Lord 
Lyndhurst  had  contented  himself  with 
limitin|;  his  proposition  to  the  mere  extinc- 
tion of  Corporations  I  would  have  voted 
for  that  Bill."  The  hon.  Gentleman  quoted 
this  part  of  this  paragraph  to  show  that  he 
(Mr.  O'Conncll)  was  ready  to  vote  for  the 
extinction  of  corporations  ;  but  he  lefl  out 
the  concluding  words — *'  and  looked  for 
new  corporations  immediately  afterwards." 
This  was  a  specimen  of  the  candour  which 
had  marked  the  hon,  Qentlemau's  mode 


of  proceeding.  Did  the  hon.  Gentleman 
deny  these  words?  [Mr.  Shaw:  Nol] 
Nor  could  any  other  person  for  him  ?  The 
noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  North  Lan* 
cashire,  had  made  a  speech  last  night 
which  exhibited  less  of  his  character,  and 
less  menial  power  than  usual.  The  noble 
Lord,  too,  had  dwelt  much  on  the  subject 
of  the  declaration  which  he  maintamed 
was  required  to  be  niade^  but  which  bad 
been  omitted  in  the  present  Bill.  The 
noble  Lord  contended,  that  the  51.  fran- 
chise was  too  little  in  Londonderry,  and 
made  a  difference  in  the  principle  of  the 
measure.  The  noble  Lord  referred  to  the 
question  of  the  sheriffs,  and  said,  he 
would  rather  have  them  appointed  di- 
rectly by  the  Corporations.  He  could 
easily  conceive  why  the  noble  Lord  would 
prefer  having  them  so  appointed ;  it  would 
hereafter  supply  him  with  a  powerful  ar« 
gument  against  the  Bill.  They  had  al- 
ready experienced  the  evils  resulting  from 
the  appointment  of  partisan  sherifTs  in 
Ireland;  and  it  became  absolutely  neces- 
sary  that  no  officer  of  the  kind  should  be 
appointed  except  upon  the  responsibility 
of  the  Government.  They  had  been  tola 
in  the  course  of  the  discussion,  that  the 
question  was  now  only  one  of  time.  It 
was  admitted,  that  the  time  would  even- 
tually come  when  the  Corporations  of  Ire- 
land must  be  reformed ;  but,  said  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  it  is  not  con- 
venient for  us  to  reform  them  at  present. 
Was  it  right  or  proper — would  the  House 
sanction  such  a  course — that  the  Irish 
nation  should  be  insulted  and  kept  in  a 
constant  state  of  agitation  upon  a  paltry 
question  of  time.  Would  the  House  allow 
this  outrage  to  be  inflicted  upon  Ireland 
for  a  few  weeks  or  months,  until  some 
altered  circumstances,  some  shifting  per- 
haps of  office,  when  it  might  suit  the 
pleasure  or  the  policy  of  the  Gentlemen 
opposite  to  concede  a  measure  which  they, 
themselves  allowed  could  not  be  long 
withheld.  What  an  argument  to  place  in 
the  mouths  of  (he  repealers.  <'  We  admit 
that  you  are  aggrieved,  but  we  will  not 
remove  the  fetters  we  have  fixed  upon  you 
until  it  suits  our  pleasure  and  convenience 
to  do  so."  If  the  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site stood  upon  a  bold  and  distinct  ground, 
and  said  that  the  corporations  should  not 
be  reformed  at  all,  or  that  they  should  be 
totally  extinguished,  and  nothing  of  the 
kind  substituted  in  their  stead,  there 
would  be  some  consistency  in  their  con- 
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duct ;  bat  how  paltry,  how  in&ignificant, 
bow  unworthy  of  themselves,  how  insulting 
to  Ireland  was  their  behaviour  when  they 
said,  ''  We  know  you  are  aggrieved,  but 
the  time  at  which  it  may  please  us  to  wipe 
away  your  wrong  has  not  just  yet  arrived." 
Why  would  they  not  do  it  then  ?  They 
told  them  (them,  the  Representatives  of 
Ireland)  that  the  Irish  people  were  not  fit 
to  receive  British  institutions.  Not  fit  to 
receive  them !  The  tendency  of  British 
institutions  was  to  elevate  the  human  cha- 
racter. Then,  if  the  Irish  people  were 
not  sufficiently  elevated  in  the  scale  of 
civilization,  the  way  to  raise  them  and  to 
render  them  ultimately  fit  for  the  enjoy- 
ment of  British  institutions  was  to  give 
them  British  institutions  at  once.  This 
argument  of  unfitness  for  the  reception  of 
British  institutions  was  the  same  that  had 
been  advanced  against  the  Irish  people 
for  the  last  600  years.  They  had  always 
been  told  that  they  were  not  fit  for  British 
institutions*  He  repeated,  give  them  Bri- 
tish institutions,  and  they  would  speedily 
become  fitted  for  the  full  and  true 
enjoyment  of  them.  The  language  of 
the  opponents  of  Ireland  was  always 
this—''  We  will  give  you  British  institu- 
tions when  you  are  fit  to  receive  them ; '' 
but  they  studiously  and  carefully  withheld 
from  Ireland  the  institutions  of  Great 
Britain,  in  order  that  the  Irish  people 
might  never  be  fitted  to  receive  them. 
Such  conduct  reminded  him  of  the  village 
clown  who  was  determined  never  to  go 
into  the  water  until  he  had  learned  to 
swim.  So  it  was  with  these  institutions  ; 
they  were  kept  away  from  them,  and  they 
could  not,  therefore,  be  fit  for  them,  any 
more  than  the  clown  could  swim  who 
would  not  enter  the  water.  Religious 
bigotry  he  had  before  alluded  to  as  our 
excuse  for  withholding  Municipal  Insti- 
tutions, and  he  would  appeal  to  his  hon. 
Friends,  the  Members  for  Weymouth  and 
Caithness  whether  the  best  course  they 
would  adopt  as  sincere  Protestants,  who 
must  naturally  wish  the  conversion  of 
Catholics  to  Protestantism,  would  be  to 
attempt  it  by  persecution  ?  He  was 
perfectly  convinced  that  his  hon.  Friends 
were  in  error,  and  if  he  wanted  to  convert 
them  to  Catholicism  the  worst  thing  he 
could  do  would  be  to  attack  the  church 
to  which  they  belonged.  But  this  svstem 
of  religious  bigotry  and  persecution  began 
with  Queen  iSizabeth,  and  bad  continued 
down  to  the  present  time.    How  did  she 


introduce  the  Protestant  rdigion  Imt  hf 
slaughter  and  treachery  ?  To  entitle  tbe 
natives  to  come  within  the  pale  the  first 
step  they  were  compelled  to  take  was  to 
bring  the  head  of  some  murdered  relative, 
and  so  great  was  the  cruelty  prerailing, 
that  when  it  was  found  thatvby  butchering 
with  the  sword  the  work  of  slaughter 
could  not  be  carried  on  fast  enough,  the 
harvests  were  destroyed,  and  the  people 
died,  in  the  words  of  the  historian,  ''  in 
the  fields,  their  mouths  green  from  eatings 
herbs  to  save  them  from  starvation*''  U 
was  the  same  in  the  reig^  of  James,  who 
conquered  the  province  of  Ulster,  and 
hunted  the  inhabitants  in  their  bogs  and 
mountains  with  bloodhounds.  This  he 
did  in  the  name  of  Grod,  and  for  the  ad- 
vancement of  the  Protestant  lel^on, 
Cromwell,  too,  with  the  sword  of  the 
Lord  and  of  Gideon,  as  he  was  pleased  to 
call  it,  attacked  and  slaughtered  the 
garrison  of  Drogheda,  and,  his  hands 
reeking  with  blood,  wrote  to  the  Parlia- 
,ment  to  inform  them  of  the  triumph  of 
the  Protestant  faith.  That  was  not  re* 
ligion.  If  the  Revolution  were  then  put 
down  matters  would  be  found  still  the 
same.  The  Irish  were  not  defeated  in 
the  Revolution.  William  the  Third  left 
2,000  of  his  best  troops  under  the  walla 
of  Limerick.  The  Irish  surrendered  then 
on  terms  of  security ;  they  had ,  moreover,  the 
pledged  word  and  honour  of  the  King  for 
their  safety  and  protection.  The  tfeaty 
entered  into  with  them,  was,  however,  obi- 
served  only  so  long  as  the  Irish  troops  were 
in  the  country :  when  they  left  for  France, 
and  when  the  land  was  garrisoned  in  all 
parts  by  English  and  Dutch  forces, 
then  it  was  moat  shamefully  violated ;  and 
one  of  the  roost  iniquitous  codes  ever 
devised  by  the  ingenuity  of  man  wai 
enacted  against  the  people  of  Ireland.  By 
that  code,  all  learning  was  prohibited  to 
Irish  Catholics,  and  they  were  also  forbade 
to  hold  property.  They  weie  thus  made 
ignorant  paupers.  A  penalty  of  101.  « 
day  was  levied  on  every  person  having  a 
Popish  instructor  in  his  house,  and  tbe 
punishment  of  transportation  or  naprisoa* 
ment  for  life  was  inflicted  on  the  bapleia 
tutor.  Also  a  child  sent  abroad  by  his 
parents  or  relatives  for  the  instraction 
which  he  was  denied  at  home  had  all  hie 
property  confiscated.  A  Catholic  could 
not  hold  real  property  for  a  longer  term 
than  thirty'^ne  years,  and  then  only  while 
his  mterest  in  it  did  not  exceed  6f«  8<l.  in 
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the  pound.  The  moment  it  went  beyond 
that,  mny  Protestant  might  file  a  bill  of 
discoTery^  and  at  once  enter  on  poeseasion. 
He  (Mr.  O'Gonnell)  was  himself  a  victim 
of  that  law.  An  ancestor  of  his  had 
purchased  certain  estates^  when  a  bill  was 
filed  against  him  because  he  was  a  Catho- 
lic, and  the  property  for  which  he  had 
paid  was  wrested  from  him.  The  same 
principle  was  still  at  work,  though  in  a 
lesser  degree ;  for  now  the  Catholics  had 
become  too  strong  for  their  oppressors  to 
persecute  them  so  openly  and  so  grossly. 
It  was  the  same  feeling  which  Burke 
described  in  his  letter  to  Sir  Hercules  Lan* 
grishe,  in  1792.  He  would  read  a  passage 
to  the  House.  Speakingof  the  rebellion  of 
1641,  Mr.  Burke  said  :—*'  By  the  issue  of 
thai  war,  by  the  turn  which  the  Earl  of 
Clarendon  gave  to  things  at  the  Restora- 
tion, and  by  the  total  reduction  of  the 
kingdom  of  Ireland  in  1691,  the  ruin  of 
the  native  Irish,  and,  in  a  great  measure, 
too,  of  the  first  races  of  the  English,  was 
completely  accomplished.  The  new  Eng- 
lish interest  was  settled  with  as  solid  a 
stability  as  anything  in  human  afiairs 
can  look  for.  AH  the  penal  laws  of  that 
unparalleled  code  of  oppression  which 
were  made  after  the  last  event,  were 
manifestly  the  effects  of  national  hatred 
and  scorn  towards  a  conquered  people; 
whom  the  victors  delighted  to  trample 
upon,  and  were  not  at  all  afraid  to  pro- 
voke. They  were  not  the  effect  of  their 
fears  but  of  their  securitv.  They  who 
carried  on  this  system  looked  to  the  ir- 
resistible force  of  Great  Britain  for  their 
support  in  their  acts  of  power.  They 
were  quite  certain  that  no  complaints  of 
the  natives  would  be  heard  on  this  side  of 
the  water  with  any  other  sentiments 
than  those  of  contempt  and  indignation. 
Their  cries  served  only  to  augment  their 
torture.  Machines  which  could  answertheir 
purposes  so  well  must  be  of  an  excellent 
contrivance.  Indeed,  in  England  thedouble 
name  of  the  complainants  Irish  and  Papists 
(itwould  be  hard  to  say  singly,  which  singly 
was  the  most  odious),  shut  up  the  hearts 
of  every  one  against  them.  Whilst  that 
temper  prevail^,  and  it  prevailed  in  all 
its  force  to  a  time  within  our  memory, 
every  measure  was  pleasing  and  popular, 
just  in  proportion  as  it  tended  to  harass 
and  ruin  a  set  of  people  who  were  looked 
upon  as  enemies  to  God  and  man ;  and, 
indeed,  as  a  race  of  bigotted  savages,  who 
were  a  disgrace  to  human  nature  jtself/' 

yon,  x%mh  im 


It  reached  its  full- force  at  that  period ;  it 
was  now  going  down ;  but  it  was  not  at 
yet  totally  extinguished.  The  debates  in 
that  House,  and  the  insults  offered  to  the 
people  of  Ireland  elsewhere^  were  in  the 
same  spirit — still  unfading  and  warm* 
Protestantism  in  Ireland  was  not  a  re« 
ligion  of  beneficence.  It  came  armed 
with  the  sword,  it  looked  for  war,  and  it 
would  not  have  peace.  Carnage,  plunder, 
hatred  and  violence  attended  its  track; 
Carrickshock  and  Rathcormac  still  cried 
aloud.  The  blood  of  the  son  on  the  feet 
of  the  clergyman  even  while  he  tendered 
the  Bible  to  the  mother  for  the  purpose  of 
swearing  her  to  pay  his  4^.  6d,,  still 
reeked  in  the  memory  of  the  country.  If 
all  the  arguments  were  on  the  opposite 
side,  that  f^ct  alone  would  counterbalance 
them.  The  people  looked  naturally  on 
Protestantism  as  the  cause  of  all  this ;  and 
it  was  associated  in  their  minds  with  the 
horrors  of  Moloch,  and  of  Juggernaut.' 
Yet  all  these  were  entrenched  behind  the 
jold  corporations.  If  the  right  hon.  Mem-^ 
her  for  the  University  of  Dublin  were 
present,  he  should  tell  him  a  little  of  the 
enormities  of  the  Dublin  corporation ; 
how  they  extracted  by  their  Court  of 
Conscience  2^000^.  a-year  from  the  poor-', 
est  of  the  poor.  Why,  then,  link  them' 
with  the  Church?  It  was  like  the  con- 
duct of  the  tyrant  of  yore,  who  tied  a 
dead  body  to  the  living  man,  and  left  him' 
to  perish  with  it.  The  hon.  Member  fof 
Cumberland,  who  spoke  last  night,  said/ 
"  It  is  not  my  fault,  if  I  connect  the 
topics  of  the  Church  with  that  of  the 
corporations.  I  am  compelled  to  do  so,' 
because  they  have  been  previously  con- 
nected by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member* 
for  Kilkenny.''  He  (Mr.  O'Connell) 
considered  both  as  grievances,  and  no 
doubt  had  mentioned  them  both  at  the' 
same  time — perhaps  in  the  same  breath ; 
but  it  did  not  follow  that  he  had  in  any 
way  linked  them  with  each  other.  Hie 
fact  was,  that  to  him  the  existence  of 
each  of  those  grievances  was  a  weapon  of 
strength*  Take  away  either  of  these  and 
he  was  at  once  deprived  of  one  of  hit' 
most  powerful  arguments  in  the  cause  of 
Ireland.  Take  them  both  away  and  he 
at  once  changed  places  with  his  present 
adversaries— they  would  become  strong, 
he  weak.  Whilst  it  was  denied  that 
either  the  Church  or  the  Corporations,  as 
at  present  constituted,  was  a  grievance, 
bis  power  mnst  poo^no^f    H?  N()  tnh 
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paved  lopgcr  oo  tba  time  of  the  Ueuie 
llian  be  intended ;  be  etood  there  to  de- 
maod  justice  for  Ireland ;  and  the  ground 
of  bis  demand  was,  thai  justice  had 
•iieady  been  granted  to  England  and  Scotr 
land.  He  had  raised  his  voice  in  vain  to 
obtain  for  his  country  as  large  a  measure 
of  Parliamentary  lUform  as  had  been 
granted  Co  England  and  Scotland  ;  and  he 
had  toM  hia  countrymen  that  if  they  had 
a  domeatic  Legislature,  they  could  not  be 
deprived  of  justice  on  paltry  excuses.  The 
manufacturing  industry  of  England  and 
tridand  had  become  more  active  and 
fnterpnsiiyg  when  the  Parliament  became 
iodepeodent;  each  in  its  infancy  required 
the  fostering  hand  of  good  government,'— 
they  had  started  together,  and  in  some 
tbiogSf  the  people  of  Ireland  had  been 
mere  successful.  But  the  prosperity  of 
Ireland  had  been  retarded  by  religious 
higotry*  How  many  administrations  had 
mm  changed  by  the  '^No  popery"  cry, 
Ibat  it  was  now  again  attempted  to  raise. 
Hie  conntrymen  bad  been  the  victims  of 
miego%ieniment«  they  had  been  robbed, 
plnnderedt  and  msnlted,  and  there  he 
(Mr*  O'Gonnell)  atood  to  implore  that 
House  to  do  at  last  one  act  of  generous 
J4|ittce-*-to  idace  them  on  the  same  footing 
ea  the  people  of  England  and  of  Scotland 
«**la  declam  to  them  that  there  was 
heooefbrth  to  be  no  difference  between 
them*  Tbey  were  well  enough  disposed 
tp  listen  to  argument,  but  fraud  and 
ijmHi  ooly  disinclined  them  to  hear  the 
iwice  of  reason.  To  those  who  en- 
deavoured to  withhold  the  boon  he  would 
Qnly  say, "  Youf  paltry  eorporations,  the  last 
ifimnant  of  yoqr  tyranny  and  oppression, 
nay  give  you  a  temporary  protection  but 
I  tell  you  emphatically  that  seven  millions 
qf  Irishmen  wilt  not  endure  them  long. 
The  elders  arooogat  us  may  bear  with  it, 
l^eeauae  we  have  been  brad  np  in  servility, 
hfil  theve  is  young  and  violent  blood  in 
Iffdand  which  will  not  long  submit  to  the 
tyranny  praetised  upon  onrselves  and  our 
libera.'' 

Mrt  Fhch  contended,  that  the  princi. 

iW  laid  down  by  the  bon.  and  lesmed 
leinber  for  Kilkenny,  if  carried  out  to 
its  full  eataut,  would  lead  to  the  inevi* 
table  d^truction  of  the  EftaUisbed 
Church  in  Ineland.  He  maintained 
that  there  waa  no  need  of  corporations 
in  Ireland,  and  that  they  could  confer 
no  beneit  upon  the  p«onm.  Where  was 
the  adrantage  resnking  foom  corporations 


eveii  ki  England?  There  were  the  twin 
cities  of  London  snd  Westminster ;  the 
first  had  a  corporation,  the  second  bad 
none;  yet  who  ever  heard  of  any  man's 
removing  from  Westminster  to  London  in 
the  expectation  of  deriving  any  greater 
benefit  because  the  latter  was  governed 
by  a  municipal  body  ?  It  was  veally  ppe- 
posterous  to  hear  hon.  Gentlemen,  night 
after  night,  contending  that  the  people  of 
Ireland  would  be  deprived  of  a  benefit  if  the 
Corporations  in  that  country  were  wholly 
abolished.  It  was  equally  absurd  to  say^ 
that  Ireland  must  have  Corporations 
because  England  and  Scotland  had  then. 
There  was  little  identity  of  law  between 
the  two  countries.  l*he  Irish  Tithe  Com- 
mutation Bill,  the  Irish  Poor-law  Bill, 
and  the  Irish  system  of  taxation,  all  differ- 
ed  in  many  material  respects  from  the 
measures  passed  upon  the  same  subject 
IIS  affected  England.  How,  then,  did  it 
follow^  that  upon  this  subject  of  Municipal 
Reform  a  measure  must  be  given  to  Ire* 
land,  exactly  conforming  with  tboae 
which  had  been  carried  for  England  and 
Scotland,  where  the  condition  of  the 
people  was  widely  different?  He  was 
satisfied  that  the  speech  made  that  niglit 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Dublin  had,  at  least,  been  made  ten  or 
twelve  times  in  his  hearing  in  that 
House.  It  had  been  said,  that  Ireland 
was  much  more  tranquil  than  it  waa  ft 
few  years  ago.  He  admitted  it  waa 
so ;  but  he  denied  most  of  the  inferencea 
which  Gentlemen  opposite  wished  to 
draw  from  the  circumstance.  He  nnst, 
however,  deny  that  there  was  that  aa* 
tonishing  decrease  of  crimein  that  country 
that  had  been  asserted  ;  and,  as  corrobora* 
tory  of  this  he  would  appeal  to  the  charge 
of  the  learned  judge  at  the  last  KiHcennv 
assizes.  Now  it  was  not  denied,  that  if 
this  Act  passed  it  was  intended  to  make 
use  of  these  corporate  bodies  to  increase 
agitation  in  Ireland,  which,  of  course,  mnat 
be  attended  with  a  gveat  degree  of 
anarchy,  and  also  an  increase  of  crime. 
To  pass  this  Bill,  therefore,  would  be 
nothing  more  nor  less  than  plunging  that 
countrv  into  the  greatest  possible  state  of 
discord,  and  place  it  more  under  the 
influence  and  eontrol  of  the  prieata  and 
agitators.  This  meavure  wonla  also  majca 
the  Church  insecure ;  and  he  aincerely 
believed,  that,  that  Establishment  was  tlm 
chief  means  of  restraining  the  encroach* 
meots  of  the   Chprcb  of  Roaiie.    After 
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mne  time  Ireland  wouM  become  ti^terly 
ufigovernaUe  by  a  British  Government, 
and  all  Protestant  property  would  be 
rendered  inseeure.  Under  those  circum- 
atanees  was  it  possible  for  the  House  to 
sanction  such  a  measure  as  the  present  ? 
He  was  satisfied,  that  half  the  evils  of 
Ireland  had  resulted  from  the  short- 
sighted policy  of  the  British  Government 
towards  the  Irish  priesthood.  The  recom- 
mendations of  Drs.  Troy  and  Mac  Hal^ 
affbrded  a  fair  specimen  of  the  advice 
g*iven  by  that  priesthood,  and  certainly 
nothing  could  be  more  pernicious.  He 
was  anxious  to  see  an  influx  of  British 
property  into  Ireland;  but  this  never 
would  take  place  so  long  as  agitation  pre- 
vailed, and  the  priesthood  exercised  to 
soeh  an  enormous  extent  their  baneful 
influenee.  f  n  conclusion  he  would  only 
add,  that  be  should  give  his  most  stre- 
miotis  opposition  to  this  Bill. 

Colonel  Thompum  saicli  that,  without 
BMiktng  any  promise  not  to  be  "  somni- 
fovem*^— ^nd  on  lopkin^  round  he  saw 
aatf  symptoms  of  the  progress  the  disease 
of  somnoleney  had  made  in  Invading  their 
pmcee^'nn — he  mast  say  one  part  of  the 
question  llppeared  to  have  been  entirely 
overlooked,  and  that  was  in  what  Kght  the 
'^  yotmg  blood  '*  of  England  might  happen 
to  view  the  case,  if  Ireland  was  driven  to 
the  extremities  which  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  appeared  to  be  bent  on  ?  That 
Honse  ought  not  to  make  itself  too  sure 
of  being  a  rigid  criterion  of  all  the  feelings 
and  sentiments  existing  in  the  country. 
Tl^efe  were  large  masses  from  which  it 
was  the  boast  and  glory  of  that  House  to 
separate  Itself,  as  from  a  profanum  vulgus, 
and  to  establish  a  test  of  wide  distinction 
between  the  two.  For  bis  own  part,  it 
had  often  happened  to  him  to  be  astonish- 
ed at  discovering  the  under  current  of 
opinion  on  Irish  affairs  which  came  to 
light  when  thoughts  were  declared  without 
diBgm$e,  As  it  had  been  announced  by  a 
preceding  speaker,  that  the  House  was 
in  a  leisure  moment,  that  there  was  a  sort 
of  lull  in  its  proceedings,  he  would  make 
it  an  excuse  for  relating  one  instance  of 
this  nature.  He  knew  a  man,  to  whom 
he  was  under  all  the  obligations  of  every 
kind  which  one  Individual  could  be  to 
anothejr ;  a  man  of  great  natural  intelli- 
gence, and  considerable  acquired  influ- 
ence ;  for  many  years  a  Member  of  that 
House ;  not  one  imbued  with  wild  political 
theories,  but  whose  antecedents  would  be 


best  described  by  saying  he  had  been  % 
Tory  banker  with  strong  religious  opl« 
nions.  To  this  individual' he  happenedTto 
return,  after  an  absence  of  many  years, 
being  then  himself  of  middle  age ;  and  in 
a  confidential  moment,  when  the  conver-* 
sation  turned  on  Ireland,  partly  in  con- 
sequence of  his  expecting  to  go  there  in  a 
military  capacity,  he  was  surprised  at 
hearing  his  senior  and  governor  break  out 
with  something  of  oracular  solemnity  as 
follows  :  *'  I  always  thought  there  would 
have  been  only  one  cure  for  Ireland; 
general" — what?  Not  general  fast,  nor 
general  humiliation;  nor  general  repre- 
sentation, nor  general  sufliage ;  it  was  a 
much  more  substantial  general  than  any 
of  these—"  general  Hoche."  Now  if  a 
man  like  this  eame  to  such  conclitsion, 
was  it  not  still  more  probable  that  othera 
who  had  less  ballast  on  the  other  side 
might  dp  the  same  ?  If  the  irritation  to 
Ireland  was  persevered  in,  there  were  two 
threats  that  would  be  heard  of  from  that 
country ;  first,  repeat  of  the  Uniob  ;  and 
if  that  would  not  do,  separation.  He  dM  * 
not  believe  either  of  these  events  would  be 
viewed  with  all  the  horror  by  every  portion 
of  the  community,  which  hon.  Gentlemai| 
opposite  might  calculate  on.  It  was  no 
secret,  that  the  inclinations  of  large,  and 
what  wotild  be  influential,  classes  in  this 
country,  were  setting  strongly  towards 
republican  institutions.  For  bis  own  parf, 
were  he  to  attempt  to  define  with  exact- 
ness the  political  party  to  which  he  con- 
sidered himself  as  belonging,  he  should 
say  it  was  to  that  party,  a  very  strong  one 
at  the  period  of  the  revolution,  and  than 
whom  there  had  been  no  more  faithful  and 
unfiinching  supporters  of  that  great  alter- 
ation, which  might  be  called  the  repub- 
licans under  compact ;  by  which  he  meant 
men,  who  having  no  more  doubt  of  the 
inherent  superiority  of  republican  Institu- 
tions, than  they  nave  of  a  straight  line' 
being  the  shortest  distance  between  two 
points,  are  s|ill  willing  jlo  concede  to  the 
wish  of  the  majority,  and  engage  to  dis- 
charge all  the  duties  of  citizens  under  a 
monarchical  government ;  and  lie  had  yet 
to  learn  in  what  portion  of  those  duties 
they  had  failed.  With  these  sentiments 
he  could  not  but  be  a  keen  observer  on 
the  subject,  and  therefore  he  could  say 
froni  his  own  observation  and  knowledge, 
that  a  desire  for  republican  institutions 
was  progressing,  more  rapidly  in  fact  he 
feared,  than  was  accompanied  by  knowr' 
2H2 


1063     Municipal  CorporatiaM     {COMMONS} 


(Ireland)'^ 


1084 


ledge.  But  with  this  before  them,  would 
Gentlemea  on  the  other  side  believe, 
that  a  large  party  in  this  country  would 
not  be  rather  gratified  than  otherwise  by 
the  apparition  of  an  Irish  republic,  if  the 
Irish  were  driven  to  it?  Would  there 
not  be  many  who  would  infer,  that  they 
should  thereby  obtain  all  the  benefits  that 
could  be  derived  from  Irish  connexion, 
without  the  evils?  Why  then  run  the 
chance  of  exasperating  Ireland  ?  Let  the 
case  be  supposed  inverted,  and  say  whe- 
ther, if  English  municipal  privileges  were 
intercepted  on  the  ground  that  they  would 
be  unfavourable  to  the  power  of  a  small 
minority  of  that  ancient  Church  which 
once  was  dominant  in  England,  there  was 
any  length  of  violence  to  which  Englishmen 
would  not  be  disposed  to  go.  He  saw  in 
all  this  strong  reasons  for  the  exercise  of 
moderation  towards  Ireland ;  and  if  in 
any  quarter  there  was  a  determination  to 
the  contrary,  he  must  leave  it  to  the  cor- 
rection pf  that  experience,  which  would 
probably  be  anything  but  agreeable  in  its 
lessons. 

Mr.  TTt/ZkimjRocAtf  said,  that  the  gallant 
Colonel  who  just  sat  down  alluded  to  the 
almost  ealised  invasion  of  Ireland  by 
General  Hoche.  He  referred  to  the  gal- 
lant Member's  allusion  berause  nothing 
could  exceed  the  loyal  spirit,  the  heroic 
enthusiasm,  and  cordial  co-operation  with 
the  national  troops,  manifested  on  that 
occasion  by  the  peasantry  and  people  of 
the  south  of  Ireland,  in  their  readiness 
and  vigour  to  oppose  that  hostile  and 
powerful      armament.       Why    did    this 

E leasing  state  of  things  then  exist,  but 
ecause  the  people  were  not,  at  least  in 
that  quarter,  then  so  goaded  and  exaspe- 
rated by  the  harsh  measures  instituted  in 
other  parts  of  Ireland,  as  to  supersede 
their  inherent  loyalty  and  love  of  country. 
Most  necessary,  he  said,  was  this  disposi- 
tion of  the  people  at  that  crisis  (had  there 
been  occasion  to  call  forth  the  practical 
exercise  of  it),  for  so  ill- prepared  were  the 
constituted  authorities  to  defeat  or  meet 
the  danger,  that  in  some  instances  it  was 
notorious  the  cannon-balls  were  not  suited 
to  the  calibre  of  the  artillery.  It  was  a 
proof,  that  when  the  people  was  treated 
kindly  we  might  always  anticipate  the  same 
gratifying  results.  Having  in  an  earlier 
stage  of  the  Bill  expressed  his  sentiments 
00  the  common  fairness,  the  obvious 
justice  and  sound    policy  of  conferring 
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tho  e  municipa  I  improvemen  granted  to 
the  other  portions  of  the  empire  and  baring 
then  also  stated  his  opinion  on  the  danger 
of  repudiating  so  fair  a  title  and  natural  a. 
claim,  calculated  as  it  was  to  rouse  a  sense 
of  insult  and  indignation  amongst  a  sensi* 
tive  and  enthusiastic  people,  he  did  not 
mean   now  to    enter  into    the  depths  at 
details  of  the  question,  more  especially  as 
it  had  been  explored,  in  its  minutest  views 
and  involutions.     As  he  was,  however,  on 
his  legs,  he  felt  himself  called  upon  as  one 
of  the  representatives  of  the  city  of  Limerick 
to  bear  testimony  to  the  statement  made 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequ^,  in  his 
able  speech  of  last  night  in  reference  to 
the  advantages  accruing  to  the  citizens  of 
Limerick  from  the  valuable  though  iocom« 
plete  reforms  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle-* 
man,  when  Member  for  that  city,  effected 
after  much  labour  and  perseverance  in  its 
then  corporate  system.     When  he  used 
the  word  incomplete,  he,  however,  did  not 
mean  to  blame  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
quite  the  contrary,  for  he  had  to  conteod 
against  not  only  the  long  existing  power 
and  preponderance  of  the  corporate  body 
and  corporate  party,  but  likewise  against 
the  Tory  spirit  and  principles  which  then 
predominated,  and  the  Tory  govemmeot 
which  at  that  time  ruled  the  ascendant. 
Nevertheless,     things     were     materially 
changed  for  the  better.     Some  deference 
must  now   be  paid  to  the    wishes    and 
interests  of  the  people :  their  efforts  in  the 
choice  of  their  Representatives  in  Parlia« 
ment  could  not  (as  formerly  they  habitually 
were)  be  swamped  bv  an  inundation  of  ooa- 
residents,  who  felt  little  or  no  interest  in 
the  welfare  of  the  city ;  and  who  having, 
generally  speaking,  received  their  right  of 
voting,  and  the  freedom  of  the  city  for  the 
special  support  of  the  corporate  interests, 
were  of  course  to  be  found  at  each  eieotioo 
principally  on  that  side.    At  present,  too, 
it  would  scarcely  be  proposed  to  grant  any 
portion  of  the  public  money  in  support  of 
the  corporate  candidate's  seat  in  Parlia- 
ment under  the  allegation  of  its  being  thus 
legitimately  applied,  because  in  susten* 
tation    of   the    corporate    rights     sod 
privileges.   He  should  be  always  happy  to 
bear  testimony  to  the  high  esteem  ne  en- 
tertained for  several  of  the  members  of  the 
corporation  of  that  city,  but  they  them* 
selves  could  scarcely  deny  that  the  citiseos 
had  reason  to  call  for  an  improvement  of 
the  system*    In  fact,  the  more  effective 
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intrutted  with  power  or  expenditure  was 
nftdoy  the  better  vltimatelT  for  both  the 
goyemors  and  governed.  In  his  opinion 
the  spreading  of  civil  rights  over  every  re- 
ligioos  class  of  the  community  would  in 
point  of  reason  and  experience  tend  much 
more  to  remove  than  to  widen  the  barrier 
of  sectarian  feelings,  for  when  men  were  in 
the  habit  of  associating  together^  and  de- 
liberating upon  matters  of  general  and 
equal  interest,  they  rapidly  discovered  the 
folly  and  unfitness  of  mixing  up  religion 
with  civil  or  political  concerns;  until  at 
length  religion  and  politics  found  their 
proper  level  and  respective  spheres  of 
action.  In  fact  he  could,  as  he  often  had 
done  before,  adduce  the  instance  of  his  own 
city  in  confirmation  of  this  view.  There 
existed  in  Limerick  a  new  Municipal  body, 
created  for  a  particular  parish  in  the  year 
1809 ;  this  body  was  elected  by  the  rate- 
payers, who,  though  chiefly  Roman  Ca* 
tholics,  could  not,  he  was  persuaded,  be 
charged  in  even  a  single  instance,  with 
being  influenced  by  mere  sectarian  views  or 
preferences,  but  solely  by  their  estimate 
of  the  general  character  and  fitness  of  the 
individual.  He  could  similarly  adduce  the 
equal  zeal  manifested  by  the  Catholic 
voters  for  the  return  of  his  Protestant  col- 
league as  for  himself,  though  a  Roman 
CaUiolic ;  and  he  could  alike  assert  he  was 
chosen  not  on  account  of  his  religion,  but 
because  of  the  kind  estimate  of  his  fellow 
citizens  as  regarded  his  general  character, 
as  well  as  from  a  recollection  that  for 
twenty-five  years  he  had  laboured  for  the 
furtherance  of  civil  and  religious  liberty. 
The  weighty  calendar  of  crimes  adduced 
by  the  hon.  Oentleraan  who  spoke  last 
occurring  in  Kilkenny ;  it  was  surely  not  a 
fair  criterion  of  the  whole.  It  was  not  right 
to  take  an  isolated  case  or  two,  and  the 
hon.  Member  should  look  to  the  whole 
series  during  the  late  assizes,  and  the 
opinions  of  the  judges  throughout  the 
entire  south  of  Ireland,  which  would  prove 
that  a  great  abatement  of  crimes  had  taken 

Elace.  But  if  even  the  people  were  as 
arbarous  as  represented,  who  were  most 
to  blame  but  those  at  the  other  side  of  the 
House  who  so  long  held  the  reins  of 
Oovemment,  but  never  wisely  and  effectu- 
ally  applied  themselves  to  tne  education, 
amelioration,  and  union  of  the  people? 
Re  considered  nothing  more  injudicious 
than  the  conduct  of  Gentlemen  on  the 
other  side  who  rendered  the  Established 
Church  the  stalking  horse  on  every  occa* 


sion.  Surely  it  had  antipathies  enough 
to  contend  with  in  Ireland  (antipathies  not 
of  a  spiritual  but  temporal  nature),  without 
burdening  it  with  the  odium  of  preventing 
the  extension  of  Municipal  protection  to 
that  country.  He  would  most  cordially 
support  the  Bill. 

Mr.  VilUers  said,  that  as  he  observed  a 
disinclination  on  the  opposite  side  to  take 
any  part  in  the  debate,  and  that  as  the 
'*  leisure  moment",  which  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Hull  had  spoken  of  had 
not  entirely  ceased,  he  would  take  the 
liberty  of  making  a  few  observations  upon 
the  question  ;  and  first  he  would  say  that 
he  did  not  wonder  at  the  course  which  the 
discussion  had  taken  upon  this  question 
being  the  subject  of  general  remark,  and 
that  astonishment  was  expressed  that  a 
measure  which  was  thought  of  sufficient 
importance  to  justify  resistance  at  the  ex* 
pense  of  offending  the  pride  and  feeling  of 
numbers  of  our  fellow-subjects  should  go 
forth  from  this  House  to  be  thrown  out  in 
the   other   House  without  an  argument 
being  offered  in  answer  to  those  by  which 
it  had  been  supported,  and  that  here,  in 
this  second  stage  of  the  debate,  that  we 
should  hear  only  repeated  those  person- 
alities,   those  fallacies,    that   bigot    cry, 
which  had  done  so  little   credit  to  the 
House  on  the  former  occasion,  and  which 
had  then  been  the  subject  of  such  just 
reproof  from  this  side  of  the  House.     He 
was  not  surprised  at  this,  as  he  had  ob- 
served from  the  first  a  deliberate  purpose 
on  the  other  side  to  remove  the  question 
from  its  natural   province,  and  to  argue 
and  to  use  it  for  other  purposes;  and, 
whether  wisely  or   not,  he  had  seen  that 
the  other  side,   distinguished  as  it  was 
from  this  upon  principle,  were  determined 
to  take  their  stand  before  the  country  on 
this  question.     It  had  been  selected   to 
make   an   experiment  upon    the  present 
opinion   of  the  country.    The  reform  of 
the  institutions  of  the  country,  and  the 
resistance  to  that  reform,  had  brought  the 
struggle  now  to  a  question  of  principle, 
and  the  ground  was  now  fairly  chosen  on 
which   to  decide   the  contest   by   which 
power  the  policy  of  this  country  was  to  be 
guided   and   governed    in    future.      The 
question  was  whether  the  general  policy 
of  the  Government  of  this  country  was  to 
be  dictated  by  the  House  of  Lords  or  the 
House  of  Commons.    That  was  fairly  the 
conflict  in  which  wewere  engaged.    The 
advocates  of  governing  this  country  by  the 
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iflouse  of  Lords  said,  that  we  have  gone 
iDb  ftkt  HI  refonn — that  its  progress  should 
be  Mteftt^d'-^atid  that  an  opposite  policy 
thoaM  be  adopted ;  atid  if,  say  they,  the 
ttopahir  patty  have  gained  strength  by 
itatrodtiein|  the  representative  principle 
into  the  nfontcipalities  of  England  and 
Scotland,  they  will  stand  between  them 
ftttd  any  aeeenioh  of  their  strength  to  be 
derited  fVotii  a  similar  source  in  Ireland. 
VhaLofds  had  been  cheered  on  to  pefsistln 
tli€  oooiHe  tbey  hate  pursued  for  three 
Sessions  past^  and  were  encouraged  to 
belief^  that,  tf  they  would  show  cOutaa^e 
ittd  eMtjrf  eotial  to  the  task,  they  fcnight 
tecomplisn  tne  object  and  obtain  that 
4h)mitifon  orelr  this  House  which  thev 
formerly  possessed  for  so  long  a  perioa. 
Without  their  consent  the  Legislature  of 
this  country  eoutd  not  proceed :  they 
were  called  upon  by  the  enemies  of  reform 
to  withhold  their  consent  until  the  people, 
WdHHed  out  should  elect  a  House,  and 
that  House  support  a  Qovernmeut  more 
In  unison  with  their  wishes  and  their 
feelings.  The  country  it  was  said  would 
ini  satisfied  then,  for  now  all  business  was 
stopped;  but  once  return  a  tnajority  of 
the  anti«popular  party  to  that  House,  and 
then  the  different  branches  of  the  Legis- 
lature would  agree  and  the  business  of 
tb^  eountff  would  proceed.  Now,  this 
lii%ht  be  very  good  policy  for  the  interests 
of  pitrtr,  and  he  might  counsel  it,  were 
lie  on  tne  opposite  siae;  but  it  was  more 
bis  dirt?  at  present  to  remind  the  country 
t^faat  tnat  DUsiness  was  that  would  pro> 
teed  90  glibly  If  King,  Lords,  and  Com- 
tnons  Were  so  united;  and  if  any  man 
lionestiT  wished  to  solve  that  question, 
he  would  just  ask  him  candidly  to  reflect 
an  all  he  saw  and  all  he  heard  of  the  sav- 
ings and  (fofngs  of  the  opt>o8ite  party.  It 
was  known  that  three  great  triumphs  in 
the  cause  df  dvit  and  religious  liberty 
bad  beefir  acbieved  of  late  years.  One 
Waflf  the  Improvement  in  the  representation, 
df  tht  Reform  Biff;  the  other  was  (he 
Bfunieipa!  Corporation  fiilt;  the  other 
H^ftS  the  femovat  of  religious  tests  for 
Sfetmbers  to  sft  in  Parliament,  or  the 
Cnholic  Brit.  Now,  he  would  ask  any 
mail  to  say  if  it  was  not  the  burthen  of 
^ery  Tory  song — it  H  waa  not  the  topic 
fa  polities  in  ettty  company  of  that  party 
-^th^t  all  (be  evils  whrcli  had  visited  this 
eouittr;  siirce  that  time  were  to  be  ascribed 
Uf  the  pa^ng  Cff  one  or  all  of  those  mea- 

f  tilts ;  tmd  that  tbe  institutioDS  of  Ibe 


country,  nay,  that  the  English  Cooalka- 
tion,  could  not  be  preserved  unless  tiiose 
measures  were  modified,  as  tiiey  called  it, 
but  repealed,  as  they  did  not  scruple  to 
say  they  intended  to  repeal  them  ?  Bat 
did  it  only  depend  upon  what  thev  a^id  ? 
Let  any  man  look  to  what  they  did.  Laat 
year  an  attempt  was  made  in  the  Hooi|eof 
Lords  to  tamper  with  the  Reforin  Bill. 
In  every  court  now  there  was  an  attewf|t 

foingon  to  undermine  the  Municipal  Bill, 
'here  had  not  b^en  &  Session  since  tlie 
enactment  of  the  Catholic  Bill  that  Mem- 
bers had  not  come  down  to  the  Houses  and 
avowed  their  regret  at  passing  that  Bill, 
and   who  had  declared  that  they  never 
would  be  parties  to  it  again  if  the  choiee 
were  again  offered  to  them.     Now,  we 
know  that  for  men  to  seek  power  upon  ihe 
Avowed  intention  of  repealing  these  mea* 
sures    of   justice    would    defeat    tWr 
object.    Care  must  be  takeot  therefore, 
not  to  awaken  alarm ;  much  atore  waanow 
set  upon  the  apparent  indifference  of  the 
people;   it  was  well  not  to  rouse  them 
from    their     slumber.      It     became     a 
question,  jlhen,    how   popular   vigilance 
was    diverted    for    so    many    years     in 
this  country   before;  and    how  was   at-: 
tention   turned  from  the  reform  of  real 
abuses  to  matters  of  trirflng  import.  Why, 
it  was,  as  was  well  known,  by  appealing 
to  the  religious  fears  of  tbe  people  on  the 
score  of  the  Catholic  faith,  and  by  alarm<» 
ing   an   ancient    prejudice    once    deeply 
rooted  in  the  people  against  all  persons 
of  that   persuasion.     It   was,   therefore, 
reasoned    now    that    what     a    Catholic 
question  did  before,  a  Catholic  question 
would    do    now;     and  what    was   now 
raised     but     a    Catholic    question — the 
very    question    which    occupied    us    for 
so  many  years?     We  have  it  in  all  its 
ferocity,  in  all  its  characteristics  of  in« 
tolerance.     Not  an  argument  was  used 
against  the  admission  of  Catholics  into 
that  House  that  had  not  been  advancea 
against  the  introduction  of  Catholics  into 
corporations.  The  cry  of  "  No  I*o»ery"  was 
raised,  and  shouted  forth  in  all  tne  vigoul 
of  former  times;  and  all  hope^  and  all 
expectation  of  return  to  power^  was  now 
built  on  the  success  of  this  cry.    If  it  sue* 
ceeded,  if  the  people  would  really  believe 
the  idle  tale  that  the  Church  was  in  danfar 
from  the  ministerial  measures,  tden  a  cloaii 
would  be  found  for  a  power  to  deal  and 
meddle  with  the  three  great  measures  to 
which  be  bad  aQuded|  and  to  wbMi  Ui« 
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tfknii  of  the  Cbiirbh  mbt^  htiitile;  Tot 
cKilId  iitty  ttiftti  ddttbt  who  had  rettd  tho 
flKffMioiii  flttfteks  tbdt  were  made  every 
dity  egaitlftt  th^Me  Who  ditfleitt  from  the 
CHureh,  Ibal  if  any  ptttttx  eoald  be  found 
lit  a  cbttlth  cry  to  remoi^e  the  present  Go- 
?ernitient,  And  subititute  one  from  the 
0|ipe8Hl!  rabks^  that  little  time  would 
eliipMi  b«for6  tome  new  tests  would  be  de- 
tiibd  for  those  who  did  not  agree  with 
the  Chorch'^SDme  disadfantege  disco- 
Y^ttA  under  Which  it  would  be  possible  to 
l^Me  the  Catholic  dissenter^  and  wliioh 
would  be  said  to  be  for  the  protection  of 
tb«  property  of  the  Church  ?  And  if  the 
poWer  etiited  for  this  purpose,  bow  soon 
ftNight  tbe  elauftei  of  the  Reform  Bill  also 
be  dealt  whh  in  a  similar  manner  ?  But 
the  great  question  wa«,  could  the  people 
afain  be  deluded  by  &  **  Church  in  danger" 
cty  ?  ]>id  they  now  understand  the  true 
ofharacter  of  that  cry  !  Did  they  truce  it 
in  atl  its  bearings?  if  it  were  underrated, 
let  tnen  only  tax  iheir  memory  to  learn 
the  order  irt  which  civil  liberty  bad  been 
conquered  in  this  country,  nnd  let  tbem 
dbiterve  how  invariably  it  had  been  in  the 
train  of  religious  liberty ;  and  when  i«li- 
gfoUs  persecution  had  been  possible,  how 
certain  had  been  the  oppression  of  the 
su^ijeot  itk  tivil  matters.  Would  hon. 
GiefitHimen  only  retnember  what  was  ef- 
fected in  this  country  by  the  old  Catholic 
qWestion  f  tie  wo«id  ask  whether  Pro* 
lestftnls  ever  obtained  any  reform  while 
Catholics  were  persecuted,  for  tiearly 
twenty  years,  whHe  the  Catholics  were 
ftemtindfog  emfuncipation,  w«8  it  not  the 
b#ast  of  all  the  cunning,  clever  men  of 
pairty  that  there  was  no  real  danger  fn  re* 
ftiovit^  the  restrictfons  upon  Catln>lics, 
but  that  the  Catholic  question  was  the 
outWoilt  of  the  citadel  -of  abase;  that  so 
long  tis  the  Reformers  were  knodcing  at 
tfat^  outworks  all  was  safe  within ;  but,  if 
they  \rere  once  detftroyetf ,  that  t)ien  ell  the 
aayslRies  of  mhwcrle  would  be  exaifrmed, 
imd  ttothin^  would  be  left  m  pekce  witbin  ? 
fiut  were  they  i4ght  or  Were  they  wrong, 
who  tealioned  so?  What  wns  the  cose? 
Frem  l%l^  to  1^29,  this  queetion  vi^s  in 
oiMrtfffot  sigtvation.  Wes  any  other  reform 
oMktnedy  or  even  ventmred  to  be  'Ut&ed 
for,  during  that  lime?  hi  1829  the  Bill 
WHS  ^ptMlnMl .  Now  mark  the  consequence. 
f*  163i  the  Rdbrm  Bill  was  carried ;  hi 
1989  the  Skiotch  MunicipttHiies  were  te^ 
fmaed ;  end  In  1 8d3  the  anit  step  taken 
tOttMA'fli^fyilliCktitch,  and  the\>ididps 


were  reduced  in  numbed,  fn  1884  the 
slaves  were  set  free  in  the  West  Indies, 
and  trade  set  free  In  the  Bast  Indies.  In 
1835  the  English  Municipal  BUI  was  car- 
ried. In  1836  the  newipaper  preas  was 
released  ftom  part  of  its  trammels.  Iti 
1837  the  hope^  of  the  OppOllte  pUrty  re- 
vived, and  why  ?  Beeauie  an  opportiinil;f 
was  thought  to  be  observed  for  raliiug  t 
religious  cry,  and  stopping  the  progress  of 
reform  in  future.  A  measure  of  wiadotn 
and  jttstice  wai  proposed  fbr  the  Irish 
people,  the  majority  of  whom  were  atill 
Catholic.  A  tslj  of  the  old  prejudice  wte 
immediately  seen  flickering  nbout  the 
country  against  that  persuasion.  It  wae 
immediately  hoped  that  it  Would  be  pos- 
sible to  patch  those  wretched  shreds  to- 
gether, and  devise  e  meatis  of  vigain  ob- 
scuring the  popular  vi^on  in  ftU  that  ^n* 
oerned  its  fntereat;  and,  if  once  uccom- 
pHiAied,  the  tkurefbrmibg  procefes  might 
begin  its  work.  What  wai  there  that  stood 
between  the  reforms  that  hmve  been  car- 
ried  and  the  desigM of  the  opposite  party? 
A  majority  of  about  sixty  Members  of  that 
Hoo^e.  cut  what  were  the  ca1c\]lationa 
that  one  heard  whispered  about?  Why, 
that  if  by  any  device  the  present  Govern- 
ment should  be  removed,  these  s^xty  men 
might  be  reduced ;  end  again,  if  an  ap- 
peal was  mide  to  the  country,  there  was 
much  for  the  opposite  party  to  hope  in  the 
sections  of  the  counties  mving  become 
nominatfOn  boroughs  of  the  )«mded  pro- 
prietors, who  were  identified  wifh  the 
House  of  Lords,  end  thirt  amajoiity  nri^t 
be  thus  secured.  Could  any  man,  then, 
who  cared  for  reform,  help  to  see  that  ff 
we  quietly  allow  this  flagrant  act  e/f  insult 
and  injury  to  be  inflicted  npoti  the  Irish 
people,  in  withholdmg  fVom  them  this  Bill, 
there  would  be  the  greateift  oanger  for 
ourselves  ?  And  Was  it  possible  to  doubt, 
when  he  heard  the  able  speeches  which 
had  been  ^delivered  m  favour  off  this  Bfll, 
met  only  by  personal  allQsions  to  tbe 
Memher  for  Kilkenny,  and  by  the  atro« 
cious  doctrine  that  Catholics  were  unfit 
fbr  power  by  reason  of  their  faith,  that 
ffllerior  views  vrcre  not  'contemplated  by 
the  t>ther  side?  fie  hoped  the  people  of 
Englawd  wMid  stand  nobly  forward  by 
the  Irish  on  this  occasion,  as  the  Irish 
always  had  by  the  English  when  they  were 
seeking  reform,  and  t^how  that  they  had 
intcfnigemre  and  public  spirit  enough  not 
to  become  the  dupes  of  the  hateful  cry 

wbicb  wui  to  hecomo  tbe  ground  of  im* 
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olber  reUgtons  crusade  gainst  periona 
profesMng  the  Catholic  faith.  For  his 
party  he  thought  that  the  attack  that  had 
oeea  made  upon  Catholics  during  this 
discussioa,  was  one  of  the  most  wanton 
and  unwarrantable  pieces  of  intolerance 
that  the  history  of  religious  persecution 
siffbrded  any  instance  of,  for  occasion  had 
been  now  afforded  for  the  experiment  of 
Catholics  enjoying  equal  political  power 
with  ourselves,  and  he  dared  any  man  to 
state  with  truth  that  they  had  not  shown 
themselves  as  good  subjects  and  citizens 
as  any  other  portion  of  the  community,  or 
that  they  had  acted  with  any  sectarian 
spirit.  The  Catholics  in  this  country  en-* 
P^ed  in  the  business  of  life  with  all  the 
integrity  and  steadiness  of  Protestants, 
and  he  happened  to  know  that,  in  many 
instances,  the  Catholic  clergy  iothiscoun- 
tr^r  inspired  the  love  and  esteem  of  the 
neighbourhoods  in  which  tbey  were  known. 
To  the  religion  of  the  Irish  he  saw  no  rea- 
son to  trace  the  disorders  of  that  country : 
but  to  centuries  of  misrule  by  Protestants, 
he  saw  abundant  cause  for  their  misfor- 
tune. To  change  the  condition  of  that 
country  he  was  willing  to  make  any  expe- 
riment, and  none  that  he  had  ever  heard 
of  led  him  to  expect  such  advantage  as 
that  which  was  calculated  to  inspire  in 
the  people  a  confidence  in  their  local  au- 
thorities. 

Lord  Francis  Egerton  said,  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down 
had  mentioned  a  fact,  of  which  he  was 
before  entirely  ignorant;  namely,  that 
scarcely  a  night  passed  in  which  some  hon. 
Member  in  that  (the  Opposition)  side  of 
the  House,  who  was  formerly  distinguished 
for  his  advocacy  of  the  Catholic  claims, 
did  not  come  down  and  express  a  wish  to 
see  the  Catholic  Relief  Bill  repealed.  He 
certainly  was  not  aware  of  this  circum- 
stance, and  with  respect  to  himself,  it  was 
perhaps  unnecessary  for  him  to  say  that 
he  entertained  no  such  desire.  It  was  un- 
fair to  charge  those  who  objected  to  the 
present  Bill  with  being  opposed  to  the 
Roman  Catholics  as  a  body;  but  they 
could  not  avoid  seeing  that  in  the  present 
state  of  Ireland  every  question  relative  to 
that  country  assumed  a  religious  tinp;e ;  for 
Buch  was  the  division  of  society  m  that 
country,.that  the  great  mass  of  Catholics  be- 
longed to  the  lower  orders,  while  the  higher 
and  wealthy  class  wascomposed  of  Protest- 
ants. This  division  of  society  produced  a 
State  of  circumstances  which  induced  him 


to  think  that  it  would  not  be  eonduotve  to 
good  government  to  extend  mnnicipai  iotii* 
tutions  to  Ireland.  Some  hon.  Gentiemea 
on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House, 
were  often  taunted  with  their  prophedes 
of  danger  to  the  state  from  the  passing  of 
the  Catholic  Relief  Bill.  He  was  not  one 
of  those  who  had  ever  uttered  such  pro* 
phecies ;  and,  in  making  this  statement,  he 
thought  it,  in  some  degree,  tended  to  his 
own  discredit  as  a  political  prophet,  for, 
in  his  opinion,  the  whole  course  of  events 
on  the  other  side  of  the  channel  had  htax 
of  a  nature  to  justify  the  foresight  of  those 
who  apprehended  danger  from  the  pasnag 
of  the  Catholic  Relief  Bill.  [Che^r.]  He 
confessed  that  he  did  not  understand  the 
reason  of  thatcheer.  If  hon.  Gentlemeo 
imagined  that  he  was  prepared  to  repeal 
the  Catholic  Emancipation  Bill,  or  that  he 
would  not  now  pass  it,  if  it  remained  to  be 
passed,  he  could  assure  them  that  they 
were  mistaken.  In  agreeing  to  that  mea* 
sure,  he  believed  that  it  would  confer  a 
great  benefit  on  Ireland;  and  he  heard 
many  a  prediction  that  it  would  tend  to 
make  the  Protestant  church  secure.  But 
he  asked  hon.  Gentlemen  what  they  now 
thought  of  the  state  of  the  Protestant 
establishment  in  Ireland?  He  and  his 
friends  on  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
House  thought,  that  the  Church  was  in 
great  jeopardy  from  the  course  of  policy 
pursued  by  his  Majesty's  Government. 
There  had  been  quoted  an  expression  of 
his  to  the  effect,  that  **  the  grant  of  new 
Corporations,  under  the  present  circum* 
stances,  would  amount  to  the  erection  of 
a  platform  from  which  a  fire  would  be 
kept  op  on  the  Church.'^  Now,  the  nam* 
ber  of  petitions  presented  to  that  House 
in  favour  of  the  Bill  then  before  it  was 
283.  He  was  always  disposed  to  treaty 
with  respect  petitions  to  that  House, 
bearing  on  the  subject  to  which  they 
referred  ;  but  when  he  discovered  in  them 
a  palpable  connexion  between  the  wish  for 
corporate  reform  and  the  wish  for  the 
destruction  of  the  Irish  Church,  and  for 
other  measures  which  he  could  not  but  de» 
precate,  then  he  thought  that  he  hada  right 
to  mix  up  together— nay^  though  wrong, 
he  could  not  disconnect— -the  twoquea* 
tions  of  corporate  reform  and  the  Irish 
Church.  Out  of  the  whole  number  of 
petitions  presented  in  favour  of  corporate 
reform,  226  included  pravers  against  tithes 
and  for  the  ballot;  and  tne  prayer  against 
tithes  did  not  imply  commutatiop^did 
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niBt  mean  nibstitvtioii ;  but  did  mean  toul 
abolkioii.  In  the  Tery  towns  on  which  the 
corporate  privileges  were  to  be  conferred, 
th«e  did  not  appear  an^  warm  desire  for 
the  adaptation  of  municipal  privileges*— 
only  twenty<4hree  out  of  the .  scheduled 
towns  bad  pionounced  in  favour  of  them ; 
so  that,  to  use  the  language  he  had  heard 
when  the  result  of  the  ballot  for  the  Long- 
foid  Election  Committee  had  been  ascer- 
tained, from  which  he  did  not  augur  much 
for  the  fairness  of  its  proceedings,  those 
against  the  scheme  of  Government  were  in 
the  majority  of  one. 

Viscount  Morpeth  rose  to  trouble  the 
House  with  a  few  observations,  although 
he  must  admit  the  subject  matter  of  the 
debate-  had  been  worn  almost  thread- 
bare. The  noble  Lord  opposite  had  as- 
sured the  House  that  it  was  most  unjust 
towards  him,  and  those  with  whom  he 
generally  acted,  to  infer  that  he  or  they 
came  down  to  that  House  with  a  feeling  of 
opposition  to  the  Roman  Catholics  as  such, 
or  with  any  desire  to  repeal  the  Act  of 
£ma,ncipation.  He  was  sure  that  the 
straightforward  mind  of  the  noble  Lord 
would  indispose  him  to  any  such  course ; 
but  be  must  say»  that  the  tenor  and  force 
of  all  the  arguments  and  statements  of  the 
speakers  at  all  the  different  meetings  and 
dioinga  together  of  noblemen  and  gentle- 
men of  similar  political  opinions  with  the 
noble  Lord,  went  to  create  and  foster  such 
an  impression  as  this  in  the  minds  of  the 
public.  The  noble  Lord  and  his  friends 
were  quite  wrong  in  supposing  that  it  was 
the  wish  of  Members  to  invest  the  Ro- 
man Catholics  of  Ireland,  as  such,  with 
any  exclusive  privileges ;  it  was  not  their 
with  to  do  this  any  more  than  it  was  their 
wish  to  give  these  exclusive  privileges  to 
the  Protestants  of  Ireland.  What  they 
aimed  at  was,  to  do  away  with  exclusive 
privileges  altogether,  and  to  give  to  all 
classes  alike  equal  privileges.  What  was 
the  only  real  argument  which  had  been 
brought  forward  in  this  discussion,  more 
particularly  by  the  noble  Member  for  North 
Lancashire  last  night?  The  noble  Lord 
stated  that  this  was  not  the  time  for  the 
measure;  that  the  hour  was  not  auspicious, 
or  he  might  be  inclined  not  to  oppose  it. 
The  planetary  conjunctions  were  not 
favourable.  The  noble  Lord,  it  seemed, 
could  not  consider  this  Bill,  because  the 
Irish  Poor-law  Bill  had  not  been  read  a 
Boeond  timci  and  because  the  Irish  Tithe 
Bill  bad  nol  been  iotrodoced  at  all.    He 


certainly  wished  that  they  could  make 
a  more  rapid  progress  with  measures. 
But  he  was  by  no  means  sure,  that  by  at- 
tempting to  proceed  with  several  at  the  same 
time,  they  might  not  entangle  them  with 
one  another,  so  as  to  occasion  considerable 
confusion.  The  interests  of  the  Estab* 
lished  Church,  it  was  said,  would  be  en- 
dangered by  the  operation  of  this  measure. 
How,  he  was  quite  at  a  loss  to  conceive. 
It  would  affect  none  of  the  revenues ;  it 
would  interfere  with  none  of  the  Minis- 
ters ;  it  would  touch  none  of  the  doctrines 
of  the  Church.  As  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend,  the  Attorney-General  of 
Ireland  had  said  in  his  able  speech  last 
night,  if  the  Municipal  Corporation  Bill 
were  rejected,  they  might  swell  the  tor- 
rent  of  public  opinion  in  Ireland,  and  in 
that  way  might  injure  the  Church  Estab- 
lishment. They  might  embitter  that  tor- 
rent, but  they  could  not  stem  or  impede 
its  progress.  His  noble  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Lancashire,  had  alluded  to 
the  character  of  the  petitions  which  had 
been  presented  on  the  subject.  If  his 
noble  Friend  wanted  any  confirmation  of 
the  state  of  public  feeling  on  the  sub- 
ject in  Ireland,  let  him  look  at  the  address 
presented  to  his  Majesty  about  three  weeks 
ago,  bearing  250,000  signatures,  of  which 
address  the  single  and  exclusive  object  was^ 
the  acquisition  of  corporate  reform.  It 
was  not  strange,  that  in  many  of  the  peti- 
tions to.  that  House,  the  petitioners  should 
unite  the  various  objects  which  they  were 
des  ous  of  attaining.  -  But  his  noUe 
Friend  said,  that  in  some  of  the  petitions 
the  ballot  was  mixed  up  with  corporate 
reform.  Must  that  House,  therefore,  not 
grant  corporate  reform  until  they  were 
prepared  to  dispose  of  the  question  of  the 
ballot?  Was  it  not  a  most  desirable 
thing  to  endeavour  to  occupy  men's  minds 
with  their  own  local  concerns?  Would 
not  that  object  be  promoted  by  the  Bill  ? 
A  complaint  was  made  of  the  difference 
of  the  qualifications  in  the  English  and 
Scotch,  and  in  the  Irish  Municipal  Corpo- 
ration Bills  ?  They  did  differ.  The  Iruh 
Bill  could  not  comprehend  a  qualification 
similar  to  that  of  the  English  Bill,  for 
there  was  no  corresponding  rate.  The 
Scotch  Municipal  Corporation  Bill  of 
1 833,  was  a  temporary  measure ;  and  there 
was  a  Bill  in  progress  by  which  the  quali- 
fication was  to  be  diminished.  But  a  low 
franchise  was  no  novelty  in  Scotland.  He 
would  read  to  the  House  a  tablci  ifaowiDg 
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much  mofe  impbrtatit,  M  ir^fdt^M  MaMi 
and  |)bt)olfitiofi,  tiiah  tatttly  #f  ilttt  IHgil 

btifghs.  , 


(hfe  natUi^  or  the  (idnstittitiotis  Ranted 
both  b^  bharief  Mifi  th6  Crowh,  fand  by 
Aei  of  PdriiUmerit,  to  ft  class  df  bbrgllH 


Bufgi  of  toim. 


Airdrtft  (ndw  a 
Parlitunentarjr 
Burgh). 

faatbgate 


Kibjrlb 


Pollockshaws 


i^I^ulaM 


Ion. 


69OOO 
2,600 


2,500 


3,850 


Date  df  Charter  or  Aet 


Act  1  aod  2  Geo.  IV.  c. 

60^  1821. 

Acl,Junfeir,  1824. 


KatitM  of  PnA«Mfii  Mt 


Crowa  Charter^  August 
r,  1826. 


Crown  Chart er^  January 
5,1813. 


Atnlone      ; 
Carlow 
Caahell 
plinganndn 
pro^heda  . 
Tralee 
Wate|fo*d 
Youghai    . 


Now,  in  order  to  ahow  the  Hotose  how 
ftthall  a  nhmber  of  \QU  honsehdldbrs  was 
to  be  Found  ih  many  of  the  Irish  tbwiHH 
be  would  read  a  list  of  some  of  them. 

RtCifliefcdlOLHobw^ 
Populatioo.      bokten  la  1833. 

11,406  .  .  157 

9,114  .  •  880 

12,000  less  than  SOO 

3,515  .  .  185 

17,863  .  .  261 

9,568  .  200 

^8,821  .  .  614 

11,327  •  .  232 

From  these  Returns  it  was  evident,  that  in 
afiplyin^  to  the  towns  in  question  a  quali- 
fication e]tceedtnff  5{i,  the  eonstihiency 
froUld  be  rendered  much  too  scanty*  And 
what,  ftfter  all,  was  the  quabficatton  fixed 
by  thb  Bill?  The  very  qvalifi^tton  of 
Ihe  Act  of  ihe  Oth  df  Q^*  4th,  which 
T^as  sacH  an  excessife  favourite  with  ihe 
GenildMen  opposite.  A  great  objection 
which  had  been  made  to  the  Bill  ^as, 
thiit  the  present  Oorporations  bad  many 
fondtibns  which  the  he^  ones  Were  ndt  td 
hair^»  The  argument  was^  that  ^e  neW 
edrporatdrs  being  left  comparatively  MHe^ 
wolihi  necessarily  be  mtscbiefovs.  And 
thd  very  iiigenioos  and  logical  eonchtticn 
wai|  Ibat  tfady  ought   l^  kite  ttc^ng 


In  suocftcdiog  years  rei^denl 
burgesses  (paying  3i»  3i«  fbr 
the  privilese)  to  be  electors 
arid  cottnciUors. 

fitcctbrs  consist  offfesidltrt  W- 
pessefc  (pajing  2/.  21.  tor  the 
^nvilege))  and  bavinf  in 
pmperty  ^  tenanor  h  ttMsa 
of  the  rent  of  3«.  or  «^ 
wards.  . 

Electors  consist  of  residept 
burgesses  (paying  5«.  for 
itie  privilege)  irho  dre 
bropHeior^  or  leaseholders 
fbt  nineteen  y^ats,  of  i 
house  (»f  the  aifthoal  valve 
of  d/< 

Electors  consist  of  resident 
buigesses  (a  stranger  ps^iog  . 
1/.  Is.,  and  the  son  of  a  bur- 
gess lOf.  6d.  for  ttie  briTi- 
lege)  possess^iSg  pioperly 
within    thb    buith    Of   lh% 

yeatiy  Vakie  of  4/. 

whatever  to  do.  Bnt  it  seemftd  the  Iriflli 
wei'e  not  so  civMiied  as  the  Eoglishi  and 
therefore  were  not  til  to  h4ve  any  Mii4itlil« 
pal  Corporationa.  But  aarely  they  wat^ 
as  civilised  as  onr  ancestors  were  whMi 
the  Savons  liod  Normane  testabliabed  Coi>* 
pdratiotis ;  or  as  the  people  of  Italy  welte 
when  they  eltabliahed  thbse  free  Corpol%- 
tions  Which  preceded  their  wonderhii  bai4t 
of  science,  and  leaminf ,  &nd  art  Bte 
woold  here  alliide  t4  a  inery  ^loqaoM 
article  whieh  appeared  in  the  laat  number 
of  The  Quarterif  BBtkWf  an  Bfrttde 
which  wes  written  wkh  great  tbOiiy 
iind  epiirit.  In  the  first  f»lae6»  how- 
howeVer,  to  ahow  that  the  writer  of  thsit 
artielfe  did  not  cfeiieor  in  the  view  ^kih 
his  Majesty's  present  GdvemmeM  tiiok  6r 
ecclesiastical  matters^  he  woutd  tl»ad  k 
paragraph  from  theaitideon  that^oftit:-^ 
"  Instead  of  reducing  Ihe  mraibet  of 
churches,  it  ehbuld  multiply^,  toattail  of 
dniting  parishes  divide  end  6«lb«divid«'s 
instead  of  merely  repaMng  clHiitthie»T  iMfiM 
them  where  there  is  little  denowsd  for 
them,  anti  therefore  the  menroMed.  We 
should  not  wait  for  a  ohbrch  iffl  a  ooii>- 
grdgation  (a  f6rmed,  bot  form  a  ooacr^- 
gation  by  building  a  thorch/'  TMi 
paragraph  Bh'ctwtd  that  the  wHier'a  view% 
of  ec<Aeeiae<ieel  iwUMa  wefe  vdry  Hit* 
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fei^nt  ftoni  ibtiie  of  bis  Miij|e»t»^«  (^r^Bent 
Odfernmeitt.  Bttt  what  did  he  ftay  of 
Gorporationfl  ?-^'' Let  tts  Tettiember  thilt 
hntop€  owis  all  its  Hberty,  its  knowledge, 
its  wealthy  its  poWer^  tb  incorpotations, 
ahd  we  shall  theri  uhd6t-stand  why,  tn  the 
«]res  of  our  law,  th^y  have  as  true  kti  exist- 
^nee,  as  much  reality^  as  dtsliitct  rights, 
ai  much  claini  to  respeet  add  deticftcy  of 
treatment,  as  any  inditidiial.*'  At)d  a 
little  further,  "  Opinioti  has  little  weight, 
afad  Tery  little  logieal  strength,  unless  it 
tomes  from  a  commanity.  The  different 
tetiiperSy  and  acquirements  of  individuals, 
iictlog  and  counteracting  on  ebch  other, 
fdrm  the  best  check  upon  error*  They  give 
Tdlidity  to  testimony,  expansioii  to  views, 
modifidation  to  hasty  generalities,  authority 
to  individual  character,  and  cadtlon  and 
steadiness  to  impetuosity.  And  thbs  the 
States  as  well  las  the  Chiirch,  has  (rtway^ 
placed  her  councils  and  laws  in  the  hands 
of  corporate  bodies."  Without  trespassing 
further  lipon  the  patience  of  the  House 
with  this  worn-out  sul]ject,  he  would  con- 
dude  by  expressing  his  confidence  thai 
the  House  would  not  refuse  to  Ireland  the 
benefit  of  such  Talubble  institutions ;  and 
that  they  would  not  iillow  a  difference  of 
oreedsj  or  of  worldly  interests,  to  generate 
such  a  nialieious  aiiioidsity  as  to  produce 
blr^h  and  arbitrary  proscription.  His 
Majesty's  Qtverndietit  nerer  pretendetl 
that  this  was  the  sole,  or  ^ven  that  it  was 
the  most  vital  of  the  remedies  which  they 
were  desirous  of  applying  to  the  evils  of 
li^land.  Most  an]iious  tras  he  that  the 
discord  which  was  produced  by  the  pre- 
sent system  of  tithes  in  Ireland  shobld  be 
harmobised.  Most  anxious  tvetd  he  that 
the  poor-laws  of  Ireland  should  be  placed 
OB  such  k  basis  as  to  afibrd  the  relief  so 
ooGessary  to  the  most  afflieted  peasantry 
OB  the  face  of  the  earth.  But  the  Bill 
under  consideration  intolved  a  principle, 
the  ettftblfshmeift  of  whiob  weridd  tt^ke 
the  t^roseoBtkm  of  the  other  nielisurei  a 
task  6f  earikt  aeeomplisfament}  aprlnctple 
vhMfa  was  at  the  l€fa%  of  all  the  qiteMibns 
bearing  or  th6  oonnexMm  betWeeft  the 
two  cottotrica,  and  the  establishment 
of  wdieb  was  inseparable  from  tbe)#  jdint 
tranquillity  and  happiness. 

Sir  Jkmei  Graham  sfaid^  that  fictthing 
would  hare  induced  him  to  rise,  had  it  tiot 
beoB  that  be  was  one  erf  those  who  had 
voto<i  hist  night  against  the  further  eon- 
liniNHic^  of  tbe  debate }  for  no  mas  cotfld 
M  iim»  ^^mmfjif]  tbw  lie  did  tMt  t)Mf 


subject  Was  vIrhoHy  exhausted.    JBut  llicre 
were  some  of  the  obserratidris  df  Ih^e  nobl^ 
Lord  oh  whith  he  wished  to  make  a  few 
retrittrkd.    The  noble  Lord  had  adverted 
to  the  quAlificatioii  fii  the  Scotch  Muni- 
cipal Corporations  Bill.    .  Not<r  he,  (Sir 
James  Qi-ahani),  appealetl  tB  tKdse  Ho 
remembered    the    aebates    dd   (h&t   6ill 
whether  a  proposition  For  makihgr  k  (|uait- 
fication  57.  vvas  not  |7ro|)bsecl,  and  whetbe( 
it  wds  not  resisted  by  Ldrd  GreJ'i  Govern- 
ment, on  the  ground  tdat  if  the  qualifica- 
tion for  the  elective  franchise  for  Members 
of  Parliament  were  departed  from  in  the 
MUnicitial  Got-pbraiions    bill,   it   would 
becdme  difficblt  afterwards  tb  maintain  tl^e 
qualification  fof  the  eledtive  franchise  at 
1 0/.     But  the  nbble  Lord^ald,  there  was  a 
Bi!l  in  process  to  reduce  the  qukiification 
in  Scotland  tb  51.  The  fact  wa^,  that  every- 
thing thet  had  been  dorie  b^  Lord  brew's 
Govehiment  with  refei-etice  to  the  elective 
franchise  was  now  thade  the  object  or 
attack,     ft  apt)esii'ed  to  be  the  anxious 
desire  of  the  presetit  Government  upon  ttiat 
isubject  td  looseti  and  Untie  what  it  Iiaa 
been  the  polidy  of  Lord  Grey's  Govern- 
ment (o  bind  up  and  i-eiider  pei-manent. 
The  noble  Lord  had  fead  d  statement  of  the 
smbll  number  df  10/.  householde^s  in  pro- 
portion to  the  population  iti  several  of  the 
ScOti^h  towns,     'the  Ihterferehce  whicli  he 
(Sir  Jamei Graham)  was  disposed  to  draw 
from  that  statement  Was,  that  those  bwns 
dught  not  to  have  been  inserted   in  the 
Schedules.    The  noble  Lord  had  expressed 
his  hope  that  fio  person  dn  his  (Sir  Jaines 
G^aham'^)  ^ide  of  the  House  would  be 
influenced  on  this  subject  by  interested  or 
malicious  hiotlve^.    He  should  be  ashamed 
of  himself  if  he  were  to  be  so  influenced. 
But  he  dould  not  avoid  feeling  regret  when 
he  sa^  the  recurrence  df  the  greatest  mis- 
fortune that  eould  befal  any  country — the 
ttiinglirig  of  feliglousand  t)olitical  matters. 
So  strongly  v^as  lie  ifen^ible  of  the  evils 
which  resulted  from  permitiit)^  political  to 
be  fbfluehcM  by  retigidus  considerations, 
thai  he  dotild  ii6sircely  &Vold  exdaimihg,  in 
ihe  words  df  the  Latin  poet. 

'<  Tautnm  teWgio  pofeoh  sdadte  matoruuk" 

In  tVe  (uresent  \it}ihpp^  case,  the  connex- 
tion'  betweeh  politics  ^nd  Religion  Was  clear 
and  not  denied.  The  opponents  of  the 
rtie&'sure  irere  aSked  In  what  consisted  the 
danger  irpbreberided  from  it  to  the  Church 
df  Ireland  ?  That  was  the  m6s(  Important 
({tfestion  tcr  fee  Considered.    He  w&s  un« 
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willing  to  trouble  the  House  at  any  great 
lengthy  but,  as  related  to  his  own  opposi- 
tion to  the  measure,  this  was  the  cardinal 
point  by  which  he  was  guided.    The  noble 
Lord  allowed  that  the  present  was  not  the 
Vital  question y  and  that  the  vital  question 
was  the  Irish  Church.   Now,  what  was  the 
connexion  between  the  two  questions  ?  As 
far  as  it  was  practicable  to  collect  the 
public  sentiment  in  Ireland  with  respect 
to  the  Churchy  the  sentiment  of  the  great 
majority,  it  might  be  gained  from  that  un- 
happily   constituted     body     called     the 
National  Association.     He  would  read  the 
resolutions  on  that  subject  of  the  National 
Association,  passed  unanimously,  and  by 
acclamation  within  the  last  three  months. 
The    first  resolution  was  as  follows : — 
**  That  it  is  incompatible  with  the  principles 
of  religious  liberty  that  any  man  should  be 
compelled  to  pay  for  the  ordinances  of  a 
Church  with  which  he  is  not  joined  in  com- 
munion/' ^Cheers,"^  Didthehon.  Gentle- 
men  on  the  other  side  mean  by  their  cheers 
to  indicate  their  approbation  of  this  resolu- 
tion ?    The  second  resolution  was,  ''That 
as  under  the  present  appropriation  of  the 
tithe  composition,  a  tribute  is  levied  from 
thewhole  nation  for  the  uses  of  theChurch, 
of  only  the  one-tenth  portion  of  the  com- 
munity, the  people  of  Ireland  are  therefore 
justified  in  demanding  the  total  extinction 
of  an  assessment  so  applied."     There  were 
no  cheers  on  the  other  side  now.     He 
should  like  to  know  whether  these  were 
the  principles  on  which   the  new  Tithe 
Bill  was  to  be  founded.    The  third  resolu- 
tion was — '*  That  in  our  opinion  no  settle- 
ment of  the  tithe  question  can  give  satis- 
faction  to  the  people  of  Ireland  which 
is  not  founded  on  the  foregoing  principles." 
That  was  carrying  the  matter  much  farther 
than  the  appropriation  clause.    He  should 
not  be  surprised  to  see  the  appropriation 
clause  thrown  out,  and  the  voluntary  prin- 
ciple substituted  for  it.    The  fourth  re- 
solution was  as  follows : — '*  That  we  call 
upon  the  people  of  Ireland  not  to  desist 
from  all  legal  and  constitutional  means  of 
redress  till  they  have  obtained  full  and 
complete  relief  from  an   impost  equally 
oppressive  and  degrading.''    It  thus  ap- 
peared that  in  the  opinion  of  the  Associa- 
tion any  support  of  the  Irish  Church  was 
oppressive  and  degrading.    The  right  hon. 
the  Chancellor  of   the    Exchequer  had 
stated,  that  all  that  was  said  on  that  (Sir  J. 
Graham's)  side  of  the  house  respecting  the 
bon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny 


only  magnified  and  increased  that  hon« 
and  learned  Gentleman's  power.     That 
from  the  benches  opposite  I    Had   tbey 
forgotten  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Pigolt  ? 
Had  they  forgotten  the  appointment  of 
Mr.  O'Dwyer  ?    Had  they  forgotten  the 
appointment  of  the  last  two  asaistaat* 
barristers,  both  of  whom  were  membeis  of 
the  National  Association  ?    He  was  the 
last  man  to  deny  the  talents,  the  power, 
the  influence  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Kilkenny.    But  was  not  the 
weight  of  those  talents,  of  that  power,  of 
that  influence  felt  by  hia  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment?    Did  they  not  retain  office 
during  the  last  Session  mainly   by   the 
assistance  of  that  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man.   And  if  those  numerous  Irish  Mem- 
bers who  confided  implicitly  in  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  were  all  ready  to 
co-operate  with  his  Majesty's  Government, 
surely  this  showed  the  power  and  influence 
of  the  hon.    and  learned   Member    for 
Kilkenny.    Now,  let  the  House  have  that 
hon.  Gentleman's  opinion  with  respect  to 
the  Irish  Church ;  and  he  (Sir  J.  Graham) 
was  not  about  to  quote  any  hasty  ezpres- 
sion.     He  was  unwilling  to  trespass  on 
the  attention  of  the  House,  for  it  had  been 
his  wish  that  this  debate  should  have  dosed 
last  night,  but  as  he  believed  the  debate 
was  to  be  continued  to  a  second  night,  he 
hoped  he  should  not  be  unfairly  treated ; 
because  he  did  not  wish  to  put  anything 
ofiensively  to  any  hon.  Gentleman.    He 
would  not  quote  a  hasty  or  a  casual  ex- 
pression {casual  was  the  term  used  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer]  ;  but  he  would  quote  from 
a  letter  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Kilkenny,  written  in  a  calm  moment,  in 
answer  to  a  question  which  had  been  pat 
to  him  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Northum- 
berland (Mr.  W.  Beaumont).    The  letter 
from  which  he  quoted  was  dated  Derrynaoe 
Abbey,  December  30,  1836.    '•  You  ask, 
first — '  If  I  believe  that  Ireland  ever  will  be,' 
or  '  ought  to  be  tranquil,  until  the  religion 
of  the  majority  is  placed  on  an  equal  foot» 
ing,  in  every  respect,  with  that  of  the 
minority  V  "    The  answer  was  as  explicit 
and  clear  as  ever  was  given  to  a  plain 
straightforward  question. — "  My  answer 
is  ready  : — Ireland  cannot  possibly  b&— 
she«  in  my  opinion,  ought   not   to   be 
tranquil — until  the  religion  of  the  majority 
is  placed  on  an  eqoal  footing,  in  every 
respect,  with  that  of  the  minority;"  so  that 
now  it  was  a  question  of  equality  as  be* 
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tween  the  two  establishments.  But  the 
hon.  and  learned  Qentleman  said  some- 
thing further ;  and  he  should  be  curious 
to  hear  whether  this  would  be  greeted  by 
a  cheer  also — ''  I  add,  that  untill  then  she 
will  not  be ;  and,  while  I  live,  she  cer- 
tainly shall  not  be  free  from  salutary,  but 
peaceful  and  energetic  agitation ;  that  is, 
until  perfect  religious  equality — without 
one  particle  of  political,  civil,  or  temporal 
ascendancy  at  either  or  any  side— is  firmly 
established."  Now,  what  was  the  inter- 
pretation of  this  equality  ?  Why,  the  hon. 
Member  went  on  to  say — **  I  am  convinced 
that  the  peace,  tranquillity,  apd  prosperity 
of  Ireland  require  the  establishment 
amongst  us  of  the  voluntary  principle  of 
maintaining  religion  ;  and  that  as  long  as 
any  pecuniary  ascendancy,  as  long  as  any 
power  remains  to  a  Protestant  minister 
to  put  his  hands  into  the  pockets  of  the 
Catholics,  so  long  dissension,  dissatisfac- 
tion, and  turmoil  will  reign  paramount  in 
Ireland.  The  people  of  Ireland  join  me 
in  this  contemptuous  disclaimer  of  longer 
supporting,  out  of  our  means,  that 
Church ;  we  never  will  be  parties  to  our 
own  degradation,  by  acquiescing  for  one 
moment  in  the  superiority  of  a  church  to 
which  we  do  not  belong."  Until,  then, 
this  voluntary  principle  was  established, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  declared, 
that  energetic  agitation  should  never 
cease.  But,  said  his  Majestv's  Attorney- 
Generai  for  Ireland,  '*  I  do  not  quarrel 
with  the  present  position  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church  in  Ireland."  Why,  he 
(Sir  J.  Graham)  was  not  astonished  to 
find  that  that  learned  Gentleman,  being  a 
Roman  Catholic,  did  not  quarrel  with  the 
pMsent  position  of  the  Established  Church 
in  Ireland;  more  especially  when  he 
heard  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  and  his  colleagues,  as  Ministers  of 
the  King,  declare  the  Protestant  Church 
to  be  a  rotten  Church.  [Viscount  Morpeth^ 
"  No,  no  l"] — If  the  noble  Lord  retracted 
his  words  he  was  happy  to  hear  it ;  but  he 
certainly  understood  him  to  say  it  was  a 
rotten  corporation.  Then  the  noble  Lord 
was  pleased  to  comment  on  the  observation 
of  his  noble  Friend  the  Member  for  North 
Lancashire,  and  said  that  he  appeared  to 
regret  the  concession  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  claims.  He  did  not  understand 
the  Attorney-General  for  Ireland  when  he 
declared  that  all  the  predictions  which 
had    been  made  with  reference  to  this 


right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Tamr 
worth,  in  1817,  in  regard  to  the  subject  ojf 
the  Roman  Catholic  Relief  Bill,  and  similtr 
to  the  predictions  of  those  who  opposed  the . 
Bill  of  1829.  This  was  little  consolation 
for  those  who  were  going  the  downward 
path  of  concession.  He  would  not  shrink 
from  saying,  that  no  man  supported  the 
concession  of  the  claims  of  the  Roman 
Catholics  more  warmly  or  more  conscien- 
tiously than  he  did.  BuUunder  what  promises 
did  he  support  concession.  Whyhehadthe 
solemn  oaths  and  declarations  oF  some  of  the 
most  distinguished  members  of  the  Catholic 
body  ;  he  had  the  most  solemn  assurance 
of  the  most  distinguished  Roman  Catholics, 
that  all  assaults  on  the  Established  Church' 
should  cease.  And  what  consolation,  then, 
he  would  ask,  was  it  to  him  to  go  on 
making  concession  after  concession,  not- 
withstanding what  had  been  already  done? 
It  was  said  formerly,  if  you  grant  freely, 
you  may  trust  freely ;  but  the  result  and 
the  experience  of  past  years  had  ended 
only  in  bitter  disappointment  to  those  who 
supported  the  Catholic  claims.  He  would 
say  more  \  if  these  concessions  weieaMide,' 
he  saw  nothing  in  the  arguti^ente  which 
had  been  ui^ed  by  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site. They  had  been  before  promised  that 
if  certain  concessions  were  made,  all  at- 
tacks upon  the  Church  should  cease. 
Now,  with  reference  to  the  present  demand 
for  concession,  they  were  told,  '^  you  may 
make  it  if  you  will ;  but  agitation  shall 
never  cease  in  Ireland  until  we  are  placed 
on  an  equality."  War  was  declared — war 
to  the  knife  with  the  Church  Establishment. 
There  was  no  mistake  on  this  occasion,  for 
they  were  told  that  the  Irish  people  looked 
to  a  greater  and  ulterior  object.  Now, 
there  was  a  point  made  by  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Member  for  North  Lancashire,  with 
regard  to  the  omission  of  the  declaration 
that  the  corporate  offices  should  not  be 
used  for  any  purposes  trenching  upon  the 
interests  of  the  establishment ;  and  cer- 
tainly a  more  whimsical  answer  than  that 
which  had  been  given  by  the  Attorney- 
General  for  Ireland  he  had  never  heard-* 
he  should  say,  indeed,  it  was  purely  Irish, 
for  he  said,  that  supposing  the  Municipal 
Bill  passed,  that  would  be  a  reason  why 
the  oaths  should  be  dispensed  with.  He 
would  say  that  strong  objection  to  this 
measure  in  its  present  shape,  was,  that  it 
would  be  a  most  powerful  lever  whereby 
the  destruction  of  the  Established  Church 

i^  IreU^d  m^t  be  ^ flfe^todf  He  ^»d  f ai4 
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be  stood  ad  tliera  to  frama  a  bill  of 
indietmeiii  agaiost  the  people  of  Ireland. 
The  right  of  the  people  of  Irelaad,  pnni4 
faciei  to  their  municipal  rightt  waa  felt ; 
and  the  onus  to  proTO  the  exception  rested 
with  those  who  opposed  the  measure.  It 
was  the  peculiar  circumstances  in  which 
the  Established  Church  was  placed  in  )re» 
land  which  were  to  be  considered.  He 
thought  it  was  a  a)atter  worthy  of  the  at- 
tention  of  his  Majeaty's  Government,  and 
for  one  he  would  distinctly  say,  that  if  he 
could  see  the  Church  of  Irelsnd  placed  in 
a  position  of  greater  security,  he  should  be 
happy*  In  the  hope  of  removing  any 
angry  feelings  on  the  part  of  the  people  oi 
Ireland,  and  in  the  hope  of  removing  the 
impression  that  any  national  insult  was 
intended  towards  them-^he  for  one 
(though  he  would  never  consent  to  this 
Bill)  would  not  be  opposed  to  the  erec- 
tion of  Municipal  institutions  in  Ireland 
if  they  could  satisfy  him  that  they  could 
be  granted  with  safetv  to  the  Church. 
But  he  would  say,  if  the  Goverammt  \n* 
trodoced  a  Titbe  Bill  witb  the  appsopria- 
tion  ^ase»  it  must  eoBtani  a  fmnciplo 
which  was  inadmiseible  aa  a|p^ieable  to 
the  English  aa  well  as  the  Irish  Church  ; 
and  he  never  conld  give  hia  consent  to 
the  third  reading  of  this  Bill. 

Lord  John  Busieil  could  well  conceive 
that  it  most  have  been  the  wish  of  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman  opposite  to  have  had 
the  debate  closed  on  the  previous  evening, 
for  a  position  more  diffieuU  or  more  em* 
barraasing  than  that  in  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  »was  placed,  he  had  never 
wiinessed  in  that  House.  On  former  oc* 
caeions,  and  upon  the  very  last  discussion 
of  this  question,  the  propoeition  raised  by 
lion.  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  was,  that  Municipal  Corporations 
ought  not  even  to  be  reformed,  but  that 
they  were  to  be  entirely  abolished  in  Ire* 
land.  This  was  an  argument  which  he 
thought  was  quite  untenable — it  was  one 
whidi  he  thought  did  not  support  the 
views  of  those  who  used  it ;  but  it  was  an 
.argument  which  must  be  paralyzing  to 
those  who  maintained  it,  wlien  they  now 
argued  for  the  utility  of  Corporations,  but 
refused  to  give  them  to  the  Irish  at  this 
time.  They  yielded  with  great  propriety 
to  the  deciared  sense  of  the  House,  that 
Monioipal  Corporations  in  Ireland  ought 
not  to  DC  abolished— that  they  might  and 
must  be  reformed,  and  yet  at  the  present 
tii9ie,  end  in  tho  preeent  state  of  society. 


and  with  the  proviafons  of  tho  BiB»  lie 
clauses  with  respect  to  tolls  and  other 
matters  before  them,  there  was  one-half 
of  the  Gentlemen  opposite  who  thought  it 
improper  to  agree  to  the  Bill  because  it 
would  give  Municipal  Corporations  hi 
Ireland,  and  there  was  another  half  who 
objected  to  it  as  laying  the  groundwork 
of  the  downward  path  of  concession.  But 
they  were  already  treading  in  that  path,  for 
the  downward  path  of  concession  most 
truly  it  was  when  the  just  desire  of  a  great 
portion  of  the  people  having  been  long 
refused,  the  matter  was  to  be  wrung  from 
those  who  withheld  it,  by  their  foars.  That 
was  the  downward  path,  and  tl  in  that 
spirit  they  were  to  concede  a  boon,  Chey 
could  not  be  beforehand  with  the  people, 
andwould  clatm  no  gratitude  foroeeiforrin^ 
a  favour.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  In 
the  greater  part  of  his  speech  had  dwell  but 
little  upon  the  sutject  immediate  in  de>* 
bate ;  but  he  bad  adverted  to  queetiona, 
relating  to  the  general  sitoation  of  Ireland. 
He  would  endeavour  to  teach  on  the  points 
on  which  the  right  boo.  Gentleman  had 
dilated.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
catching  at  the  5L  franchise  in  Boot** 
land,  which  had  been  memfoned, 
the  noble  Lord  near  him,  had  made  that 
the  occasion  of  a  taunt  against  the 
present  Government,  and  contrasted  their 
mode  of  proceeding  with  that  of  Barl 
Grey's  Government.  The  right  hon.  Oen- 
tleman  had  attached  much  impoitanee  to 
this  point ;  tbb  franchise  in  Scotland  wae 
spoken  of  as  a  vital  question.  Now,  what 
was  the  fact  with  reference  to  this  vital 
question  respecting  the  51.  fraaehise  pro«> 
posed  for  Scotland,  on  which  it  was  pre. 
tended  so  much  interest  was  taken  by  Sari 
Grey's  Government  ?  Why,  did  the  noble 
Lord  and  others  forget  that  the  suhfeet 
came  forward  on  a  Wednesday.  Re  re* 
membered  that  the  Ministers  dined  witli 
him  on  that  day,  and  he  certainly  did  not 
remember  that  any  one  of  the  Members  of 
Earl  Grey's  Government  expressed  astrong 
opinion  on  the  question.  He  would  not 
be  quite  sure,  but  he  supposed  that  hie 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Meiliber  for  Cum- 
berland  must  have  been  one  of  the  dinner 
party.  Undoubtedly  there  might  be  aome 
small  points  upon  which  the  Kne  taken  by 
the  present  Government  might  be  different 
from  that  taken  by  Earl  Grey's  Govern- 
ment, but  in  general  the  same  line  of 
policy  was  followed.  To  proceed,  however, 
to  another  point  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
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mmf%  tpeechj  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
•aid,  that  the  people  of  Ireland  did  not 
ask  for  this  Bill,  but  bethought  that  it  was 
generally  admitted  that  th^y  did  ask  for  it. 

Sir  James  Oraham  here  observed,  that 
the  corporate  towns  did  not  ask  for  it. 

Lord  John  Russell:   The  right  hon. 
Baronet  said,  the  corporate  towns  did  not 
ask  for  this  measure ;  but  the  people  of 
Ireland  generallv  did,   he  supposed  he 
would  allow.    But  the  people  of  Ireland 
were  in  this  unfortunate  condition,  that  if 
they  did  not  speak  out  loudly,  or  if  they 
expressed  their  anxiety  without  noise,  then 
it  was  said  that  they  were  not  eager  for 
the  measure;  but  if  they  urged  their  claim 
vigorously,  then  came  the  portentous  decla- 
ration from  Gentlemen  opposite,  that  they 
would  not  yield  to  the  clamour  from  with- 
out.   And  then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
touched  upon  a  topic  which  he  should 
have  thou^t  he  ought  to  have  omitted, 
after  the  previous  speeches,  namely,  that 
of  the  misfortune  of  mixing  up  politicB 
wHh   religion.    Now   hardly   any    hon. 
Member  had  mingled  religion  wUh  politics. 
If,  indeed,  any  one  had  brought  forward 
refigious  matter,  it  had  been  the  right 
hon.  Grentleman  himself.    He  would  ask 
what  was  the  meaning  of  the  passage 
which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  read  from  a 
pamphlet,  giving  a  description  of  a  Spanish 
priest,  on  a  former  evening?    Did  he,  or 
did  he  not,  mean  to  apply  that  paramph 
to  the  priests  of  Ireland  ?     And,  if  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  read  the  passage  for 
this  puipose,  was  it  fair,  he  would  ask,  to 
make  this  sort  of  wholesale  accusation 
agaiost  the  priests  of  six  millions  of  people, 
and  then  give  them  a  solemn  lecture  on 
the  impropriety  of  mixing  up  religion  with 
politics?    Hie  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
said,  that  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Morpeth) 
liear  him,  had  declared  this  not  to  be  a 
vital  question.    Now  what  his  noble  Friend 
did  state  was  this,  that  there  were  other 
vital  questions  to  be  considered,  but  that 
this  was  not,  perhaps,  the  most  vital.    He 
had  declared  on  former  nights,  and  he 
had  not  departed  from  his  opinion,  that 
this  was  a  vita!  question  to  the  present 
Administration.     He  had  biefore  stated  the 
same  thing,  and  his  opinion  had  undergone 
no  change.    Then,  again,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said,  that  he  would  not  agree 
to  this  Bill,  because  certain  resolutions 
had  been  passed  by  the  General  Associa- 
tion of  Ireland.    He  would  presently  ad- 
vert to  those  resolutions,  but,  in  the  mean 


time,  he  would  be?  to  tell  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  that,  threadbare  aa  the  debate 
was,  one  of  his  taunts  was  even  still  more 
so;   namely,  that  his  Majesty's  present 
Government  existed  by  the  support  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny. 
Undoubtedly,  when  a  Ministry  was  sup- 
ported   by    no   very   considerable    ma- 
jority,  and    yet  not  in  the  position  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  who  were  left 
every  night  in  a  minority  when  they  were 
in  office,  if  any  portion   of  those  who 
voted  usually  with  them   were  to  vote 
against  them,  the  case  must  be  altered, 
and  then  they  must  have  lost  the  confi- 
dence of  the  House.     It  appeared  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny 
supported  them,  but  it  also  appeared  that 
a  section  of  that  side  of  the  House  con- 
sisted of  the  oldest  Whigs,  who,  if  they 
thought  the  Government  were  disposed  t6 
deal  too  violently  in  going  the  downward 
path,  must   become  theif  opponents — a 
met  which  would  be  equally  fatal  to  the 
present  Ministry.    What  was  thei^,  then^ 
in  this  taunt  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen^ 
aa  to  the  smaHness  of  the   majority  in 
favour  of  the  Ministrv?    What  did    It 
amount  to  but  this — tnat  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Kilkenny,  although 
he  did  not  agree  with  the  Government 
in  many  of  their  opinions,  nevertheless 
thought  it  right  to  give  them  his  inde- 
pendent support,  because  he  saw  in  their 
measures  a  better  prospect  for  the  future 
fate  of  Ireland  f    When  he  said  this,  he 
(Lord  John  Russell)  was  not  responsible 
for  the  opinions  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Kilkenny,  as  that  hon.  and 
learned  Member  was  npt  responsible  for 
his  opinions.    Re  knew  that  hon.  Gentle- 
men were  in  the  custom  of  meeting  and 
settling  their  difTerences;  and,  if  rumours 
were  to  be  credited,  at  some  of  those 
meetings  the  more  violent  individuals  of 
the  party  carried  their  views  against  the 
opinions  of  the  more  distinguished  leaders. 
He  certainly  did  not  know  what  might 
have  happened  lately,  but  he,  perhaps, 
might  be  permitted  to  mention  what  might 
be  considered    to  be   matter    historical, 
though  be  saw  his  noble  Friend  smiling  at 
the  remark.   There  was  a  common  rumour 
in  the  world,  that  at  the  great  crisis  of  the 
Reform  Bill,  when  all  the  agents  and  or- 
gans of  the  Tory  party  were  engaged  in 
abusing  the  Earl  of  Harrowby  and  Lord 
Wharncliife  as  waverers,  they  were  told, 
when  they  wished  to  go  on  with  the  Reform 
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Billt  tbftt  if  they  would  not  consent  to 
•trike  out  Schedule  A,  or  postpone  it,  the 
party  would  not  go  down  to  vote.  This 
was  one  of  the  many  instances  in  which 
mmour  had  declared  that  the  more  violent 
part  of  a  body  had  defeated  the  more  mo- 
derate. The  course  of  his  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment exposed  them  to  more  argument 
which  was  not  carried  on  in  so  agreeable  a 
way.  But  when  hon.  Members  who  sat 
above  them  proposed  measures,  they  were 
often  opposed  to  the  views  of  the  Govern- 
ment. Suppose  a  motion  to  be  made  for 
household  suffrage — supposethehon.Mem- 
ber  for  Middlesex  to  come  down  to  the  House 
some  day  (as  he  was  likely  to  do)  to  propose 
a  motion  for  household  suffrage — he  (Lord 
John  Russell)  would  immediately  get  up 
in  his  place  and  oppose  it ;  and  it  was  no- 
torious they  differed  from  the  hon.  Gentle- 
men whom  he  had  named.  Yet,  of 
course,  he  did  not  yield  his  opinions  to 
those  of  the  Government,  and  they  went 
together  generally  upon  those  questions 
which  the  Government  thought  proper  to 
adopt*  But  while  it  might  be  the  better 
course  for  the  moderate  men  of  the  Tory 
party  to  agree  with  the  more  violent, 
in  order  to  maintain  the  appearance  of 
nnion,  he  thought  the  Ministers  course 
was  to  the  full  as  honourable ;  and,  as  he 
believed,  would  finally  tend  more  to  the 
advantage  of  the  country.  The  General 
Association  of  Ireland  had  declared,  as 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kil- 
kenny had  also  declared  an  opinion 
in  favour  of  the  voluntary  principle. 
The  hon.  and  learned  (jrentleman  had  a 
right,  if  he  chose,  to  entertain  that  opinion 
and  he  had  the  support  of  those  who  else- 
where entertained  the  same  opinion  against 
the  Established  Church.  But  what  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  no  right  to  say 
was,  that  the  Ministry  entertained  the 
same  opinion.  [Sir  James  Graham  had 
made  no  such  assertion,]  He  was  glad  to 
learn  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  not 
said  so,  because  the  whole  tendency  of 
his  argument  went  to  show  how  dangerous 
it  was  to  make  concessions  to  a  Ministry 
so  supported.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, however,  did  not  maintain  that 
opinion,  then  he  (Lord  John  Russell) 
held  the  opinion  that  the  maintenance  of 
any  such  opinions  on  the  part  of  others 
did  not  commit  them.  Then  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  desired  to  know  whether 
those  on  his  (the  Ministerial)  side  of  the 
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Resolution  of  the  General  Association  of 
Ireland  with  respect  to  the  extinction  of 
tithes.  Now,  as  to  that  subject,  he  remem- 
bered, when  he  was  sitting  by  the  side  of 
his  noble  Friend  opposite  (Lord  Stanley)^ 
his  noble  Friend  got  up  from  the  Treasury 
Benches,  and  in  answer  to  a  question  put 
by  Mr.  Croker,  who  was  then  a  Member 
of  the  House,  the  noble  Lord  said,  that 
the  measure  which  he  had  in  contem* 
plation  was  one  for  the  extinction  of 
tithes.  The  noble  Lord  would  excuse 
him  for  saying,  that  whether  it  bore  a 
greater  resemblance  to  the  measure  of  his 
noble  Friend,  or  to  the  Resolution  of  the 
General  Association^  because  the  extinction 
of  tithes  was  common  to  both,  he  would 
not  say.  With  reference  to  the  question 
of  the  Catholic  claims,  and  to  the  passing 
of  the  Catholic  Emancipation  Bill,  he  did 
not  think  that  there  was  any  ground  to 
say  that  the  result  had  been  different  Uoixi 
that  which  had  been  anticipated.  They 
were  told  at  the  time  by  the  Dnke  oi, 
Wellington,  that  it  was  a  measure  which 
would  be  likely  to  prevent  civil  war  ia 
Ireland.  They  knew  it  was  a  measure 
which  had  introduced  Roman  Catholics 
into  Parliament,  where  they  were  enable4 
to  urge  their  claims  in  a  peaceable  manner ;, 
and  whatever  disturbances  there  might 
have  been,  he  was  convinced  that  more, 
peace  had  been  secured  by  bringing, 
in  Roman  Catholic  Members  than  could 
have  been  secured  now,  in  the  year  1837^ 
had  that  Act  not  been  passed,  and  the 
restrictions  on  Roman  Catholics  continued. 
But  after  having  addressed  himself  to  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he 
would  proceed  to  state  some  few  observa- 
tions with  regard  to  this  measure,  and  the 
objections  which  had  been  made  to  it. 
He  must  state  first,  that  he  considered  the 
measure  was  in  strict  conformity  with  the 
Act  of  Roman  Catholic  Emancipation ; 
he  did  not  consider  it  to  be  a  measure 
calling  for  further  concession,  or  as  imply- 
ing something  which  was  not  to  be  in- 
tended to  be  given  at  the  time  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  Bill  being  carried  into 
a  law.  What  was  the  enactment  of  that 
Bill?  It  was  this:— "Be  it  enacted, 
that  it  shall  and  may  be  lawful  for  any  of 
his  Majesty's  subjects  professing  the 
Roman  Catholic  religion  to  be  a  Alember 
of  any  lay  body  corporate,  and  to  hold 
any  civil  office  or  place  of  trust  or  profit 
therein ;  and  to  do  any  corporate  act,  or 
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proceeding,  upon  taking  and  subscribing 
the  oath  hereby  appointed  and  set  forth ^ 
instead  of  the  oaths  of  allegiance,  abjur* 
ation,  and  supremacy,  and  instead  of  the 
declaration  against  transubstantiation ; 
and  upon  taking  also  such  other  oath  or 
oaths  as  may  now  by  law  be  required  to 
be  taken  by  any  person  or  persons  be- 
coming a  Member  or  Members  of  such 
lay  body  corporate,  or  being  admitted  to 
hold  any  office  or  place  of  trust  or  profit 
within  the  same.**  What  was  the  plain 
meaning  of  that  clause  but  that  the 
Roman  Catholics  were  to  be  admitted  to 
corporate  offices?  To  refuse  Roman 
Catholics  offices  in  Municipal  Corporations 
in  Ireland,  under  the  apprehension  and 
plea  that  they  would  exercise  a  dangerous 
supremacy,  was  to  contract  the  letter  and 
spirit  of  the  Act.  Talk  of  Roman  Catho- 
lics not  keeping  faith  ?  What  faith  were 
the  opponents  of  this  Bill  keeping  in  ex- 
cluding Roman  Catholics  from  Corpora- 
tions and  municipal  power?  In  1829 
they  said  they  were  admitted  to  corporate 
offices,  and  yet,  when  it  was  proposed  to 
carry  that  principle  into  practice,  it  was 
ur^ed  that  thej  could  not  be  admitted  ? 
His  noble  Friend,  and  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  said,  why  not  impose  the  declara- 
tion which  was  imposed  by  the  Act  for 
repealing  the  Corporation  and  Test  Acts  ? 
He  thought  he  had  read  a  sufficient 
answer  to  this  question  in  the  words  of 
the  clause  to  which  he  had  referred, 
because  in  that  clause  it  was  provided 
that  every  person  who  should  hold  a  cor- 
porate office  should  take  an  oath  which 
was  prescribed  by  the  Act.  The  words 
contained  in  the  declaration  could  only  be 
regarded  as  intended  to  apply  to  the 
Protestant  Dissenters  of  Ireland,  because 
the  Roman  Catholics  were  bound  to  take 
the  oath  prescribed  in  the  9th  George  4th. 

Lord  Stanley  had  said,  that  the  Pro- 
testant Dissenters,  by  the  9th  George  4th., 
were  placed  in  the  same  situation  as  the 
Catholics  have  since  been  by  the  1 0th  of 
George  4tb  ;  for,  in  the  latter  Act,  it  was 
found  necessary  to  provide  that  the  9th 
of  George  IV.  should  not  be  dispensed 
with. 

Lord  John  Russell  thought,  it  would 
have  been  much  better,  as  well  as  much 
more  convenient,  that  his  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Stanley)  should  have  stated  his 
opinion  upon  points  of  detail  when  the 
Bill  was  in  Committee.  For  his  own  part, 
be  could  only  repeat  at  that  moment  the 
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opinion  he  bad  expressed  ten  years  ago^ 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  proposed 
the  declaration  to  the  Bill  for  the  repeal 
of  the  Test  and  Coxporation  Act,  oamelyv 
that  as  a  qualification  to  any  municipal 
office,  or  to  a  seat  in  Paliament,  he  should 
wish  only  to  have  the  simple  oath  tub- 
scribed  to — **  I  will  bear  faithful  and  true 
allegiance  to  the  King."  That  being  bif 
opinion,  he  did  not  attach  the  same  im.- 
portanceto  the  security  ofoaths  as  his  noble 
Friend.  Without  going  into  the  various 
arguments  that  had  been  advanced^  in  the 
present  as  well  as  in  former  debates,  upon 
the  subject  of  municipal  reform  in  Ireland, 
he  would  shortly  endeavour  to  show  the 
position  in  which  they  then  stood.  They 
maintained,  in  the  first  place,  that  Cor- 
porations were  good  in  themselves ;  that 
they  were  useful  in  exciting  the  spirit  of 
the  people^  and  in  producing  good  local 
government ;  and  that  they  were  likewise 
useful  in  promoting  order,  and  awakening 
a  general  spirit  of  freedom  in  the  com- 
munity. That  position,  after  some  very 
ineffectual  attempts  to  defeat  it  on  the 
part  of  the  opponents  to  the  measure,  he 
apprehended  was  now  fully  established* 
the  position  with  regard  to  the  cities  of 
He  thought  they  had  also  established 
Ireland,  that  there  was  no  reason  why 
Cork  and  Waterford  should  not  have 
Municipal  Corporations  as  well  as  Bath 
and  Bristol.  Further  than  that,  he  thought 
that  they  had  also  established  the'position 
that  while  England  and  Scotland  were 
allowed  to  have  reformed  Municipal  Cor- 
porations, it  would  be  unjust  as  well  as 
insulting  to  deny  them  to  Ireland.  He 
came  then  to  the  last  point  endeavoured 
to  be  maintained  by  the  hon.  Gentlemea 
opposite,  although  it  was  true  they  had 
not  supported  it  by  much  argument.  They 
stated  geneiiglly,  in  the  first  place,  that 
there  was  something  peculiar  in  the 
position  of  Ireland  which  forbade  them  to 
yield  this  measure  ;  and,  next,  that  they 
were  bound  to  oppose  the  measure  because 
it  threatened  some  specific  danger  to 
the  Established  church.  With  respect 
to  the  something  peculiar  in  the  condition 
of  Ireland,  it  had  been  so  little  defined 
what  that  something  was  as  to  leave  him 
entirely  without  the  means  of  answering 
the  argument.  With  respect  to  the 
threatened  danger  to  the  Church,  he 
thought  that  those  who  put  the  Chnrch 
forward  in  the  argument  were,  in  fact,  the 
parties  who  created  the  very  danger  they 
2  N 
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apprehended.  It  appeared  to  him  that 
nrhile  the  Church  in  Ireland  was  undoubt- 
edly in  a  state  of  danger,  that  danger 
arose  more  from  its  being  the  Church  of  a 
small  minority,  and  from  the  circumstance 
of  its  being  dissented  from  by  a  majority 
daily  increasing  in  wealth,  intelligence, 
and  power,  than  from  any  other  circum- 
stance whatever.  Undoubtedly,  it  might 
be  said  with  some  appearance  of  truth, 
that  by  denyinp^  the  power  proposed  to  be 
conferred  by  this  Bill,  we  should  be  keeping 
away  one  weapon  by  which  the  Church 
might  be  attacked.  But  if  that  argument 
were  pushed  to  its  true  extent,  it  would  not 
be  confined  to  the  rejection  of  this  Bill  of 
municipal  Reform,  but  would  go  to  the 
full  length  of  reducing  the  Catholic  people 
of  Ireland  again  into  that  depressed  con- 
dition from  which,  for  the  last  half  century 
we  have  been  gradually  emancipating 
them.  If  that  could  be  done--if  the  whole 
Irish  people,  under  the  operation  of  unequal 
laws,  could  be  kept  in  a  state  of  complete 
subjection  —  the  privileged  minority  might 
perhaps  be  regarded  as  safe ;  but  when 
the  fetter  was  removed  from  the  Roman 
Cathotics— when  they  were  allowed  to 
acquire  land,  to  hold  office,  to  sit  in 
Parliament,  there  could  not  be  more 
dapger  in  (he  feeling  of  their  strength  and 
numbers  as  compared  with  that  of  the 
Members  of  the  Established  Church  in 
Ireland.  Such  being  the  danger  to  be 
apprehended,  and  impossible  perhaps  to 

Erevent,  it  was  still  said  by  some  of  the 
on«  Gentlemen  opposite,  that  if  certain 
things  could  be  aone,  they  would  not 
altogether  hesitate  about  the  concession 
ofaKeform  in  the  Municipal  Corporations. 
He  must  beg  the  attention  of  tne  House 
for  a  moment  to  one  or  two  of  the  argu- 
ments advanced  upon  this  subject,  as  he 
himself  had  heard  them,  or  rather  as  he 
found  them  recorded,  in  order  that  the 
House  might  judge  what  the  terms  were 
upon  which  they  might  expect  to  have  a 
municipal  reformation  for  Ireland  according 
to  the  views  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Cambridge,  in 
the  course  of  his  speech  of  the  last  evening, 
stated  that  "  he  could  conceive  it  possible 
to  place  the  established  church  in  a  position 
in  which  its  revenues  should  be  secured 
against  the  attacks  made  upon  it  by  op- 
posing sects  —  he  could  conceive  a 
mensure  which  would  place  it  in  such  a 
position  of  security  and    strength  as  to 


render  its  stability  compatible  with  the 
existence  of  municipal  corporations,  vested 
with  all  the  forms  of  self-eovernment  that 
could  be  desired  in  bodies  of  that 
description.**  That,  undoubtedly,  was 
sufficiently  vague  and  indefinite ;  but 
what  said  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for 
North  Lancashire  (Lord  Stanley),  who,  if 
sometimes  peremptory  with  the  House  and 
harsh  to  his  own  friends,  had  usually  the 
merit  of  being  exceedingly  clear  and 
precise  in  his  language — what  was  the 
prospect  that  the  noble  Lord  held  out  in 
his  speech  of  last  evening  X  The  noble 
Lord  said,  that  if  he  saw  the  Church 
placed  in  a  situation  of  security  as  to  its 
revenues— if  he  had  not  heard  the  danger- 
ous doctrines  of  the  Gentlemen  who  com- 
posed his  Majesty's  Government,  and  of 
the  supporters  of  that  Government—* 
bis  objections,  which  were  now  insuperable, 
might  in  a  g^at  measure  be  modified. 
But  even  then  he  could  not  pledge  him- 
self to  the  present  Bill,  as  it  would  still 
be  open  to  objections.  Bat  he  did  say 
that  the  question  would  be  placed  on  an 
entirclv  new  footing  if  they  were  able 
to  deal  with  it  in  such  a  manner  that  his 
objections  to  it,  as  a  Protestant,  might 
be  removed.  With  these  views,  and  these 
views  only,  he  would  willinglv  ^ield  to  the 
introduction  into  Ireland  of  institutions 
which  were  not  necessarily  nor  precisely 
similar,  but  which  should  be  analogous 
to  those  of  England,  and  which,  in  bis 
deliberate  judgment,  should  be  for  the 
advantage  of  the  people  of  Ireland.**  This, 
too,  he  thought  was  sufficiently  vague 
and  indefinite.  Such  was  the  language 
held  by  his  noble  Friend  and  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Cambridge  ;  and  it  was,  in 
fact,  a  very  good  sample  of  the  inconclu- 
sive nature  of  the  arguments  and  state- 
ments advanced  by  the  great  mass  of  those 
who  opposed  the  measure.  The  meaning 
of  this  language,  as  far  as  he  could  collect 
any  meaning  from  it  at  all,  was  this: — "  If 
he  saw  the  Church  in  Ireland  perfectly 
secure  he  would  then  agree  to  a  oill  upon 
the  subject  of  Municipal  Reform,  but  not 
to  this  Bill."  Could  anything  be  more 
vague  or  unsatisfactory?  What  waa 
meant  in  the  first  sentence  by  making  the 
Church  in  Ireland  perfectly  secure  f  What 
was  the  danger  to  the  Established  Church 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  thai 
night  pointed  out  to  them ?  It  was  this: 
that  the  General  Asfociatioa  iu  Ireland 
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hftd  tbree  months  ago  entered  Into  certain 
resolutions  of  a  hostile  character  towards 
the  Established  Church.  Why,  whatever 
Bill  were  introduced  upon  the  subject, 
what  power  had  the  Government  of  the 
day  to  prevent  meetings  at  Dublin  at 
which  similar  resolutions  might  not  be 
agreed  to,  and  upon  which  Gentlemen 
so  timid  as  those  opposite  might  not  found 
an  argument  that  the  Church  was  not 
perfectly  secure?  Yet,  according  to  the 
statement  of  his  noble  Friend,  until  the 
Church  in  Ireland  was  perfectly  secure, 
until  there  were  no  resolutions,  no  opinions 
expressed  against  it,  it  would  be  totally 
impossible  for  him  to  agree  to  a  measure 
of  Municipal  Reform.  One  word  upon 
the  other  part  of  the  question.  The  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  said,  it  was  quite  im- 
possible for  them  to  consent  either  to  the 
present  Bill  or  to  any  other  that  should 
proceed  upon  the  same  principle.  Now 
what  did  they  mean  by  that  ?  His  con* 
ception  of  a  Municipal  Corporation  was 
this;  that  the  people  elected  their  own 
government  for  their  own  local  purposes. 
If  it  were  said  that  the  maiority  of  that 
place  should  elect  the  local  government, 
then  there  would  be  what  he  considered 
to  be  Municipal  Reform;  then  there 
would  be  vested  in  the  inhabitants  of  the 
town  that  power  of  self-government  which 
was  deemed  desirable;  but  if,  on  the 
other  hand,  it  was  said,  that  the  majority 
should  not  have  the  power  of  electing  the 
local  government,  if  it  were  said  that 
the  power  of  electiiig  that  government 
should  be  vested  in  the  hands  of  a  small 
minority,  then  he  maintained  that  the 
measure,  though  possibly  it  might  be 
called  a  reform,  would  not  be  a  real 
reform,  but  a  false  and  ineffectual  reform. 
In  the  absence  of  any  definite  explanation, 
and  judging  from  the  general  tenor  of 
their  argument,  he  could  only  suppose 
that  any  measure  of  Municipal  Reform 
likely  to  receive  the  approbation  and 
support  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
would  be  of  the  latter  description.  He 
had  stated  upon  a  former  occasion,  that 
if  he  could  see  any  way  of  settling  the 
Tithe  and  Church  questions  in  Ireland  in 
such  a  manner  as  should  be  likely  to  pass 
both  Houses  of  Parliament,  and  at  the 
same  time  to  give  satisfaction  to  the  peo- 
ple of  Ireland,  no  false  pride  on  his  part 
should  induce  him  to  refuse  his  assent  and 
support  to  such  a  plan.  To  that  declara- 
tion he  still  adhered  ;  but  he  must  at  the 


same  time  say,  that  the  difficulties  in  the 
way  of  auy  measure,  that  should  be  agree- 
able to  both  Houses  of  Parliament,  and 
also  satisfactory  to  the  people  of  Ireland, 
were  immense.     He  must  now  express  an 
opinion  upon  this  subject  to  which  he 
could  not  refer  without  sorrow,  because 
it  was  an  opinion  that  the  difficulties  they 
had  then  to  encounter  were  still  greater 
than     those    with     which     they    had 
had  to   contend  in  former  days.      His 
opinion  was,  that  if  a  Bill  similar  to  that 
of  last  year  were  now  to  be  sent  up  to  the 
House  of  Lords,  and  to  be  passed  by  their 
Lordships  in  exactly  the  same  shape  as 
presented  to  them,  it  would  not  have  the 
effect  of  producing  complete  and  final 
satisfaction  in  Ireland..    And  his  opinion 
also  was,  that  if  they  (the  House  of  Com- 
mons) were  to  accept,  clause  fbr  clause 
and  word  for  word,  the  Bill  sent  down  to 
them  from  the  House  of  Lords,  that  Bill 
would  not  produce  final  and  complete 
security  to  the  Church  in  Ireland.    Such 
were  the  difficulties    attendant  upon   a 
settlement  of  the  question.      He   quite 
agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  that  the  pladng  the  charge  for 
the  Established  dhurch  more  npon  the 
Protestant  landowners  and  less  upon  the 
I(pman  Catholic  tenants,  would  operate 
materially  to  make  the  security  of  the 
Church  in  Ireland  much  greater  than  it 
then  was.    He  was  also  of  opinion  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  that 
the  giving  the  people  of  Ireland  a  feeling 
that  some  part  at  least  of  these  vast  reve« 
nues  were  employed  for  the  benefit  of  the 
great  mass  of  the  population  was  another 
means  by  which  the  general  feeling  of  the 
country  might  in  some  degree  be  concili* 
ated.  There  are  many  opinions,  continued 
the  noble  Lord,  upon  tne  subject.     I  do 
not  pretend  to  say,  that  I  see  any  way  by 
which  a  final  and  complete  settlement  of 
the  question  can  be  made.    Yet  I  do  hope 
— I  do  sincerely  wish —that  Parliament 
may  devise  some  means  by  which  the  pres- 
sure of  the  question  may  oe  lessened.  The 
Bill  of  the  noble  Lord  (Stanley)  opposite 
tends,    as  time  advances,  to  place  the 
charge  more  upon  the  landowners,  fknd 
thereby  to  diminish,  in  a  material  degree, 
the  pressure  upon   the  Catholic  tenant. 
Thus,  afler  the  lapse  of  years,  it  is  to  be 
hoped  that  much  of  the  evil  and  much 
of  the  danger  resulting    from    the  old 
system  will  have  wholly    passed   away. 
f f  we  could  hasten  the  operation  of  that 
2N2 
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Bill  we  should  undoubtedly  be  doing  some- 
thing  to  promote  the    security    of  the 
Church;    but  after   what  has  happened 
I  will  not  pretend  to  say  that  a  church 
which  stands  in  so  unfavourable  a  position 
in  the  estimation  of  the  great  body  of  the 
people  can  ever  be  in  a  situation  of  com- 
plete security.    The  right  hon.   Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Ooulburn)  and  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Stanley)  have  contended  that  we 
ought  to  place  the  Church  in  a  state  of 
complete  security.    I  think  we  should  be 
holding  out  false  expectations  if  we  said 
that  that  would  be  the  result  of  the  measure 
we  shall  hereafter  have  to  propose  upon 
the  subject.    But  whatever  may  be  the 
result  with  regard  to  that  measure,  I  do 
not  consider  that  either  it  or  the  measure 
^itb  regard  to  the  Poor-laws  is  at  all 
mixed  up  or  involved  with  this  question 
of  the  reform  of  Municipal  Corporations. 
I  tell  you  that  I  consider  this  question  of 
the  establishment  of  reformed  Municipal 
Corporations  in  Ireland  to  be  a  just  and 
wise  measure—a  measure  likely  to  con- 
ciliate the  affections  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land towards  the  general  government  of 
this  country,  and  by  so  much  diminish- 
ing the  danger  to  any  of  the  institutions 
of  the  land.     I  say  further,  that  it  is  a 
measure  which  is  good  in  itself.    I  say  it 
18  a  measure  which  the  present  Minislf y 
have  brought  forward  from  a  strong  con- 
viction of  its  justice.    That  conviction  is 
increased  from  the  manner  in  which  it  has 
been  received  in  this  House.    The  pro- 
position for  the  abolition  of  Corporations 
m  Ireland  has  been  negatived  by  so  large 
a  majority  of  the  House  of  Commons  that 
I  hardly  expect  it  to  be  brought  forward 
again.  On  the  other  hand,  I  look  forward 
with  confidence  to  the  triumphant  issue  of 
the  question,  sure  that  if  you  grant  it  now, 
fully  and  generously,  you  will  meet  with 
that  support  and  gratitude  which  a  mea- 
sure so  given,  and  in  such  a  spirit,  has  a 
right  to  command.     But  if  you  delay  to 
give  it  now,  upon  the  pretence  that  the 
people  of  Ireland  are  not  fit  to  be  trusted, 
because  they  have  a  Church  which  is  not 
agreeable  to  them,  I  feel  the  same  confi- 
dence that  the  measure  will  still  be  carried 
-^{  feel  the  same  confidence  that  the  right 
Imki.  Gentlemon  opposite  will  vote  for  it ; 
but  I  do  not  feel  the  same  confidence  that 
it  will  then  produce  the  same  g^ood  feelings 
and  the  same  good  effects  in  Ireland. 
.    Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  that  the  surprise 
which  he  last  night  felt  that  the  House 


was  not  permitted,  considering  tha  ex- 
hausted state  of  the  debate,  to  go  to  a 
division  had  not  been  in  the  least  degree 
removed  by  the  tenour  of  the  discussion  of 
that  night ;  and  he  sincerely  hoped  that 
those  two  or  three  Gentlemen  whose  ab- 
sence the  House  last  night  deplored,  and 
in  compliment  to  whom  (the  debate  being 
entirely  finished)  the   division  was  post^ 
poned,  were  now  present  in   the  House, 
and  would  enable  them  finally  to  dispose 
of  the  question.     He  felt,  however,  that 
it  was  not  entirely  owing  to  the  absence 
of  two  or  three  Gentlemen  that  the  reluc- 
tance to  divide  was  last  night  manifested. 
He  had  entertained   his  suspicions  upon 
the  subject  before  he  heard  the  speech  of 
the  noble  Lord  who  had  just  sat  down ; 
and  these  suspicions  were  fully  confirmed 
when  in  the  course  of  his  observations  he 
found  the  noble  Lord  so  pointedly  refer- 
ring to  the  approaching  disunion  between 
himself  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Middle- 
sex upon  the  subject  of  honsehold  suf- 
frage.  When  he  found  on  referring  to  the 
votes  that  the  first  notice  of  motion  for  the 
1 1th  of  April  was  given  by  the  hon.  Mem* 
her  for  Middlesex*  for  leave  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  to  extend  the    present  suffrage  to 
household  suffrage,  he  knew  perfectly  wdl 
that  one  of  the  motives  for  adjourning  the 
debate  was  to  prevent  that  motion  from 
being  brought  forward.    The  only  novelty 
he  had  heard  in  the  course  of  the  debate 
of  that  evening  was  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber   for  Wolverhampton    (Mr.  Vtlliera). 
The  hon.  Member,  tkinking  that  the  partj 
on  that  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the  House 
availed  themselves  unfairly  of  the  cry  of 
the  "  Church  in  danger,"  determined,  it 
would  seem,  to  meet  that  cry  by  a  comiteiv 
cry,  namely,  the  *'  Reform  Bill  in  danger." 
The  hon.  Gentleman  said  be  had  never 
heard  a  discussion  conducted  on  the  Oppo» 
sition  side  of  the  House  in  which  there  did 
not  fall  from  some  one  Gentleman  or 
other  an  intimation  that  one  at  least  of 
three  great  popular  questions  ought  either 
to  be  altered   or  repealed.    The  first  of 
these  was  the  Roman  Catholic  Relief  BilL 
Now  he  had  never  heard  any  Gentleman 
intimate  an  intention  of  bringing  in  a  Bill 
to  repeal  that  measure.     He  certainly  did 
hear  in  the  speech  of  the  hon«  Member  for 
Meath  (Mr.  H.  Grattan)   last  night,  a|i 
extract   from    some    Dublin    new8pa|»er« 
which  the  hon.  Member  said  placed  the 
hon.  Member  in  possession  of  his  opaniooa 
upon  the  subject,  and  accordiiigly,  upo« 
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the  authority  of  this  Dublin  newspaper, 
the  hoo.  Member  declared  to  the  House, 
that  it  was  his  intention  to  propose  the 
repeal- of  the  Catholic  Relief  Act.  Now, 
as  the  hon.  Member  fur  Meath  was  a 
Member  of  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
consequently  had  opportunities  of  hearing 
the  debates  within  its  walls,  he  trusted 
the  hon.- Member  would  take  the  indica- 
tion of  his  intentions  from  his  own  decla- 
rations, and  not  from  any  anonymous  para- 
gpraphs  which  might  happen  to  appear, 
even  in  a  Dublin  newspaper.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Meath,  in  the  course  of  his 
speech  last  night,  after  attacking  him  with 
a  great  deal  of  vituperative  eloquence, 
produced  extracts  from  speeches  he  had 
formerly  delivered  as  arguments  against 
him.  It  was  rather  an  unfair  instrument 
to  use;  but  he  would  not  retaliate.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Meath  might  rest  assured 
that  whilst  he  lived  he  would  never  quote 
an  extract  from  any  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member.  But,  said  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wolverhampton,  '<  there  is  not  only  a 
disposition  on  the  part  of  the  Opposition  to 
repeal  the  Roman  Catholic  Relief  Bill ; 
there  is  also  an  indication  of  a  wish  and  an 
intention  to  repeal  the  English  Municipal 
Bill  and  the  Parliamentary  Reform  Bill. 
At  all  events,  he  had  no  intention  to  pro- 
pose the  repeal  of  the  Municipal  Bill, 
because,  if  the  municipal  corporations  con- 
tinued in  the  same  change  of  opinions  that 
had  distinguished  them  for  the  last  year  or 
two,  they  would  shortly  become  good  Con- 
servative bodies.  Then,  with  respect  to  the 
Parliamentary  Reform  Bill,  who  on  that 
side  of  the  House  had  proposed  its  repeal  ? 
Who  had  proposed  even  to  modify  it  ?  He 
had  not  heard  one  single  attack  made  either 
upon  the  principle  or  the  details  of  the  Par- 
liamentary Reform  Act,  except  from  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  sat  on  the  Ministerial 
side  of  the  House.  So  far  from  being  satis- 
fied with  the  great  charter  of  their  liberties 
—so  far  from  being  pleased  even  with  the 
short  experience  they  nad  just  had  of  it — the 
book  upon  the  table  was  pregnant  with 
notices  on  the  part  of  the  usual  supporters 
of  the  Qovemment  to  repeal  essential  and 
fundamental  parts  of  the  Reform  Act.  He 
spoke  not  of  speculative  questions,  such 
as  household  suffrage,  vote  by  ballot,  an- 
nual Parliaments,  and  the  like,  but  of 
motions  directly  and  vitally  affecting  the 
special  principles  of  the  Reform  Act.  Not 
Obe  of  those  notices  of  motion  had  been 
gtven  fima  tbat  side  of  the  House,    They 


had  all  been  given  by  those  who  professed 
themselves  most  friendly  to  the  principle 
of  the  Reform  Act.  So  much  for  the  argu- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton.    It  only  served  to  convince  him 
that  the  constituency  of  that  good  town 
were  somewhat  uneasy  and  restless,  and 
that  it  therefore  became  necessary  for  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  represented  them  to 
raise  these  bugbears,  in  order,  if  possible, 
to  frighten  them  into  a  continued  support  of 
him.  He  would  now  address  himself  to  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  J«  Russell). 
In  doing  so,  he  would  avoid  all  reference 
to  the  vestal  criticism  in  which  the  noble 
Lord  had  indulged.     He  would  not  dwell 
upon  the  phrase  *'  the  downward   pathi" 
upon  which  the  noble  Lord  had  laid  so 
much  emphasis.     Yet  what  was  to  be  im- 
plied from  the  phrase,  as  originally  em* 
ployed  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  J. 
Graham)?     He  (Sir  R.  Peel)  would  ven- 
ture to  say  that  if,  "  instead  of  the  ^'facilit 
descensus t**h'i8  right  hon.  Friend  had  spoken 
of  the  laborious  and  difficult  upward  path^ 
he  would  have  been  attacked  by  the  noble 
Lord,  the  great  critic  of  the  administration, 
for  not  speaking  of  the  road  of  concession 
as  an  easy  and  pleasing  descent,  instead  of 
a  stubborn  and  un pleasing  upward  journey. 
Then  came  the  disclosure  about  the  Cabi- 
net dinner.    What  a  disclosure  for   the 
noble  Lord  to  makel     Why,  with  his  at- 
tachment to  the  popular  principle— with 
his  love  for  Municipal   Corporations  in 
Scotland  as  well  as  in  England  and  Ireland 
— why  was  not  the  noble  Lord,  in  the  case 
of  the  Scotch  Municipal  Bill,  found  watch- 
ing over  the  cradle  of  freedom,  instead  of 
acting  the  part  of  Amphitryon,  and  leaving 
his  charge  to  take  care  of  itself?    Soindi^ 
ferent  was  the  noble  Lord  to  that  unfor- 
tunate measure,  that  he  positively  left  it  to 
its  fate,  and  went  to  dinner.     But,  in  his 
absence  and  in  his  indifference,  the  noble 
Lord  unjustly  and  ungenerously  sought  to 
involve  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  J.Graham). 
It  was  the  noble  Lord  himself,  and  not  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  who  was  absent  from 
the  discussion  and  division  of  the  Scotch 
Municipal  Bill.  The  noble  Lord  could  not 
resist  the  temptation  of  the  Cabinet  dinner, 
at  which  he  was  to  preside,  and  in  the 
noble  Lord's  absence  from  his  post  in  that 
House,  it  was  his  right  hon.  Friend  who 
performed    his    duty— who   resisted    the 
temptation  even  of  the  noble  Lord's  cook 
^•who  left  the  noble  Lord,  now  a  cabinet 
minister  and  leader  of  the  House  of  Com* 
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roooii  to  enjoy  his  repose  at  home,  whilst 
he  atteoded  in  the  House,  and  resisted  the 
.proposal  for  the  insertion  of  the  51,  clause 
m  tne  Scotch  Municipal  Bill.  It  was  true, 
indeed,  that  bis  right  hon.  Friend,  an 
English  Member,  showing  this  laudable 
desire  for  the  protection  of  the  interests  of 
Scotland,  was  confirmed  in  his  own  opinions 
by  very  high  authority,  for  amongst  the 
Scotch  Members  who,  on  that  occasion, 
joined  witli  his  Friend  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net in  doing  justice  to  Scotland,  he  found 
the  names  of  Admiral  Adam,  Sir  Henry  Par- 
nell,  now  a  member  for  a  Scotch  borough, 
and  at  the  head  of  ihe  list  the  name  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whom  he  had  now 
the  honour  of  addressing  in  the  chair. 
These  were  the  Gentlemen  who  resisted 
the  temptation  to  which  the  noble  Lord 
unhappily  gave  way,  and  who  set  the 
example  of  resisting  the  5/.  clause,  which, 
upon  the  authority^  as  it  would  seem,  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  it  was  pro- 
posed to  insert  in  the  present  Bill.  He 
Jiad  a  great  respect  for  that  hon.  Gentle- 
man ;  he  had  a  great  respect  for  his  pro- 
fessional opinion;  but  to  quote  him  as  a 
high  authority  on  Parliamentary  law,  and 
uDon  the  expediency  of  adopting  a  5L 
clause,  appeared  Jbo  him  to  be  most  extra- 
ordinary. When  the  51,  clause  was  as- 
sented to  in  the  Irish  Bill,  the  noble  Lord 
said,  ''  Oh,  there  is  a  51.  clause  in  the 
Scotch  Bill,  and,  therefore,  of  course,  there 
must  be  a  5L  clause  in  the  Irish  Bill/' 
Now  he  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  had  certainly 
beard  of  a  postliminious  precedent ;  and  \x 
appeared  to  him  that  the  precedent  referred 
to  by  the  noble  Lord  on  this  occasion, 
must  embrace  something  of  the  character 
implied  under  that  term.  Finding  that  a 
5L  clause  in  the  Scotch  Bill  would  be  a 
sufficient  authority  for  the  insertion  of  a 
similar  clause  in  toe  Irish  Municipal  Bill, 
the  noble  Lord  immediately  set  to  work 
to  create  a  precedent,  and  subsequently 
to  the  introduction  of  the  Irish  Bill, 
moved  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
establish  a  5U  constituency  in  Scotland. 
That  Bill  had  not  yet  passed  through  one 
single  stage ;  but  the  noble  Lord  was  glad 
to  look  at  it  in  his  moment  of  difficulty, 
and  already  it  was  quoted  as  a  precedent, 
and  used  as  an  argument  bv  those  who 
contended  for  an  identity  of  the  law  in 
both  kingdoms.  He  felt  that  the  argu- 
ment UDon  the  subject  of  the  Bill  then 
under  their  consideration,  was  entirely 
exhausted.  He  must,  however,  be  allowed 


very  shortly  to  state  the  grounds  upon 
which  he  rested  his  opposition  to  It.     He 
viewed  the  Bill  upon  its  abstract  merits  as 
a  scheme  of  local  government  for  Ireland. 
Upon  its  abstract  merits,  viewing  it  as 
it  then  stood,  he  objected  to  it.      He  still 
retained  the  opinion    he    had    formerly 
expressed,  that  to  establish  at  once  forty* 
seven   Corporations  in  Ireland,  without 
any  previous  experience  of  the  working  of 
the  reformed  municipal  system,  and  io 
forty  out  of  the  forty-seven,  to  establish  a 
5/.  franchise,  was  (even  if  the  policy  of 
the  Municipal  Corporations  were  ceded  om 
all  hands)  carrying  the  principle  to  an 
extravagant  and  unwise  extent.      The  5/. 
franchise,  unaccompanied  by  the  payment 
of  assessed  taxes,  or  any  payment  oorrs* 
spending  to  assessed  taxes,  such  as  existed 
in  Scotland,  or  to  the  poor-rate  as  it 
existed    in  England,    would  be  a  very 
indifferent,  and,  in  his  opinion,  insufficienli 
test  of  the  competency  of  the  constituenoy* 
He  bad  stated  this  objection  before.      He 
said,  on  a  former  occasion,  that  he  thought 
it  would  be  better  to  have  some  substan- 
tial definite  test  which  should  prevent  all 
temptation  to  perjury  on  the  part  of  any 
individual  as  to  the  value  of  his  boose. 
Was  there  not  at  that  moment  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  sitting  on  the  Report 
of  fictitious  votes  in  Scotland  ?     Had  not 
the  evils  which  were  said  to  have  arisen 
in  that  country  upon  the  subject  of  the 
franchise,  been  entirely  the  result  of  the 
variety  of  principles  laid  down  as  to  the 
value  of  property  ?      The  result  of  it  was, 
that  the  temptation  to  perjury  had  been  so 
strong,  as  to  lead   to  the  necessity  of 
appointing  a  Committee  of  that  House  Io 
inqoire  into  the  extent  to  which  fictitiow 
votes  had  been  carried.      The  Attorney- 
General  had  stated,  that  there  were  no 
less  than  five  different  constroctions  pirt 
upon  the  word  "value."    With  the  ex- 
perience they  had  already  received  of  the 
working  of  the  system  io  Sootland,  he 
did  not  know  how  it  could  be  thought 
that  the  civil  or  moral  improvement  of  the 
people  of  Ireland  would  be  promoted  by 
extending  to  them,    for   all   manicipei 
purposes,  a  5L  franchise.     It  must  be 
borne  in  mind,  too,  that  the  Bill  not  only 
established  forty-seven    Corporations  in 
Ireland,  but  gave,  at  the  same  time,  ea 
indefinite  power  to  establish  other  Cor- 
porations iQ  any  towns  or   villages   of 
Ireland  where,  not  the  minority  of  tbe 
iohabitentit  bot  any  two  of  thW|  shpiiU 
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make  a  demand  for  municipal  rights. 
Wherever  any  two  inhabitants  of  any  town 
in  Ireland,  however  insignificant  their 
interests  in  that  town,  chose  to  demand 
a  charter  of  incorporation,  there  would  be 
a  power  wholly  uncontrolled  by  Parlia- 
ment to  confer  it  upon  them ;  and  each  of 
these  Corporations  would  have  the  power 
of  appointing  the  armed  police  force,  not 
only  to  protect  the  town  itself,  but  to 

fuard  the  property  for  seven  miles  round, 
hey  would  also  have  the  power  of 
appointing  special  constables.  Was  that 
an  application  to  Ireland  of  the  principle 
on  which  English  Corporations  were 
framed?  It  was  said,  give  to  Ireland 
Corporations  on  the  same  principle  as 
those  of  England.  The  English  police 
wer^  appointed  by  the  Lord-Lieutenant  in 
each  county ;  but  in  Ireland  it  was  pro- 
posed to  place  the  whole  of  that  power 
in  the  hands  of  these  local  and  irresponsi- 
ble bodies.  Upon  that  ground,  as  well  as 
upon  others  on  which  he  would  not  thett 
dwell,  he  objected  to  the  Bill  as  a  scheme 
of  local  government.  The  noble  Lord 
might  tell  him  that  these  were  details,  and 
that  they  ought  to  have  been  discussed  in 
Committee.  He  knew  that  they  were 
details,  and  he  would  state  why  it  was,  that 
they  were  not  discussed  in  Committee. 
It  was  perfectly  notorious,  that  whatever 
objections  the  Opposition  might  have 
brought  forward  would  at  once  have 
been  overruled.  In  the  next  place, 
they  felt  that,  with  the  certainty  of 
being  overruled,  their  objections,  if 
brought  forward,  would  onfy  have  the 
effect  of  obstructing  the  prospect  of  a 
satisfactory  adjustment  hereafter.  In  the 
course  of  the  speech  made  last  night  by 
an  hon.  Member  on  the  diplomatic  service 
of  his  Majesty — he  meant  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Marylebone — the  hon.  Gentle- 
man made  an  appeal  to  him ;  and  if  he 
passed  by  that  appeal,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
might  suppose  that  be  did  not  attempt  to 
reply  to  it  because  he  could  not  make  any 
comment  on  it.  The  observations  of  the 
hon.  Member  ran  to  this  effect : — **  There 
'  is  one  way  in  which,  according  to  his 
Friends,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  might 
escape  from  this  dilemma.  Tliey  said, 
*You  don*t  know  Sir  Robert  Peel;  he 
sees  that  the  Irish  Corporation  Bill  must 

Easi,  and  when  he  comes  into  office,  then 
e  will  pass  something  in  the  shape  of  a 
better  Bill  if  he  can,  and  after  that  he 
wiU  sagfi '  Now  tb«  Church  is,  you  see,  io 


a  better  condition;  now  I'll  consent  to 
passing  the  Corporation  BiU.'**  He 
should  like  to  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
who  were  those  Friends  of  his  whom  the 
hon.  Gentleman  heard  make  these  asser- 
tions? He  should  like  to  know,  what 
there  possibly  was  in  his  past  conduct, 
that  could  entitle  Friends  of  his  to  give 
him  credit  for  such  a  course  of  proceeding  ? 
The  hon.  Gentleman  supposea,  or  at  least 
his  Friends  who  communicated  with  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  that  he  meditated  in 
effect  to  pass  this  Bill.  He  did  not 
hesitate  to  say,  that  if  he  contemplated 
this  Bill  as  he  bad  stated,  and  if  per- 
severing in  his  hostility  to  the  passing 
of  it  on  that  occasion,  and  yet  as 
the  confidential  adviser  of  the  Crown, 
he  intended  to  sanction  it  — -  he  did 
not  hesitate  to  say,  that  it  would  be  a  much 
more  creditable  part,  seeing  such  a  proba- 
bility of  expressing  his  conviction  of  the 
necessity  or  the  measure,  to  give  his  Ma- 
jesty's Government  his  support  instead  of 
opposing  the  further  progress  of  the  Bill. 
He  trusted,  after  this  remark,  he  should 
convince  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  did 
not  intend  to  pass  this  Bill,  should  he,  by 
possibility,  be  placed  in  office.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  might  say,  '*  no,  you  do  not 
contemplate  passing  this  Bill  in  its  preseot 
shapci;  out  you  may  sanction  a  Bill  analo* 

?ous  to  this  with  some  slight  aiterationa.^ 
f  the  hon.  Gentleman  asked  him  whether 
he  thought  that,  io  the  present  position 
of  public  affairs  and  of  parties,  one  party 
io  that  House  was  not  necessarily  pledged 
on  the  one  hand  to  the  unqualified  support, 
and  on  the  other  to  oppose,  the  resolution 
which  turned  him  out  of  office,  he  (Sir  R. 
Peel)  would  ask  the  boo.  Gentleman  in 
reply,  when  that  resolution  had  passed 
whether  he  showed  any  wish  to  make  con- 
cession with  respect  to  the  principle  of  the 
resolution — whether  he  showed  any  hesi- 
tation to  resign  the  office  he  held  ?  No ; 
he  left  office  oecause  he  could  not  sanction 
that  resolution  which  involved  the  secu-> 
rity  of  the  Church  of  Ireland.  If  hon. 
Gentlemen  asked  him  under  what  possible 
circumstances  he  would  consent  to  any 
relaxation  of  his  opposition  to  the  esta- 
blishment of  Irish  Municipal  Corporations^ 
as  proposed  in  this  Bill,  he  would  reply^ 
that  he  thought  that  hon.  Gentlemen  nad 
no  right  to  ask  him  hypothetical  Questions^ 
or  expect  an  answer  to  them,  cut,  even 
if  be  thought  anj  possible  settlement  of 
the  question  practicable,  be  did  not  tbea 
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think  that  it  would  he  advantageons  to 
state  what  he  might  conceive  it  to  be.  He 
would  say,  however,  that  it  was  the  daty 
of  the  Kifig'fl  Government,  before  they 
•aked  that  House  to  come  to  a  final  de- 
cision on  this  question,  to  tell  them  what 
they  intended  to  do  with  respect  to  the 
Irisli  Church.  To  say  that  that  question 
was  unconnected  with  the  one  before  the 
House  was  perfectly  insulting;  and  this 
was  certainly  not  the  feeling  of  his  Majes- 
^s  Government  at  the  commencement  of 
the  Session.  -  The  attention  of  the  Parlia- 
ment was  called  to  the  state  of  Ireland, 
and  there  was  an  address,  to  which  the 
House  assented  at  the  special  invitation  of 
the  Minister  of  the  Crowd,  in  which  there 
was  the  following  passage : — 

*'  We  humbly  assure  your  Majesty  that  we 
will  direct  oar  attention  to  the  state  of  Ireland, 
which  your  Majesty  has  been  graciously 
pleased  to  bring  especially  under  our  notice; 
and  that,  convinced  of  the  wisdom  of  adopting 
all  such  measares  as  may  improve  the  condition 
of  that  part  of  the  United  Kingdom,  we  will 
take  into  our  early  consideration  the  present 
constitution  of  the  municipal  corporations  of 
that  country,  the  laws  which  regulate  the  col- 
lection of  tithes,  and  the  difficult  but  pressing 
Question  of  establishing  such  legal  provision 
»r  the  poor,  guairded  by  prudent  regulations 
and  by  such  precautions  agEuost  abuse,  as  our 
experience  and  knowledge  of  the  subject  may 
enable  us  to  suggest,'' 

Would  any  man  tell  him  that  it  was  not 
the  duty  of  the  Government  to  indicate 
what  they  intended  to  do  with  regard  to 
these  two  important  subjects  before  this 
House ;  and,  above  all,  before  they  were 
called  upon  to  give  a  final  decision  on  this 
measure.  He  had  made  this  observation 
on  the  first  night  of  discussing  this  Bill,  and 
he  had  repeated  it.  When  the  noble  Lord 
then  said,  that  he  would  enter  into  an  ex- 
amination of  the  state  of  Ireland,  he  (Sir 
R.  Peel)  thought  that  he  would  have  gone 
into  an  explanation  of  the  principles  on 
which  the  Qovemment  intended  to  act 
with  respect  to  all  their  great  measures 
xegardin^  Ireland,  But  the  noble  £x)rd 
merely  indirectly  alluded  to  the  tithe- 
qneation,  and  stated  that  the  nature  of  the 

Biyment  to  be  made  under  the  Poor-law 
ill  should  be  explained  on  a  future 
occasion.  Now,  he  would  ask  the  noble 
Lord,  who  had  taunted  him  with  dealing 
in  vague  generalities,  what  he  meant?  Did 
not  the  noble  Lord,  in  effect,  promise  the 
earlv  production  of  these  metJures  ?  The 
poble  Lord  must  surely  be  supposed  to 


have  had  these  measures  prepared  and  in 
his  possession.  If  the  noble  Lord  had  not 
these  measures  prepared,  what  did  be 
mean  by  inducing  the  King  of  England, 
as  his  adviser,  to  recommend  to  Parlia- 
ment to  take,  not  into  their  late  considera* 
tion,  not  to  postpone  the  subjects  to  some 
distant  period,  but  to  take  into  their  early 
consideration  the  present  state  of  the  Cor- 
porations, as  well  as  the  tithe  question, 
and  the  difficult  question  of  a  provision 
for  the  destitute  Irish  poor  ?  Would  any 
hon.  Gentleman  suppose  for  one  moment, 
after  such  declarations,  that  the  noble 
Lord  and  bis  Colleagues  had  not  got  mea- 
sures prepared  on  these  subjects,  that  they 
had  not  made  up  their  minds  on  these 
questions  when  they  alluded  Co  them  in 
this  way  ?  The  noble  Lord  now  said  that 
be  was  ready  to  pass  a  measure  for  the 
settlement  of  the  tithe  question,  if  he 
could  be  satisfied  that  it  would  meet  with 
the  ready  assent  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, the  House  of  Lords,  and  the  people 
of  Ireland ;  but  he  went  on  to  say,  that 
there  were  great  impediments  in  the  way 
of  framing  such  a  measure.  He  would 
promise  the  noble  Lord,  that  if  he  brought 
forward  these  two  measares  for  the  settle- 
ment of  the  Irish  Church  question,  and  for 
the  establishment  of  Poor-laws  in  Ireland 
— if  he  knew  what  were  the  intentions  of 
the  Government  on  those  questions--  if  he 
knew  what  was  the  particular  course  which 
the  House  of  Commons  would  pursue  with 
respect  to  those  two  meas^^res — he  would 
not  have  pursued  such  a  line  as  to  have 
rendered  himself  liable  to  the  taunt  of  the 
noble  Lord,  and  those  with  whom  he  acted, 
that  he  dealt  in  vague  generalities  witli 
respect  to  the  Municipal  Bill ;  for  he 
would  have  distinctly  told  the  noble  Lord 
whether  he  was  prepared  to  make  any  con- 
cessions on  this  question,  and  what  would 
be  the  nature  of  such  concessions.  It 
would  have  been  open  to  him  to  have  pur- 
sued this  course  if  he  had  been  made  ac- 
quainted with  those  measures ;  but  now, 
being  in  ignorance  of  the  nature  of  those 
measures,  he  felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  persist 
in  offering  his  opposition  to  the  Bill  before 
the  House.  Knowing  nothing,  therefore, 
of  the  intentions  of  the  Government  with 
respect  to  the  Tithe  question  and  the 
Poor-laws  he  felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to 
oppose  this  measure ;  and  the  noble  Lord 
might  be  assured  that  if  in  the  present 
condition  of  parties,  acting  on  the  prin- 
ciples he  had  always  avowed^  and  ignorant 


1165  Third  heading- 


{  April  1 1 }  Adjourned  Debate. 


nod 


of  themaDner  in  which  other  contemplated 
measurea  might  modify  the  Bill,  he  felt  it 
incumbent  on  him  to  oppose  it, — he  should 
act  on  the  same  principles  if  he 
should  be  called  upon  to  accept  office. 
If  he  should  be  inclined,  on  seeing  these 
two  measures  with  respect  to  the  Irish 
Church  and  the  establishment  of  Poor- 
laws  in  Ireland,  to  modify  in  any  degree 
his  opposition  to  the  Municipal  Corpora- 
tion bill — with  respect  to  which  the  noble 
LfOrd  appeared  to  entertain  his  chief 
anxiety — be  should  take  an  opportunity  to 
declare  distinctly  what  those  modifications 
were ;  and  to  those  modifications  he  should 
adhere,  if  they  were  accepted  by  the  Go- 
vernment ;  or,  if  they  were  not  accepted 
by  the  Government,  to  those  modifications 
he  would  adhere,  if  by  accident  he  should 
be  placed  in  their  situation.  This  he 
thought  would  be  the  course  which  alone 
it  would  be  creditable  to  a  public  man  'to 
pursue.  If  he  felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to 
meet  this  measure  with  unqualified  oppo- 
sition, such  should  be  his  rule  of  conduct 
if  he  were  connected  with  the  Govern- 
ment: if  he  thought  that  concessions 
should  be  made  in  case  he  took  office  they 
should  be  distinctly  stated,  and  the  Go- 
vernment should  also  state  whether  they 
would  accept  them  or  not.  These  two 
questions  were  most  nearly  united  with 
that  before  the  House.  Would  any  one 
deny,  after  the  declarations  that  had  been 
made,  that  the  chances  of  a  settlement  of 
the  Church  question,  with  security  to  the 
Establishment,  would  not  be  greatly  di- 
minished by  passing  this  Bill  for  estab- 
lishing Irish  Municipal  Corporations.  He 
might  be  told  that  when  they  passed  the 
Catholic  Relief  Bill  there  was  the  same 
assertion  of  danger  to  the  Establishment. 
He  denied  it ;  for  when  they  passed  the 
Bill  to  remove  the  disqualifications  and  re- 
strictions from  the  Catholics,  they  had 
not  only  the  most  distinct  and  often  re- 
lepeated  declarations  that  the  removal  of 
those  restrictions  would  restore  tranquillity 
to  Ireland,  but  that  it  would  also  ensure 
the  stability  of  the  Established  Church. 
With  a  solemn  engagement  that  the  main* 
tenance  of  the  Church  was  compatible 
with  the  removal  of  the  disqualifications 
on  the  Catholics,  the  Act  was  passed. 
Those  disqnalifications  were  removed ;  and 
would  any  one  tell  him  that  since  that 
time  the  Church  was  not  in  danger  ?  In 
many  parts  of  Ireland  it  was  notorious 
that  combioatioDS  bad  been  entered  into 


for  the  purpose  of  defrauding  of  their  legal 
property  those  who  had  an  interest  iA 
Church  estates.  At  the  present  moment| 
also,  they  had  a  resolution  of  that  House 
before  them  that  no  settlement  of  the 
tithe  question  could  take  place  satis- 
factorily unless  it  was  accompanied  with 
an  alienation  of  Church  property.  The 
noble  Lord  said  that  he,  and  those  who 
acted  with  him,  had  promised,  on  some 
possible  occasion,  that  the  subject  of 
Municipal  Corporations  in  Ireland  should 
be  taken  up  with  a  view  to  a  settlement* 
They  promised  that  they  would  take  the 
subject  into  consideration  when  they  saw 
the  Church  placed  in  a  situation  of  se« 
curity.  The  noble  Lord,  when  he  alluded 
to  this,  seemed  to  imply  that  if  any  man 
expressed  any  feelings  of  anxiety  with  re- 
spect to  the  Church  in  Ireland,  he  was 
exciting  an  alarm  that  it  was  in  danger. 
This  was  an  inference  that  was  not  war- 
ranted. Let  the  noble  Lord  state  the 
nature  of  the  Bill  he  was  prepared  to  pro- 
pose with  respect  to  the  Irish  Church ; 
and  until  he  did  so  it  was  impossible  to 
give  any  pledge  as  to  the  conduct  he 
should  pursue  with  regard  to  it ;  but  he 
would  maintain  the  position  in  which  he 
now  stood  in  opposition  to  the  institution 
of  Corporations  in  Ireland  until  he  knew 
what  that  measure  was,  and  he  would  give 
no  pledge  until  he  saw  that  it  would  en. 
sure  a  prospect  of  security  for  the  Church. 
But  was  there  any  prospect  that  by  giving 
such  institutions  as  were  proposed  in  this 
Bill  that  object  would  be  attained.  He 
believed  not  but  that  Corporations  instead 
of  being  framed  for  the  purposes  of  local 
government,  would  be  made  the  means 
of  increasing  the  power  of  the  political 
agitators.  As  he  had  said  before,  the 
state  of  the  question  with  respect  to  this 
Bill  was  essentially  different  from  the  Ca- 
tholic Relief  Bill.  What  were  the  objects 
of  the  supporting  of  this  Bill  ?  It  had  been 
asserted,  in  a  popular  assembly,  that  the 
maintenance  of  these  institutions  should  be 
insisted  on  in  the  first  place,  because  by 
means  ofthese  institutions  a  control  could 
be  exercised  over  the  people,  and,  se- 
condly, that  their  influence  would  be  ex- 
ercised in  a  way  to  weaken  the  power  of 
the  Church.  If  they  asked  him  what  was 
his  principle  for  the  Government  of  Ire- 
land, he  would  reply,  it  was  the  mainte- 
nance of  the  principle  of  the  Relief  Bill, 
the  freedom  or  religion  to  all  classes  of  his 
Majeity'i  labjeotit    But  with  this  ooii« 
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ihere  was  co-cAistiog  aooiher, 
oamely,  ibat  with  the  esUblishment  of 
perfect  civil  eqoalttj  there  should  also  be 
a  l^;al  and  biodiog  security  for  the  majo- 
teoaiice  of  the  Eftablisbmeot  of  the  Pro- 
testant Church  ID  Ireland  as  the  established 
religioo  of  the  country.  If  ever  there  was 
a  combination  of  justice  and  wisdom  in 
adberiog  to  a  solemn  compact— both  ex- 
pressed and  implied;  if  ever  considerations 
of  equity  and  sound  policy  demanded  an 
adherence  to  an  engagement,  it  was  in  the 
case  of  the  Protestant  Church  in  Ireland. 
The  Legislature  consented  to  the  reduc- 
tion of  ten  of  the  Bishops  of  that  Estab- 
lbhment»and  the  boo.  Member  for  Meath 
said  that  a  most  important  concession  was 
gained  by  it,  a  larger  one  than  he  was  pre- 
Mred  to  hope  for,  and  what  had  the 
Church  gained  by  it?  They  had  also 
offered  the  settlement  of  the  tithe  ques- 
tton,  in  order  to  remove  the  burthen  from 
the  Catholic  tenant,  and  place  it  on  the 
Protestant  landlord;  they  offered  also, 
gneat  reduction  in  the  revenues  of  the 
Church  for  the  attainment  of  that  object, 
and  the  only  principle  to  which  they  ad* 
hered,  and  to  which  they  were  deter- 
mined to  adhere,  was,  that  they  would  not 
have  the  voluntary  system;  they  would 
not  sanction  the  priodpie  that  tbev  were 
indifierent  to  the  existence  of  any  religious 
establishment,  and  they  would  not  consent 
to  subtract  from  the  property  of  the  Pro- 
testant Church  in  Irelana  for  theestablbh- 
ment  of  the  Catholic  or  any  other  form  of 
worship  in  its  place.  Relyiog,  then,  on 
the  principle  of  the  Catholic  lUUef  Bill*-* 
relying  on  the  declarations  made  on  its 
passing,  as  well  as  on  those  directed  to  be 
taken  under  its  enactments — reiving  on 
the  principles  of  justice  and  sound  policy, 
involved,  in  that  case,  the  Opposition  re- 
quiredt  and  they  would  continue  to  re* 
quire»  legislative  protection  for  the  Church 
of  Ireland,  before  they  consented  to  give 
privileges  which  were  not  required  by  the 
Catholic  Relief  Bill,  and  which  would 
ooly  be  employed  for  the  subversion  of 
the  Established  Church.  He  said,  that 
arrangement  was  not  unfair :  he  believed, 
that  to  these  terms  the  country  would 
subscribe,  and  the  country  would  adhere. 
These  were  terms  with  which,  he  also  be- 
lieved, the  noble  Lord  himself,  in  the  pre- 
sent state  of  political  parties  and  discus- 
sions, would  be  satisfied,  and  on  which  he 
would  be  prepared  to  rest*  The  noble 
Iiocd  knew,  also,  that  by  the  {ewlttUon 


which  he  bad  proposed,  and  which  ksMi 
been  opposed  by  bun  as  involving  an  ab- 
stract principle,  without  a  practical  resolt, 
the  House  bad  been  fettered — ^he  meant 
the  resolution  reelecting  the  appropriatioa 
of  Church  property  in  Ireland.  The  noble 
Lord  said  the  other  night,  **  Takine  into 
consideration  the  nature  of  the  Act  of 
Union,  and  the  legal  rights  of  the  Irish 
Established  Church  to  its  property,  it  wan 
my  duty  to  support  the  kstablishment." 
He  was  glad  to  hear  that  declaratioQ; 
and  he  inferred  that  the  noble  Lord  agreed 
with  him,  that,  on  consideradons  both  of 
duty  and  of  policy,  it  was  eniitled  to  sup- 
port. The  noble  Lord  also  said,  that  he 
did  not  wish  to  bring  forward  Bills  and 
place  them  on  the  table,  which  there  was 
not  a  reasonable  hope  and  prospect  of 
passing  through  Parliament  and  giving 
satisfiiction  to  the  people  of  Ireland.  He 
thought  that  the  noble  Lord  was  r^;fat  in 
this;  because,  bringing  forward  Bills 
which  it  was  not  jxwsible  to  carry  to  a 
successful  termination,  was  a  practice 
which,  to  say  the  least  of  it,  was  not  pru* 
dent.  The  noble  Lord  had  further  de« 
clared,  in  manly  language,  that  wbenerer 
such  measures  were  brought  forward, 
coming  from  what  quarter  they  might, 
and  believing  that  they  would  have  such 
a  result,  no  feeling  of  false  pride  should 
prevent  his  giving  his  cordial  support  to 
them.  The  noble  Lord,  be  was  sure,  when 
he  made  use  of  that  language,  heard  no 
taunt  from  him  at  a  declaration  so  becom- 
iog  in  the  noble  Lord's  situation.  He 
thought  that  the  noble  Lord  meant  that 
he  was  ready,  at  the  expense  of  every 
sacrifice — that  he  was  ready  to  propose  to 
Parliament  the  settlement  of  the  tithe 
question,  independently  of  the  resolution 
by  which  he  said  the  question  was  embar« 
rassed.  If  sacb  was  the  intention  of  the 
noble  Lord,  although  that  resolution  had 
proved  fatal  to  his  government—if  such 
was  the  intention  of  the  noble  Lord,  not  one 
word  of  taunt  shotdd  fall  from  him  on  tlie 
subject;  but  he  would  at  once  proceed  to 
the  consideration  of  the  tithe  auestioa 
with  a  yiew  to  the  settlement  of  it.  He 
saw  no  other  way  by  which  this  question 
could  be  satisfactorily  settled.  It  was  the 
evil  of  that  resolution,  neither  acted  on 
nor  abandoned,  that  it  engendered  bitter* 
ness  in  Ireland.  The  noUe  Lord  and  his 
Colleagues  knew  that  it  was  impossible  to 
leave  the  question  in  its  present  state. 
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do  something.  He  ihougbt,  that  it  was 
imperatiTe  oa  him  to  make  thia  declaration 
with  Mspect  to  the  Irish  tithe  question, 
and  to  ahow  that  it  was  necessary  that  they 
should  have  an  explanation  of  the  views 
of  theGovemflMnt  on  this  qaestion  before 
being  called  upon'  to  give  an  opinion  on 
the  measure  before  them.  Agam,  a  fVir* 
ther  explanation  as  to  the  Poor-law  Bill 
was  also  necessary.  If  they  adopted  that 
Bill  for  Irelaody  it  would  be  absolutely 
necessary  to  have  some  other  test  than 
residence,  of  a  fitness  to  exercise  the  right 
of  voting  for  municipal  officers;  bat  until 
the  House  knew  what  were  the  intentions 
of  the  Government,  it  would  be  in  vain  to 
attempt  to  give  any  explanation  as  to  the 
probable  bearings  of  that  measure*  If,  as 
he  had  said  before,  after  hearing  an  expla- 
nation of  the  two  measures  to  which  he 
had  adverted,  he  retained  his  opposition  to 
this  measure,  he  would  frankly  declare  it 
to  the  House  and  the  Government;  and  if 
it  were  possible  to  make  any  qualification 
of  his  opposition  on  this  subject,  he  would 
as  explicitly  state  the  extent  of  it,  and 
give  the  Government  the  opportunity  of 
deciding  whether  or  not  it  would  be  suffi- 
cient for  their  object.  He  knew  not  what 
was  the  nature  of  the  vague  intimation  on 
the  part  of  his  Majesty's  Government  of 
their  intention  of  .relinquishing  office,  he 
knew  nothing  about  it ;  he  viewed  it  with 
great  tndifferenoe,  and  he  was  not  at  all 
surprised  at  their  desire  to  relinquish 
office,  i  do  not  taunt  them  (continued 
the  right  hon.  Baronet)  with  the  desire  to 
retain  office.  1  believe,  in  the  present 
position  of  public  affairs,  few  men  would 
take  office,  unless  impelled  by  a  sense  of 
public  duty.  Oh !  look  at  the  position  of 
public  affairs.  Look  at  the  position  of 
your  foreign  afiaits.  1  nm  glad  to  see  a 
smile  on  the  noble  Lord's  (Lord  Palmer- 
ston's)  face.  Oh,  the  noUe  Lord  has  a 
right  to  smile  with  respect  to  the  position 
in  which  this  country  stands  to  Russia  and 
the  great  powers  of  the  north,  to  Spain,  to 
Fraacei  and,  indeed,  with  respect  to  all 
other  powers.  ^Qves^ton.]  Iliis  is  the 
questbn — this  is  the  real  and  pinching 
part  of  the  Question.  Look  at  toe  state 
of  commercial  embarrassment  in  which  the 
country  is  placed.  Look  at  the  want  of 
employment  in  which  many  of  your  manu- 
facturers now  are.  Look  at  the  state  of 
the  governments  of  the  three  great  powers 
of  the  west  of  Europe  at  the  present  mo- 
flwnc    Id  Fouica  tbeie  ie  no  QoTeromeat  i 


— in  Spain  no  Government — and  in  Eng- 
land, the  question  arises  from  day  to  day, 
whether  there  is  a  Government  or  not« 
Look,  also,  at  the  state  of  the  public  business 
before  this  Hoose.  Hundreds  of  questioas, 
of  great  public  importance,  are  glanced  at, 
but  not  proceeded  with.  From  day  to  day 
a  great  variety  of  observations  ara  made, 
but  nothing  is  done  towiards  advancing 
them  to  maturity.  What  has  hitherto 
been  done  in  the  course  of  the  {Mresent 
Session?  Have  any  measures  of  import* 
ance  been  sent  up  to  the  House  of  Lords  t 
Certainly  many  measures  of  great  import- 
ance have  been  brought  forward  tiy  the 
Government,  but  no  question,  except  the 
measure  now  under  consideration,  has 
been  advanced  to  any  thing  like  a  result* 
The  Irish  Poor-lavr  Bill  and  the  Church* 
rate  measure,  have  been  introduced,  but 
if  you  go  through  the  whole  of  the  Parlia* 
mentary  history,  I  do  not  believe  that  yon 
will  find  a  period  when  th^  public  bust* 
ness  was  ever  in  such  a  state.  Agaiui 
look  at  the  state  of  your  colonial  policy. 
I  say  this  in  reference  to  those  who  be- 
lieve that  there  are  parties  who  seek,  by 
low  intrigue,  to  endeavour  to  overturn  the 
Government,  and  then  intend  to  bring  to 
maturity  the  measures  they  have  intro- 
duced. If  you  look  steadily  at  the  state 
of  public  affairs,  I  think  that  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen will  agree,  that  no  man,  but  from 
a  sense  of  public  dnty,  would  take  office 
upon  himself.  If  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment wish  to  seek  a  pretext  for  abandoning 
office,  and  to  escape  from  the  difficulties 
with  which  they  are  surrounded,  I  do  not 
hesitate  to  say  that  I  believe  there  is 
energy  enough  in  the  coantrv  to  find 
compensation  for  their  loss.  If  the  crew 
choose  to  abandon  the  noble  vessel  amidst 
the  breakers,  I  do  not  believe  she  is  yet  so 
unmanageable  that  she  cannot  be  saved, 
or  that  the  country  will  not  lend  its  cheerful 
support  to  those  who  would  make  an  efibrt 
to  saveher,  and  conduct  her  and  all  the  pro** 
cious  interests  with  which  she  is  freighted, 
into  a  tranquil  and  secure  haven. 

The  House  divided :— Ayes  302 ;  Noea 
247 :  Majority  BS. 
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Mimmis.]  PMitloM  pMMDted.  Bj  Sir  Gmmb  Clbw, 
Mr.  Booniiaiuif,  and  other  Hon.  Mbmswmi,  from  Edii^ 
burgh,  Itar  th«  Adoption  ofMeMurct  to  Mcuro  thftgnatoil 
digree  of  Mfeiy  to  the  Ufe  and  Property  of  the  Mercantile 
Vhivy^Br  Mr.  Rvmc,  from  St  MartfaiVla-the-PIdd^ 
WcetmiBilar.  and  QiUabead,  fat  Oouaty-otia  BUL 

Severn  NAriOATioN.]  Captain  Win- 
ningtoa  moved  the  Second  Reaaiog  of  the 
Severn  Navi£ation  Bill. 

Captain  Berkeley  hoped  the  House 
would  give  bim  its  attention  while  he 
stated  Miertly  the  reasons  which  induced 
hiin  to  move  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time  that  da?  six  months.  He  would  not 
go  into  the  aetails  of  the  Bill>  as  he  con« 
sidered  a  Committee  the  best  place  for 
their  consideration  ;  but  he  would  rest  bis 
opposition  to  the  measure  on  the  ground 
that  it  contemplated  tlie  destruction  of 
rights  and  priviieipes  which  had  existed  for 
centuries,  and  which  had  been  oonfirroed 


by  chartefs  of  Kings  Henry  6fii»  7tli» 
8th.  A  private  oompaBy  wMisi  to 
monopoliae  these  rightB  and  priTyegee,  in 
order  to  promote  tbeir  own  interests;  but 
he  hopea  the  House  would  not  sanction 
such  a  proceeding,  and  that  it  would 
preserve  those  rights  for  those  who  had  ao 
long  enjoyed  them.  The  Hooae  had  laid 
down  certain  re^^ulationa  in  regard  to  sU 
similar  undertakings,  railways  for  insteice« 
and  those  regulations  required  that  a 
certain  number  of  assents  of  landholders  on 
the  line  should  be  given  before  the  Bill 
was  allowed  to  be  proceeded  with.  Now, 
the  present   case    the    distance    was 


m 


seventywme  milesj  and  ther^  were  mdy 
four  miles  and  a  half  of  assents.  That,  hia 
thought^  suffidoDtly  showed  the  feelings  of 
the  landholders.  In  the  second  plaee,  tiie 
regulations  of  the  House  required  that  all 
undertakinjp  of  this  sort  should  have  two 
iemdni ;  now  the  present  undertaking  had 
no  terminus  whatsoever.  It  was  said  that 
they  were  to  raise  the  water  to  the  height 
of  twelve  feat>  but  wheie  was  the  imb  af 
increasiBg  the  depth  of  water  in  eoe  pert 
of  the  nver  when  there  wbb  no  iermmm^M 
whidi  would  admit  ci  vessels  drawing 
more  than  fire  feet  ?  In  the  third  place, 
lie  gave  his  opnodtion  to  the  meaaure 
because  it  wouia  interfere  with  the  free 
navigation  of  the  river^  and  invest  a  piivate 
company  with  rights  which  ought  to  he 
open  to  the  puUic  He  opposed  it  beoeoae 
tne  toll  to  be  levied  was  to  be  exacted  Ibr 
the  beneBt  of  private  individuals,  whereee 
he  contended  that  the  toll,  after  paying  off 
the  debt,  ought  ^  to  be  applied  to  the 
public  use.  These,  then,  were  the  great 
principles  on  which  he  resisted  the  meaaure 
—viz.,  want  of  a  lerminus,  and  want  of 
consent  from  the  landowners  whoeepsou 
perty  would  be  interfered  with,  and 
because  it  would  interfere  with  the  free 
navigation  of  the  river. 

The  Earl  of  Darlington  had  never  seen 
an  instance  of  an  attempt  to  Mng  in  • 
private  Bill  likely  to  produce  greater 
injury  to  prooerty  and  less  benefit  to  the 
public  Could  it  have  been  tdM>wn  tkat 
the  BMasure  would  be  productive  of  paUic 
advantage,  and  that  compensation  weoM 
be  afforaed  fer  the  injuries  done  to  pro- 
perty, he  should  have  considered  himself 
bound  to  support  the  undertaking;  hut 
as  no  puUic  advantage  couM  arise,  and  ae 
there  was  no  prospect  of  compensation,  he 
felt  it  his  duty  to  oppose  th«  second 
reading.  The  promoters  of  tliis  Bill 
a  joint'Stock  oompaoy,  and  the  objeel 
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to  establish  at  Worcester  conveniences  for 
shippings  similar  to  those  possessed  hy 
Gloucester.  He  was  no  advocate  for 
monopoly,  but  they  ought  to  seek  the 
attainment  of  their  object  out  of  their  own 
means,  and  not  endeavour  to  ma^e  the 
public  pay  for  an  advantage  which  was 
merely  local.  Look  at  the  injustice  which 
would  be  done  to  the  landowners  of  Shrop- 
shire and  Montgomeryshire,  to  whom  tne 
navigation  of  the  river  had  always  been 
free;  but  on  whom  the  present  Bill  con- 
templated the  levv  of  a  toll,  without  jield- 
ing  any  corresponding  benefit.  During  eight 
months  of  the  year  the  river  was  open  to 
the  trade  of  those  counties,  but'during  the 
other  four  months,  in  the  heat  of  summer^ 
the  river  was  not  navigable,  and  what  the 
present  Bill  proposed  was,  to  render  a 
portion  of  the  river  navigable  during  the 
whole  year.  But  of  what  use  would  the 
deepemnffof  the  river  be  to  those  who  were 
situated  higher  ud  than  the  termination  of 
the  contemplatea  improvement?  And 
would  it  be  reasonable  or  just  to  levy  a 
toll  on  those  who,  in  £act,  derived  no 
advantage  from  the  undertaking  ?  It  was 
because  of  the  injustice  which  would  be 
done  to  the  Shropshire  traders  that  he 
opposed  the  Bill.  He  allowed  that  to 
improve  the  navigation  of  the  Severn  would 
be  desirable ;  but,  because  he  made  that 
admission,  there  was  no  reason  why  he 
should  agree  to  the  present  measure,  which 
would  prove  merely  beneficial  to  a  joint- 
stock  Company,  and,  inatead  of  conferring 
any  advantage  upon  the  public,  would 
inflict  a  serious  iniury  on  the  landowners 
and  traders  of  tne  counties  he  had  men- 
tioned. Next  Settsion  a  Bill  would  be 
broucht  forward  which  would  accomplish 
all  that  was  desirable  in  regard  to  the 
navigation  of  the  Severn,  at  much  less 
expense  than  could  be  done  by  the  present 
Bill,  and  he  hoped  therefore  the  House 
would  pause  before  allowing  the  Bill  to  be 
read  a  second  time. 

Sir  George  Strickland  thought  it  a 
wholesome  practice  for  the  House  some- 
times to  reject  Bills  on  the  second  reading, 
and  not  put  parties  to  the  expense  attendl. 
ing  a  Committee.  The  present  was  one  of 
those  Bills  which,  he  thought,  the  House 
would  act  wisely  in  rejecting;  for  the 
river  Severn  had  for  centuries  formed  a 
common  highway  for  the  trade  of  a  large 
and  important  portion  of  the  country,  and 
many  thousana  individuals  gained  their 
living  by  participating  in  that  trade.  It 
was  not^  therefore,  reasonable  or  just  for  a 


joint*8tock  company  to  seize  on  the  ad- 
vantages which  had  so  long  been  enjoyed 
by  the  public ;  and  the  power  to  improve 
the  navigation  of  the  river  ought  to  be 
vested  in  commissioners  acting  for  the 
public  benefit,  and  not  for  the  benefit  of 
private  individuals.  The  debt  created  for 
the  purposes  of  improvement  ought  to  be 
paid  off  from  the  proceeds  of  the  tolls,  and 
then  the  river  ought  at  once  to  be  thrown 
open.  Nothing  of  the  sort,  however,  was 
contemplated  by  the  present  Bill.  But 
were  the  interests  of  the  landowners  not  to 
be  considered  ?  They  were  decidedly 
opposed  to  the  undertaking,  for  in  the 
whole  seventy-one  miles  there  were  only 
four  miles  of  assents,  and  in  the  whote 
of  the  important  county  of  Gloucester 
there  was  only  one  mile  assenting.  The 
river,  too,  was  to  be  raised  four  feet,  and 
as  the  beautiful  meadows  along  its  banks 
were  at  present  subject  to  inundation  after 
rain,  the  House  might  form  some  idea  of 
the  damage  which  would  be  done  were  the 
river  raiwd  permanently  four  feet  above 
its  present  level.  Yet  there  was  no  clause 
in  tne  Bill  providing  compensation  for  the 
Injury  whicn  would  be  aooe :  the  land* 
owners  were  to  see  their  meadows  con- 
tinually flooded  and  their  property 
destroyed,  but  no  compensation  was  to  be 
afforded  them.  He  would  be  told  that 
there  was  a  clause  providing  that  ifj 
after  the  payment  of  ten  per  cent* 
to  the  subscribers,  any  surplus  remained, 
then  the  company  were  to  be  permitted  to 
give  compensation ;  but  was  that  sufiicient  ? 
Would  the  House  act  justly  to  the  land- 
owners to  leave  their  interests  protected 
only  by  so  vague  and  unsatisfactory  a 
clause?  It  would  not;  and  he  hoped, 
therefore,  that  the  House  would  not  put 
the  landowners  to  the  expense  of  defending 
their  interests  before  a  Committee. 

Colonel  Wood  allowed,  that  the  river 
Severn  was  a  beautiful  highway,  but  so 
was  the  Tbames,and  the  Thames  bad  been 
improved  by  locks,  and  a  toll  bad  been  im- 
posed for  the  purpose  of  carrying  those 
improvements  into  execution  ;  nor  had  the 
proprietors  on  the  Thames  been  subjected  to 
any  inconvenience  from  increasing  the 
depth  of  the  water,  and  he  saw  no  good 
reason  why  there  should  be  any  fear  for 
thie  meadows  along  the  Severn,  lie  had  a 
petition  in  favour  of  this  Bill  to  present, 
and  from  that  petition  it  was  plain,  that 
advantage  would  arise  from  the  contem- 
plate d  improvements,  for  the  petitioners 
prayed  that  the  Bill  might  pass,  at  tfaey 
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would  tbai  be  enabled  to  send  the  Welcb 
ooala  fartber  into  the  ooantjy. 

Alderman  ^oocf  opposed  the  BHl,  and 
explained,  tbat  tbe  improvements  in  the 
Thames  bad  been  effected  by  a  paUic  com- 
Vttajf  which  had  borrowed  their  money  at 
five  per  cent.,  and  which  contemplated  tbe 
entire  abolition  of  the  toll  when  the  debt 
was  paid  off.  He  contended,  that  great 
injury  would  be  done  to  the  fisheries  on 
the  nrer,  while  no  compensation  was  pro. 
▼ided  for  that  injury ;  and  he  would  tell 
the  Irish  Memb^s  not  to  be  deceived  by 
tbe  prospect  of  being  able  to  send  their 
oats  further  up  the  river  than  they  did  at 
present.  He  would  ask  the  hon.  Member 
for  Brecknockshire  (Colonel  Wood)  whe- 
ther he  was  aware  that  the  company  con- 
templated next  year,  should  they  succeed 
with  their  present  Bill,  carrying  their 
measures  stdl  further,  and  taking  such 
steps  as  would  have  the  effect  of  impeding 
tbe  traffic  along  the  Welch  roads  r  Did 
he  know,  that  they  proposed  cutting;  across 
those  roads*  and  was  he  aware  of  the  impedi- 
ments which  would  be  thrown  in  the  way 
of  his  own  tonants,  perhaps,  by  the  psssage 
tbrouffh  the  bridges  of  a  number  of  vessds 
ascending  or  descending  at  the  same  time  ? 
He  would  vote  against  the  second  reading. 

Mr.  Richards  said,  the  objection  that 
^18  was  not  a  public  company  was  applic- 
able to  all  parties  that  came  before  that 
House  on  petitions  for  private  Bills.  He 
thought  the  present  company,  as  they  took 
upon  themselves  a  considerable  risk  ror  the 
public  good,  were  entitled  to  the  thanks  of 
the  worthy  Alderman  who  had  last  spoken. 
He  quite  agreed  with  the  observation,  that 
if  it  could  not  be  shown  that  the  under- 
taking was  for  tbe  public  good,  it  ought 
not  to  receive  the  sanction  of  the  House ; 
but  the  undertaking  would  be  productive 
of  great  public  advantage,  and  he  there- 
fore trusted  tbe  House  would  allow  the 
parties  to  proceed  with  the  Bill.  It  had 
been  said,  that  this  was  a  plan  by  which 
the  beautifol  meadows  along  the  Severn 
would  be  destroyed;  but  what  was  the 
fact?  Why,  the  permanent  water-line 
was  two  feet  six  inches  below  the  level  of 
those  meadows ;  yet  they  were  told,  that 
the  pounding  up  of  the  river  was  to  des- 
troy the  beautiful  meadows  along  its  course. 
They  would,  however,  be  as  dry  as  at  pre- 
sent. Again,  the  object  of  the  company 
was  not  to  impede  tne  navigation  of  the 
riverj  but  to  render  its  navigation  practic- 
able at  all  times.  They  proposed  to  give 
tbe  public  facilities  for  their  trade  during 


die  whole  year,  whidi  they  at  present 
enjoyed  only  for  eight  months  of  the  year. 
That  be  thought  was  no  slight  benefit  to 
the  public  Mudi  had  been  said  too  about 
the  enormous  expense  which  the  public 
would  have  to  pay ;  but  what  was  tbe  real 
truth  ?  Why  the  amount  of  toll  was  only  one 
forthing  per  ton  per  mile — lOJcf.  per  ton 
for  the  whole  distance  of  forty-two  miles ! 
Now  he  would  ask  who  would  have  his  goods 
delayed  for  a  single  day  from  nnwillingaess 
to  pay  such  a  sum  ?  This  improvement 
had  been  called  for  for  years,  ana  he  hoped 
tbe  House  would  send  the  Bill  into  Com. 
mittee,  where  its  detaib  would  be  foUy 
considered. 

Mr.  Robinson  maintained,  that  there 
were  no  grounds  for  calling  this  measure  a 
monopoly ;  for  the  oompany  were  wilUng 
to  undertake  a  great  improvement  at  their 
own  cost,  and  that  undertaking  could  not 
foil  of  being  beneficial  to  the  public  The 
Severn  was  only  open  for  navigstion  for 
eight  months,  and  tbeypropoora  for  one 
forthing  per  ton  to  open  the  navigation  for 
the  whole  year.  Let  the  House,  then,  eoo- 
sider  what  would  be  the  conseqraence  to 
trade  of  a  dry  season,  and  then  let  then 
say  whether  the  contemplated  under- 
talang  would  not  prove  highly  benefidal  to 
the  public.  The  object  was  to  open  up  a 
communication  into  the  heartof  a  populous 
manufocturing  country;  and  tbe  expense 
at  which  that  important  object  was  to  be 
attained  certainly  could  not  oe  complained 
of  with  justice.  It  had  been  objected  that 
the  clause  providing  compensation  to  the 
landowners  and  others  whose  property 
might  be  injured  by  the  undertaking  was 
not  sufficient;  but,  in  the  name  of  the 
company,  he  would  pledge  himself  that  a 
clause  should  be  inserted  affording  tbe 
most  ample  guarantee.  He  therefore  hoped 
the  House  would  allow  the  second  reading 
to  take  dace* 

Mr.  Robert  Clive  opposed  tbe  second 
reading  on  account  of  the  injury  the 
measure  would  inflict  on  the  traders  of 
Salop;  and  contended,  that  although  it 
was  true  that  the  river  was  not  navinble 
for  the  whole  year,  yet  by  occasional  floods 
the  traders  were  enabled  to  carry  ontbeir 
traffic 

Mr.  Hope  made  a  few  observations  in 
opposition  to  the  second  reading,  but  tbe 
cries  of  ''  Divide  "  were  so  loud  tliat  we 
are  unable  to  give  their  import 

Sir  John  Wroltesley  supported  the 
second  reading,  and  observra,  that  the 
opposition  came  from  two  points— namely. 
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the  inhabitants  of  Glooester  and  the  traders 
of  Sbropsbire,  both  of  whom,  he  con- 
tended, would  be  ereatly  benefitted  by  the 
undertaking.  If  danger  to  the  landowners 
was  occasioned  by  the  measure,  they  must 
indeed  be  rery  clumsy  engineers* 

Captain  Winmngton  said,  if  he  thought 
any  inconvenience  or  danger  would  accrue 
to  the  landowners  from  the  measure,  he 
should  be  as  readjr  to  oppose  it  as  he  was 
now  to  adyocate  it.  But  this  supposition 
had  been  completely  negatived  by  the 
opinions  of  Mr.  Cubiti^  Mr.  Walker,  and 
several  other  experienced  engineers.  He 
hoped  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Glocester  would  consent  to  withdraw  his 
amendment  and  permit  the  Bill  to  be  read 
a  second  time. 

Mr.  Cresset  Pelham  expressed  a  hope 
that  a  little  attention  would  be  paid  to  the 
(mponents  of  so  monstrous  a  measure  as 
that  now  under  consideration — a  measure 
which  went  to  turn  a  river  into  a  sea.  A 
measure  similar  to  the  present  had  been 
brought  forward  in  that  House  fifty  years 
ago  ;  it  was  rejected,  however,  as  he 
trusted  the  present  Bill  would  be. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  he  had  only  one 
single  sentence  to  offer,  which  was,  that 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
just  sat  down  was  conclusive  in  favour  of 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill.  If  the 
measure  would  convert  this  river  into  a 
great  sea,  and  thus  make  a  new  seaport  in 
the  very  centre  of  the  country,  it  might 
be  a  monstrous  measure,  but  it  would  be 
one  of  great  advantage  to  the  commerce  of 
the  country. 

The  House  divided  on  the  second 
reading :— Ayes  124 ;  Noes  151  ;-^Major- 

ity  87. 
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Price,  S.  G. 
Pringte,  A. 
Roebuck,  J.  A« 
Sandon,  Viscount 
Sanford,  £.  A. 
Scrope,  G.  P. 
Spiers,  A. 
Stauley,  E. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Trelawniy,  Sir  W. 
Trevor,  hon.  A. 
Twus,  H. 
Tyhte,  C  J.  K. 
Tyrell.  Sir  J.  T. 


Herri«^,  A.  hon.J.C.    Vere^irC.k 
HUlsborough,  Earl  of     Verner,  Colonel 


Hope,  H.  t. 
Honstoao,  G. 
Hovrard,  P.  H. 
Inglis,'  Sir  R.  H. 
Jones,  T. 
Irton,  S; 
Kerrison,  Sir  E. 
Knatchbull,  Sir  E. 
Knight,  II.  G. 
Knightley,  Sir  C. 
I^mbton,  II.  . 
Langton,  W. 
LenniMc,  Lord  G. 
LeRoox,  Lord  A. 
Lereson,  liord 
I^cb>J. 
Lowther,  J. 
Lushiogton,  S.  R. 
Mackinnon,  W»  A. 
MaclMn.  D. 
Mahon,  Viscount 
MauBtell,  T.  P. 


Vescy,  hon.  T. 
Vyvyan,  Sir  R. 
Wall,  C.  C. 
Walpole,  Lord 
Weyland,  Major 
Whitmore,T.  C. 
Wigney,  I.  N. 
Wilbraham,  hon.  B. 
Williams,  R, 
Williams,  W.  A. 
Williams,  Sir  J. 
Williamson,  Sir  Tl. 
Wilmot,  Sir  J.  E. 
Wodehouse,  E. 
Wood,  Alderman 
Wyn!>,  rtJion.  C.  W. 
Wynn,  Sir  W.  W. 
Young,  J. 
Young,  Sir  W. 

TRT.LKR9. 

Berkeley,  Captain 
Strickland,  Sir  G. 


Bill  put  off  for  six  months. 

• 

Tub  Mbrchant  Sehvice.']  Mr.  Buck* 
ingham  rose  to  more  the  second  reading  of 
the  Merchant  Shipping  Bill,  which  he 
said  be  had  fouBded  upon  the  Report  of  a 
Committee  that  liad  been  appointed  to 
m^ttiire  into  the  number  of  wrecks  iif 
vessels  in  the  merchant  serrice,  and  what 


flneans  could  b^  taken  to  prevent  tlie  fre- 
quency of  shipwrecks.  The  loss  of  life  and 
property  every  year  tras  immense,  and, 
however  it  might  be  argued  that  persons 
had  a  right  to  deal  with  their  own  property 
as  they  pleased,  the  loss  of  Hfe  demanded 
the  serious  attention  and  interference  of 
the  Legislature.  The  remedy  which  he 
proposed  to  apply  by  this  Bill  was,  to 
establish  a  Marine  Board  to  regulate  the 
merchant  service  in  the  same  manner  as 
the  royal  navy  was  regidated  by  the  Batrd 
of  Admiralty.  Everybody  who  had  an v 
knowledge  of  the  ships  of  the  British 
fleet  must  be  struck  at  their  decided  supe- 
riority over  those  employed  in  mercantile 
expe<{itions.  This  arose  from  the  great 
care  that  was  taken  to  suffer  none  but 
seaworthy  vessels  and  competent  persons 
to  be  employed  in  the  former-mentioned 
service.  He  wished  to  see  a  Board  estab. 
lished  which  should  exercise  a  similar 
surveillance  over  the  ships  engaged  in  com. 
merce,  to  see  not  only  that  they  were  pro- 
perly constructed  and  fitted,  and  supplied 
with  thte  stores  and  provisiotas  neoessa-y  for 
the  voyage  about  to  be  undertaken,  but 
that  no  persons  should  be  put  in  charge 
and  command  of  thefta  but  those  whott 
scientific  and  practical  knowledge  of  navi- 
gation rendered  them  worthy  of  the  task. 

Sir  E.  Codrinsian  seconded  the  motion. 

Mr.  Roebuck  rose  to  order.  The 
eighteenth  clause  of  the  Bill  imposed  a  tax. 
He  submitted,  therefore,  that  tne  Bill,  ac- 
cording to  the  standing  orders,  should  have 
been  preceded  by  a  resolution  in  a  Com« 
mittee  of  the  whole  House. 

The  Speaker  said,  the  usual  coarse  vaa 
to  print  such  clauses  in  Italtrs,  bnt  that 
was  not  the  case  in  the  present  instance, 
and  the  objection  of  the  hon.  Member 
must  tlierefore  prevail. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

CuUNirY*RATE8.1    Mr.  Hume  moved  tlie 

second  reading  of  the  County-rates   Bill. 

He  said,  that  iu  consequence  m  its  haviag^ 

been  ii)timated  to  bim  that  there  wotild  be 

some  opposition  to  the  measure,  lie  shouM 

explain   the  principle  on    w4iich   it    mm 

framed.    The  object  of   the  BiH  was  to 

direct  that  a  Board  for  the  management 

of  the  County-rates  slmuld  be  cfedted  by 

the  rate-payers,  in<<tcad  of  the  contrtJ  4tC 

their  funds  being  loft  to  the  inagistnUes,  «s 

they  were  at  present.      At    prescar,  \\km 

rate- payers  had  no  crontrol  whatever  t»v«»r 

the  county  ex|tenditurc,  and  they  had  not 

even  a  right  to  know  how  the  money 


lliB  Omnitf-Raie$,  {Apfttt  13} 

expended.    iThe  Court  ef  King's  Benoh| 
by  a  recent  decision,  declared,  tliat  the 
county  rate^payers  had  no  right  to  call  for 
the   particulars  of  the  expenditure.     He 
proposed,  that  there  should  for  the  future 
be    a    county    board,  composed    of  from 
tvrelve  to  fifteen  members^  and  elect e<1  by 
the  ffreat  body  of  the  rate-payers,  which 
should  have  the  management  and  control  of 
the  county  expenditure.    They  should  also 
have  the  direction  of  the  assessments  and 
the  regulations  and  repairs  of  the  roads, 
the  prisons,  and  the  control  over  expendi- 
ture in  the  gaols.  This  Bill^  then,  would  be 
placing  the  population  of  counties  on  the 
same  footing  as  regarded  the  county  ex|)en- 
diture  as  the  population  of  the  municipal 
boroughs.     He  was  convinced  that  nothing 
could  be  more  satisfactory  to  a  community 
paying  rates  than  knowing  that  they  had 
a  proper  check  and  control  over  the  expen- 
diture.   It  was  notorious  that  the  County- 
rates  had  greatly  increased  within  the  last 
few  years,  in  consequence  of  which,  in 
some   counties,  a  finance  committee  had 
been  appointed  to  watch  over  and  check 
the  expenditure,  and  wherever  such  Com- 
.  mitte  tiad  been  establbhed  there  had  been 
a  great  reduction*.    If  this  committee  were 
advantageous  in  some  counties,  it  should 
be  extended  to  all,  and  certainly  it  was 
desirable  to  have  a  uniform  law  and  system 
^  regarded  the  county  expenditure.     It 
had  been  sog^gested  that  the  guardians  of 
the  poor  should   have  the  eleetion  of  the 
county  board,  instead  of  the  great  body  of 
the  rate-payers.     He  did  not  agree  in  this 
suggestion,  because  he  thought  that  the 
guardians  of  the  poor  had  already  enough 
to  do,  and  he  also  thought  that  they  should 
have  nothing  to  do  with  the  county  expen- 
diture.   He,  at  the  same  time,  felt  bound 
to  say,  that  if  the  House  thought  it  desira- 
ble tltat  the  election  of  the  county  boards 
should  rest  on  these  bodies,  an  alteration  to 
this  effect  might  be  made  in  the  Commit- 
tee.   He  considered  that  the  improvement 
that  would  be  eSected  by  this  Bill  would 
be  so  important  and  extensive,  that  he  re- 
grette<1    that   the  Government    had    not 
taken   the   matter    up,    and  given   their 
weight  and  iniluencc  to  carry  the  measure 
into  effect.  ^  All  that  he  then  asked  was, 
if  the  princi|)ie  of  the  measure  were  ap- 
proved of,  that  he  should  be  allowed  to  go 
into    Committee,     when   any   alterations 
might  be  proposed  which  \wn.  Gentlemen 
thought  desirable,  and   he    could    assure 
them  that  he  would  ^ive  his   mature  at- 
tention  to  the  consideration  of  tlicm.     It| 
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had  been  laid,  that  (me  of  the  olijects  of  tUs 
Bill  was  to  create  a  rural  police ;  but  this 
was  not  the  case,  for  all  that  it  did  was  to 
give  the  board  a  check  on  the  county  ex- 
penditure, as  well  regarding  the  police  as 
other  matters.  He  concludal  witn  moving 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill . 

Mr.  Alston  complained  that  the  bos. 
Member  for  Middlesex  had  put  kis  (Mr. 
Alston's)  name  to  the  Bill,  without  any 
reference  to  him  for  his  consent. 

Mr.  Hnme  beeged  to  explain.  TBe 
hon.  Memi}er  bad  presented  a  petitioa 
from  the  county  of  Hertford  in  favour  of 
the  Bill,  and  he  was  given  to  understand 
that  the  hon.  Member  was  a  warm  sup- 
porter of  the  Biii.  So  he  had  been 
informed  by  a  Friend  of  the  hon.  Member ; 
and  the  hon.  Member  not  having  been  in 
the  House  when  he  moved  for  hfeave  to 
iving  {n  the  Bill,  he  had  named  the  boa. 
Member  as  one  of  those  who  was  to  briog 
it  on.  When  the  hon.  Member  presentou 
the  petition  from  the  county  of  Hertfoti, 
he  understood  the  hon.  Member  would  be 
a  strong  supporter  of  the  principle  of  the 
Bill;  indeed  the  hon.  Member  had  told 
him  so  himself. 

Mr.  AlHm  t  It  was  onite  trae,  that  he 
was  favonraMe  to  the  nrinciple  of  the  BUI ; 
but  if  the  hon.  MemW  had  shown  him 
the  Bill,  if  he  had  seen  the  bulk  of  it,  aiid 
the  machinery  requisite  for  working  out 
its  details,  he  should  at  oiiee  have  daelinod 
to  ffive  it  his  eupport.  The  petition  he  had 
had  the  honour  of  presenting  fiwra  the 
county  of  Hertfoid,  waa  tat  the  establish, 
ment  of  a  better  principle  with  req^  to 
County-rates,  Md  in  co  to  he  oomcided 
in  the  principle  of  the  BiU  intioduoal  hy 
the  hon.  Member  for  Middleseic.  He  eou- 
sklered  that  the  County-rates  had  hitherto 
been  administered  in  a  very  eulpaUe  man- 
ner, and  inasmuch,  as  repreaeatation  ou^it 
to  accompany  taxation,  he  considered  that 
the  payers  of  the  rwtes  ought  to  poiseia 
some  knowledge  Of  their  apimqiraltio*. 
This  object  might  be  effected  ijy  a  county 
council  or  botfd,  but  he  thouritt  the 
present  Bill  so  complicated,  and  cMculated 
so  much  to  increase  the  expeoaea  of 
counties,  that  be  waft  qoke  sura  bis  con- 
stituents would  not  pray  for  its  introduc- 
tion into  their  county.  In  fact,  he  was 
sure  that  it  would  increase  the  expense  ten 
times  told,  and  would  be  the  occasion  of 
adcriiig  to  the  rates  more  than  the  Poor- 
law  Act  had  diminished  them,  if  this  Bill 
should  pass,  of  necessity  the  counties  HMiSt 
be  divided  into   wards;  there  must  be  a 
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ziegistratiofi  of  voters^  and  lists  of  those 
-  entitled  to  vote.  Indeed  it  was  impossible 
to  calculate  the  expense  which  would  fall 
upon  the  county^  as  well  as  upon  the  high 
.  sheriff.  Being  of  opinion  that  the  clauses 
could  not  pass  in  a  Committee,  he  was  of 
opinion  that  the  time  of  the  House  ought 
not  to  be  wasted  by  allowing  the  Bill  to 
pass  to  that  stage.  He  never  could  consent 
to  the  proposition  that  these  boards  should 
liave  the  power  of  appointing  magistrates. 
The  proposition  was  most  ofPensire  to  the 
existing  magistrocy.  What  had  the  county 
maffistratesdone  to  deserve  this  treatment  ? 
If  they  were  competent,  by  the  law  of  the 
]and>  to  act  as  judges,  surely  they  had 
integrity  enough  to  administer  the  affairs 
of  the  county.  At  the  same  time^  he  ad- 
mitted that  there  ought  to  be  a  check,  and 
that  those  who  paid  tike  rates  ought  to  have 
control  over  their  administration.  So 
satisfied  was  he  of  the  objectionable  nature 
of  the  details  of  the  Bill^  that  he  felt  it  to 
be  Jiis  duty  to  move  that  it  be  read  a 
second  time  that  day  six  months. 

Mr.  Gaily  Knight  said,  that  the  Bill  in- 
troduced by  the  hon.  Member  for  Middle- 
sex, and  or  which  he  had  now  moved  the 
second  reading,  went  to  cast  a  reflection 
upon  the  whole  of  the  magistracy  of  Eng- 
land, and  he  regretted  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  not  confined  its  operation  to  the 
county  of  Middlesex,  which  he  represented. 
He  was  free  to  confess,  that  the  present 
state  of  things  in  the  county  of  Middlesex 
could  not  be  defended.  The  magistrates 
of  that  county  had  allowed  large  sums  of 
money  to  be  carried  off  by  defaulters,  and 
before  the  county  had  recovered  from  the 
difficulties  thrown  upon  it  from  that 
cause,  the  magistrates  had  allowed  other 
irregularities  to  creep  in.  He  was  of  opi- 
nion that  in  Middlesex  some  preventive 
check  was  requisite ;  but  what  was  requi- 
site for  a  metropolitan  county,  formed  no 
test  of  what  was  necessary  and  requisite 
for  the  rest  of  the  counties  of  England. 

Colonel  Wood  regretted  that  the  hon. 
Member  should  have  dragged  the  county 
of  Middlesex  and  its  affairs  into  this  dis- 
cussion. If  the  management  of  its  pecu- 
niary affairs  were  investigated  by  a  Select 
Committeet  he  was  confident  that  a  report 
would  be  made  acquitting  the  county  of 
the  charge  brought  against  it.  With  re. 
spect  to  the  general  question  before  the 
House,  he  decidedly  objected  to  this  Bill. 
The  board  which  it  proposed  to  constitute 
would  not  only  supereeae  the  judicial  au« 


thority  of  the  masistrates,  but  would  he, 
to  all  intents  and  purposes,  a  legislative 
body,  a  kind  of  county  Parliament.  He 
supposed  that  hon.  Members  opposite 
wished  that  these  boards  should  transact 
all  the  private  business  which  now  came 
before  Parliament,  at  least  so  he  should 
infer  from  the  evidence  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Middlesex  before  the  commission  ap. 
pointed  to  inquire  into  this  subject.  That 
hon.  Gentleman  had  declared,  that  if  these 
boards  were  once  established,  he  should 
recommend  the  withdrawal  from  Parlia- 
ment of  a  great  portion  of  the  local  busi- 
ness which  now  occupied  so  much  of  its 
time.  He  thought  it  most  objectionable  to 
give  to  such  boards  the  control  of  all  the 
private  interests  of  the  countv.  The  board 
would  consist  of  only  one  chamber,  be  it 
remembered,  for  he  heard  nothing  of  « 
county  House  of  Lords.  £"  Hear,^"* 
and  a  laugh."]  The  hon.  Member 
opposite  might  laugh,  but  all  who 
were  concerned  with  the  conduct  of  a  pri- 
vate Bill  knew  well  that  it  was  in  the 
House  of  Lords  that  their  different  inter* 
ests  would  be  most  carefully  attended  to, 
and  that  the  most  impartial  and  unbiassod 
decision  would  be  pronounced.  He  did 
not  think  that  the  proposed  boards  would 
be  at  all  more  careAil  of  the  interests  of 
the  county  than  the  magistrates  were  at 
present.  The  County-rates,  instead  of 
being  diminished,  would  be  enormously 
augmented.  The  Bill,  in  short,  would 
uproot  the  magistracy,  and  be  a  powerful 
engine  in  the  hands  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Middlesex  for  overthrowing  the  ancient 
institutions  of  the  country.  He  thought, 
however,  that  the  disproportion  between 
property  and  the  amount  of  rates  levied  on 
it  in  counties  was  so  great,  that  it  was  in* 
dispensable  that  some  plan  should  be 
devised  for  relieving  it  of  the  burthen.  The 
best  method  of  effecting  this,  in  hisopinion, 
would  be  to  provide  for  the  construction 
of  roads,  bridges,  gaols,  and  other  public 
works  and  edifices,  at  the  public  expense. 
He  should  vote  against  the  second  reading* 
of  the  Bill,  and  i?  he  succeeded  in  his  op* 
position,  he  should  move  for  a  Committee 
up  stairs,  and  refer  the  subject  of  County- 
rates  to  that  Committee,  to  inquire  if  any 
measure  could  be  devised  for  relieving  thie 
rate-payers  from  the  cost  of  roads^  bridges, 
and  county  gaols,  and  he  hoped  the  result 
of  the  inquiry  would  be  a  practical  plan 
for  their  relief.  He  was  quite  sure  that 
all    other  charges   on    the  County*rates 


1129 


Couniy'Ratea. 


{April  12} 


Ccunty^Rates; 


IISO 


would  be  80  trifling,  that  it  would  be 
considered  unimportant  and  indifferent  by 
whom  they  were  levied  or  collected. 

Sir  John  Wrolteslev  said,  that  there  was 
a  great  deal  of  mismanagement  under 
the  present  system,  and  that  was  a  suffi- 
cient motive  to  induce  him  to  vote  for 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Brecon  must  settle  the  details 
of  the  plan  he  proposed  with  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer ;  and  he  rather 
thought,  that  whoever  might  be  the  indi- 
vidual filling  that  office,  would  not 
support  the  hon.  Member  in  throwing  the 
whole  of  these  charges  upon  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund.  He  did  not  approve  of  the 
mode  of  forming  the  county  courts  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex, 
but  he  cordially  concurred  in  the  principle 
of  the  measure.  He  was  certainly  opposed 
to  the  principle  of  having  annual  elections 
of  the  persons  to  form  these  county  courts; 
and  he  should  not  j*ecommend  to  the  House 
to  agree  to  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill, 
if  he  were  not  prepared  with  a  substitute, 
which  he  was  convinced  would  act  with 
great  simplicity,  and  be  most  effective — 
namely,  constituting  the  courts  of  a  dele- 
gate from  each  union  in  the  county.  If  he 
round  that  there  was  no  other  resource 
against  the  evils  which  at  present  pre- 
vailed, he  should  vote  for  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  present  Bill,  in  the  hope  that, 
although  tne  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex 
was  rather  pertinacious,  he  would  be  pre- 
vailed upon  to  alter  its  details  in  the 
Committee. 

Sir  Edward  KnaichhuU  regretted  that 
the  right  hon.  Secretary  for  the  Home  De- 
partment was  absent  wnen  so  important  a 
measure  as  this  was  to  be  discussed.  The 
Bill  was  an  indictment  against  the  magis- 
trates of  England,  and  he  was  surprisea  to 
hear  the  hon.  Baronet  who  spoke  last,  say 
he  would  support  it.  There  was  no  com- 
plaint against  the  County.j«tes  in  Kent. 
The  hon. -Baronet  was  much  mistaken  if  he 
supposed  the  board  of  guardians  would  add 
to  their  other  labours  that  of  managing 
the  County-rates.  The  magistrates  of  the 
county  which  he  had  the  honour  to  repre- 
sent were  most  anxious  to  reduce  the  rates 
as  much  as  possible,  and  they  had  suc- 
ceeded. He  had  no  hesitation  in  saying, 
that  the  effect  of  this  Bill  would  be  to  add 
3,000/.  or  4,000/.  a-year  to  their  amount. 
Any  such  measure  was  entirely  unnecessary 
In  the  county  of  Kent.  There  the  financial 
and  judicial  affairs  of  the  county  were  un- 
der a  diiferent  management,  the  financial 


being  disposed  of  at  a  general  sessions  held 
annually ;  and  here  nothing  of  importance 
could  be  done  without  previous  notice 
having  been  given,  so  that  the  rate-payers 
might  be  made  fully  aware  of  what  was 
intended.  The  accounts  were  annually 
made  public.  All  persons  interested  might 
inspect  them,  and  all  complaints  were  at- 
tended to  and  taken  into  consideration. 
This  was  the  system  they  now  had  in  the 
county  of  Kent,  and  they  did  not  desire  a 
better.     He  should  oppose  the  Bill. 

Lord  EbringloTiy  though  he  did  not 
agree  with  the  details  of  the  Bill,  quite 
approved  of  the  principle— that  the  people 
should  elect  those  who  imposed  the 
rates.  An  infusion  of  rate-payers  in  the 
vestries '  had  been  productive  of  the  best 
consequences,  having  produced  an  amende 
ment  in  the  distribution  of  the  funds,  and, 
in  some  instances,  decreased  the  burthen 
one-half.  He  objected  to  the  machinery 
by  which  it  was  proposed  to  carry  the 
principle  into  effect,  and  he  agreed  with 
the  hon.  Member  that  it  would  be  better 
to  name  a  Committee  to  inquire  into  the 
subject. 

Sir  Eardlev  Wilmot  thought  that  every 
provision  of  the  Bill  would  lead  to  difficulty 
and  expense,  and,  though  not  unfriendly 
to  the  Bill,  he  could  not  support  it  in  its 
present  shape. 

Mr.  Roebuck  said,  though  some  lion. 
Gentlemen  were  pleased  to  call  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  present  Bill  a  new  one,  it  was, 
in  fact,  in  operation  both  in  that  House 
and  in  all  the  boroughs  throughout  the 
kingdom.  The  principle  was,  that  taxa« 
tion  and  representation  should  go  together, 
and  that  those  who  expended  taxes  should 
be  responsible  to  those  who  paid  them. 
He  considered  the  unpaid  magistracy  a 
nuisance  to  the  country.  [Cries  of^'  Jyo,'* 
and  *'  Order"]  Hon.  Gentlemen  might 
cry  "  No,"  but  he  said  '*  Yes."  The  gaols 
of  the  country  were  crowded  by  poor 
miserable  wretches  who  liad  been  sent 
there  by  the  magistracy.  The  unpaid 
magistracy,  so  far  from  bdng  benefidal, 
was  a  curse  to  the  country.  There  never 
could  be  a  good  magistracy  which  was  not 
elected  by  the  people.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
objected  to  the  details  of  the  measure,  and 
among  those  to  the  patronage  which  it 
woula  create ;  but  surely  there  was  nothing 
objectionable  in  a  patronage  which  merely 
amounted  to  the  payment  of  necessary 
officers.  Counties  had  their  peculiar 
description  of  interests  as  well  as  towns  j 

and  as  tbe  principle  bad  been  affirmed—* 
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thai  the  afikirs  of  towns  Qhould  be  governed 
by  the  inhabitants  of  towns,  he  could  nut 
understand  why  the  affairs  of  counties 
were  not  to  be  governed  by  the  inhabitants 
of  counties;  they  were  governed  on  the 
principle  of  representation  in  towns«  and 
they  ought  to  be  governed  on  the  same 
principle  in  counties.  Those,  therefore, 
who  shoutd  vote  against  this  measure 
would  vote  against  representation,  would 
vote  against  responsibility  through  repre- 
sentation to  the  persons  taxed,  and  were 
eoeoHes  to  real  responsibility. 

Mr.  Edward  Buller  declared,  that  if  any 
thing  had  been  wanting  to  induce  him  to 
Tote  against  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill 
before  the  House,  it  would  have  been  sup- 
plied, by  the  speech  which  he  had  just 
ueard.  Me  protested  against  this  Bill,  or 
anv  Bill  which,  under  pretence  of  regu- 
lating County-rates,  would  abolish  the 
Dreseut  system  of  county  magistrates.  If 
the  Bill  were  to  become  law,  it  would  be 
impossible  for  the  magistrates  to  discharge 
their  duties,  and  therefore  he  should 
oppose  it.  He  had  always  held  that 
justice  should  emanate  from  the  Crown, 
and  therefore  he  should  vote  against  the 
measure. 

.  Mr.  Bung  objected  to  every  clause  of  the 
Bill,  and  tnerefore  thought  it  would  be 
more  candid  and  explicit  m  him  to  vote  at 
once  against  the  second  reading.  He  did 
hot  think  that  the  magistracy  of  England 
deserved  to  be  disgraced  by  such  a  Bill. 
He  was  satisfied  with  the  magistrates  of 
his  own  county,  who,  in  conformity  with 
the  obligation  imposed  on  them  by  an  Act 
of  Parliament  passed  fifteen  years  ago, 
published  their  accounts  every  three 
xnonths»  and  sent  them  to  the  overseers  of 
each  parish.  It  was  true  that  there  had 
been  an  increase  of  the  rates  in  the  county, 
but  he  could  account  for  every  shilling. 
The  increase  waa  owing  to  the  expenses  of 
building  the  House  of  Correction,  the 
Lunatic  Asylum^  and  the  Westminster 
Bridewell.  The  money  for  the  erectioa  of 
the  first  had  been  raised  by  a  tontine, 
which  would  soon  become  extinct;  the 
sums  expended  on  the  second  had  been 
raised  in  the  ordinary  way,  and  not  only 
¥ras  the  interest  paia,  but  one-fourteenth 
of  the  capital  paid  off  every  year.      Seven 

fears  haa  elapsed  since  the  money  had  been 
orrowed,  and  in  seven  years  more  the 
Xunatic  Asylum  would  have  been  paid  for 
by  the  county*  Of  this  asylum,  too,  he 
must  remarlc,  that  the  system  adopted  by 

»«  magistratei  «dwiaistering  its  ^flairs, 


was  much  more  economical  thati  that 
formerly  followed  by  the  overseers.  The 
accounts  were  public,  everybody  mi^ht  see 
them  four  times  a-ycar ;  be  had  heard  no 
complaint  of  improper  expenditure,  and  he 
did  not  think  th'it  any  could  be  substan- 
tiated. He  therefore,  notwithstanding  his 
regard  for  his  hon.  Collei^ue,  and  his 
acknowledgment  of  the  services  rendf red 
by  him  to  the  county,  should  vote  against  . 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.    WilUam   Miles   hoped  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  had  found  fault  with  the 
details  of  the  Bill,   would   not  vote  for 
the  principle  of  it.     He  left  it  to  Ihe 
House  to  pronounce  whether  the  un|)aid 
magistracy  of  England  deserved  the  rf>- 
probation  bestowed  on  them  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bath.     7'he  priu.. 
ciple  of  the  Bill,  as  it  appeared  to  him,  had 
not  been  sufficiently  explained.     It  should 
be  considered  whether  any  alteration  at 
all  was  necessary,  and,  if  any,  what  that 
alteration  should  be.     It  should  be  asked 
whether  a  radical  reform  was  required? 
and  whether,  if  it  were  wanted  and  thta 
Bill    adoptedj    there   would   be  a    more 
effectual  control  over,  and  a  more  certain 
diminution    of,  the  expenses,    combined 
with  an  equally  secure  guardianship  of 
person  and  property  ?      It  the  system  did 
really  give  cause  of  complaint,   it  was 
strange  that,  notwithstanding  the  cxcrtioua 
of  the  hon.   Member  for    Middlesex    to 
promulgate  his  Bill  both  last  year  and  tliis« 
the  petitions  on  the  subiect  were  so  few. 
The  hon.    Member    had   introduced  Iiia 
measure  with  four  petitions  from  Mary. 
lebone.      As  a  county  Member,  he  must 
protest  against  a  Member  for  Middlesex^ 
backed   by    the    vt'stry    of   Marylebone, 
dictating  to  the  counties  of  England.  -   If 
he  had  not  seen  in  all  magistrates  and 
bodies  of   magistrates,    a  disposition    to 
redress  grievances^— if  he  had  not  observed 
that  every  quarter  session  was  marked  by 
some  magistrate  rising  to  propose  some^ 
thing  beneficiali  he  might  perhaps  think 
and  act  otherwise.     In  his  own  county 
there  was  either  a  most  complete  aputhy 
on  the  subject  of  expenditure,  or  there  was 
a  perfect  satisfaction  with  the  economy  of 
the  magistrates.       The  working  of  tli« 
system  of  Finance  Committees  had  been 
most  excellent.    He  could  not  see  why  tho 
principle  of  the  Municipal   Reform  Bill 
should  be  introduced  into  counties,  or  why 
this  uncalled-for   experiment    should   Ijq 
forced  on  the  rural    population.     That 
population   looked    oa   the  inagisUiite^ 
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rather  at  aettlers'  of  disputes,  than  as  I 
dis|ien8crs  of  justice;  ami  it  must  be  the 
obvious  interest  of  those  magistrates  not 
to  accumulate  burthens  on  their  own  pro- 
perty aucl  on  their  tenantry.  lie  was 
rather  surprised  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bath,  who  was  a  lawyer, 
should  propound  the  doctrine  that  the 
magistrates  should  court  the  people. 
Msigistrates  to  court  the  people,  to  whom 
|hey  were  to  administer  the  law^  and  the 
criminal  law  to  boot !  He  was  not  aware 
that  the  people  were  so  capable  of  forming 
a  dispassionate  opinion*  or  so  likely  to  be 
unbiassed  as  to  justify  this.  He  would 
ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex, 
whether  the  Municipal  Corporation  Re- 
form Bill  was  so  very  popular;  whether 
the  candour  and  ability  of  the  magistrates 
elected  under  it  were  so  unquestioned,  that 
this  uncalIe<l-for  experiment  might  be 
safely  made  in  counties?  It  did  seem 
strange  to  him,  that  no  opinion  ou  \htt 
subject-matter  of  the  Bill  had  been  ex- 
pressed by  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department;  it 
seemed  strange,  because  he  thought  this  a 
subject  which  required  a  decided  opinion 
from  the  noble  Lord.  A  commission 
had  been  appointed  to  inquire  into 
County  .rates*  Two  Members  of  it  he  saw 
amon^  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  That 
commission  had  made  a  report ;  but  the 
noble  Lord  had  not  defended  his  own 
commission;  no»  neither  he,  nor  one 
Cabinet  Minister  was  in  the  House  to 
defend  it.  This,  to  him,  appeared  iudica* 
tive  of  a  determination  to  leave  the 
question  open,  and  to  give  way  to  the 
creation  of  an  elective  magistracy.  He, 
and  his  Friends,  would  not  object  to  a 
Bill  founded  on  the  report  of  the  commis- 
sion ;  no,  they  would  support  any  measure 
for  amending  the  practice  of  the  present 
system,  and  he  (Mr.  Miles)  could  offer 
many  suggestions  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  S/mrv  Lefevre,  though  he  had  been 
a  member  of  the  County* rate  commission, 
did  not  consider  it  his  province  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  founded  on  the  report  of  that  com- 
mission. He  thought  tnat  such  a  Bill 
ought  to  be  introduced  to  the  House  with 
the  full  weight  and  authority  of  bis  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  He  could  not  concur 
in  tne  Bill  of  his  hon.  Friend,  the  Member 
for  Middlesex ;  he  thought  it  impossible  to 
alter  it  with  advantage  in  a  Committee 
up  stairs,  and  therefore  he  should  vote 
against  it.     The  proper  description  of  the 

Bill  weuld  b«  fouud^  as  be  thought^  iu  the 


preamble  to  it.  It  ^asr  there  stated,  that* 
''  the  levying,  collecting,  and  •xpeodiog  of, 
the  County-rates,  would  be  renaered  siore 
certain  y  speedy,  economical,  and  secure,  if, 
&c."  Now,  whatever  he  might  think, 
about  economy,  he  felt  conviDced,  that  if 
the  Bill  were  carried,  the  County-rates^ 
would  be  expended  much  more  certwnly,( 
securely,  and  speedily.  Let  the  House 
meri:Iy  look  to  the  numWr  of  officera  wha 
would  be  appointed,  and  have  to  be  paid 
under  the  Bill ;  let  it  look  at  the  cumbroua 
machinery  of  it,  cumbrous  as  well  as  ex-« 
pensive ;  let  it  look  at  it,  and  reflect  that 
there  were  seven  counties  in  England,  and 
twelve  in  Wales,  which  paid  less  than' 
6,000/.  in  County-rates ;  that  there  wera 
eighteen  counties  in  England,  and  twelvoi 
counties  in  Wales,  in  which  the  amount  ol. 
County-rates  did  not  exceed  10,000/.  In 
all  these  the  expense,  under  the  proposed, 
scheme,  would  be  much  greater  than  it  was 
under  the  present  system.  In  some  par- 
ticulars, they  would  nave  to  nay  100  pec 
cent  additional,  and  more.  Hie  could  not 
concur  in  the  observations  on  the  magifru 
tracy  of  the  county  which  had  fallen  mmi^ 
the  bou.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath  :  he 
knew  it  to  be  composed  of  men  of  all  poli^ 
tics,  all  anxious  to  promote  the  happiness 
of  the  people.  The  hon.  Member  for  Mid« 
dlesex  had  gone  for  a  precedent  to  a  tima 
beyond  Edward  3rd.  In  order  to  find  out 
institutions  adapted  to  the  ^irlt  of  tho 
nineteenth  century,  that  hon.  Member  had 
searched  among  the  precedents  of  the  four^ 
tcenth.  He  was  only  surprised  that  oqq^ 
step  further  back  had  not  been  taken  bj^ 
the  hon.  Member— that,  as  in  tbe  times  oC 
our  Saxon  ancestors,  magistrates  an4 
bishops  were  elective,  he  (Mr.  Hume)  had 
not  included  bishops  also  in  his  Bill.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath  had 
said,  that  tbe  magistracy  of  England  was  i^ 
nuisance ;  a  portion  of  it  might  be  so,  bul; 
tliat  portion  was  composed  of  the  popu^ 
larity-hunting  magistrates.  To  tlie  popui^ 
larity-hunting  magistrates  half  the  abuses 
of  the  old. system  were  to  be  attributed  ;' 
'twas  they  who,  to  increase  their  own  fame« 
put  their  hands  into  the  pockets  of  th^ 
rate-])ayerd,  and  fostered  the  system  of 
compulsory  charity.  He  would  never  givd 
his  consent  to  making  the  magistrates  eleci^ 
tive ;  he  would  always  maintain  that  tb^ 
ministers  of  justice  should  be  appointed  bjf 
the  Executive.  While  there  were  aeverid 
counties  to  the  financial  management  of 
which  he  had  no  objection  to  make,  tk 
were  others  io  which  du«  ttrictiiess 
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not  been  obeenred.  He  bad,  tberefore^ 
recommended,  that  a  person  should  be  ap- 
pointed by  the  board  of  guardians  to  act 
with  the  magistrates  at  sessions  ;  and  he 
did  not  conceive  that  any  exception  would 
be  taken  to  that  recommendation.  Several 
other  propositions  had  also  been  made  by 
the  County-rate  commission  which  would 
tend  to  lessen  the  rates.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Officer  (Colonel  Wood)  wished  to 
throw  the  expenses  of  the  administration 
of  the  criminal  law  on  the  Consolidated 
Fund;  he  was  of  opinion  that  the  Govern- 
ment ought  to  undertake  the  charge  of  the 
gaols,  but  that  the  counties  ought  to  bear 
the  expenses  of  prosecution.  This  latter 
charge  would  be  considerably  reduced  by 
the  appointment  of  county  recorders.  He 
also  Uiought,  that  the  rate  might  be  levied 
in  a  less  costly  manner.  He  was  quite 
sure  that  if  this  Bill  passed  through  the 
present  stage,  and  was  sent  to  a  Committee 
up  stairs,  it  would  be  so  altered  there  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  would  take 
the  same  course  as  that  pursued  by  the 
bon.  Member  for  Hertfordshire,  and  dis- 
own the  Bill, 

Mr.  Lennard,  in  supporting  the  Bill, 
begged  it  to  be  understood  that  he  cast  no 
reflections  on  the  magistrates  of  England. 
But  he  suj^ported  it  for  the  sake  of  the 
principle  involved  in  it ;  namely,  that 
where  there  was  taxation  there  ought  to 
be  representation  ;  that  there  ought  to  be 
popular  control  in  every  case  where  public 
money  was  expended.  The  evil  of  tbe  pre- 
sent system  was,  that  any  number  of  gen- 
tlemen arbitrarily  nominated  by  the  Lord- 
Lieutenants  of  counties,  had  tiie  power  of 
raising  money  and  spending  it  as  they 
thoueht  fit.  This  was  a  state  of  things 
whi(£  he  thought  most  unsatisfactory  and 
nnconstitntionsJ ;  and  this  power  in  the 
magistrates,  whether  it  had  been  abused 
or  not,  was  so  objectionable  in  principle, 
that  be  thought  it  ought  no  longer  to  be 
retained.  It  had  been  said,  that  the  ob- 
ject of  the  Bill  was  to  introduce  into 
counties  the  practice  which  now  prevailed 
in  boroughs.  He  believed  that  practice  to 
be  a  very  beneficial  one,  and  he  should  be 
glad  to  see  it  extended  to  the  whole  coun- 
try, since  nothing  was,  in  his  opinion,  more 
desirable  than  to  accustom  the  people  to 
tbe  management  of  their  own  amdrs,  and 
to  self-government.  He  would  not  say, 
that  the  large  power  now  enjoyed  by  ma- 
gi**™te8  was  an  usurpation,  for  it  had  been 
o^nferred  upon  them  by  successive  Acts  of 
fariiament;  but  be  was  sure,  if  we  had 


now  to  legislate  upon  the  subjject  de  tumo^ 
no  one  would  think  of  conferring  upon  an 
irresponsible  body,  such  as  the  magistrates 
of  England  were,  the  very  large  and  unli* 
mi  ted  powers  they  now  enjoyed.  He  was 
sure  that  a  board  for  the  management  of 
County-rates,  such  as  that  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Middlesex,  would  be  satis- 
factory to  the  public,  and  would  remove 
much  distrust  that  now  existed  ;  and  it 
was  on  that  account  he  gave  the  Bill 
his  support. 

Mr.  Tulk  ssad,  that  so  far  as  his  obser- 
vation went,  no  body  of  men  could  have 
acted  more  honourably  than  the  magistrates 
of  this  country.  He  must  say,  that  he  had 
remarked,  that  gentlemen  of  all  parties 
r  to  save  and  economise  the  funds 


were 

which  In  their  capacity  as  magistrates 
they  had  to  administer.  But  when  he 
said  this,  at  the  same  time  he  must  ob- 
serve, that  it  was  a  matter  of  importance 
whether  that  control  should  be  exercised 
subject  to  the  superintendence  of  the  rate- 
payers or  not.  The  principle  of  the  Bill, 
m  his  opinion,  was  so  good,  that  he  sbould 
vote  for  the  second  reading  of  it.  He 
wished  to  see  the  election  principle  carried 
out  as  far  as  possible  throughout  the 
country.  That  principle  had  been  carried 
into  operation  in  the  corporations  of  Eng- 
land and  Scotland.  Why,  then,  not  apply 
it  to  counties  ?  Till  that  was  done,  the 
rate-payers  would  not  be  satisfied  that 
their  interests  would  be  attended  to  as  they 
ought  to  be*  He  thought  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Middlesex  had  not  been  fairly 
treated  in  this  debate.  Some  hon.  Glen-* 
tiemen  had  either  mistaken,  or  chose  to 
mistake  the  principle  of  the  Bill.  They 
argued  as  if  nomination  for  the  choice  of 
the  Crown  and  election  were  one  and  the 
same  thing.  He  wished,  however,  that 
his  hon.  Friend  had  not  made  this  Bill  so 
complicated,  and  if  he  would  simplify  the 
details,  he  was  quite  sure  that  be  would 

carry  it. 

Mr.  James  had  no  intention  of  saying 
anythinffin  disparagement  of  the  magis* 
trates  of  England  ;  be  had  been  a  magis- 
trate of  the  county  of  Cumberland  for 
twenty  years,  and  he  was  not  going  to  cast 
any  discredit  on  his  own  order.  He  was 
quite  sure  that  if  the  magisterial  office 
were  taken  out  of  the  hands  of  the  present 
magistracy,  the  rate-payers  would  be  tbe 
worse  for  it,  because,  if  the  magistrates 
were  like  the  magistrates  of  Cumberland 
and  Middlesex,  they  had  always  done  their 

dutv«    But  he  bdieved  that  if  tbe  electioa 
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rested  with  the  rate-payers  they  would  re- 
collect that^  and  therefore  hon.  Gentlemen 
need  not  be  so  sensitive  on  this  point  The 
details  of  the  Bill  certainly  might  require 
consideration  in  Committee,  but  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill  was  a  good  one,  and  he 
should  accordingly  give  his  rote  in  favour 
of  the  second  reading.  • 

Mr.  Goulhum  said,  that  ajflcr  the  full 
discussion  which  this  measure  had  received, 
he  should  not  trespass  ui)on  the  patience 
of  the  House  with  many  observations.  He 
could  not  help  wishing,  however,  that  this 
discussion  had  taken  place  in  the  presence 
of  some  Member  of  the  Government ;  at 
least,  of  that  Member  of  it  in  whose 
hands  was  placed  the  control  and  superin- 
tendence of  the  magistracy  of  the  country, 
in  order  that  it  might  be  made  known  that 
ihie  measure  either  had  the  support  or  the 
opposition  of  Ministers.  He  was  aware, 
from  disclosures  which  had  been  made  on 
the  preceding  evening,  that  Wednesdays 
were  dedicated  by  the  Government  to  avo- 
cations not  altogether  disconnected  with 
business,  but  yet  partaking  of  a  festive 
character.  He  did  not  wish  to  interfere 
with  the  relaxation  of  those,  who,  in  the 
present  situation  of  affairs,  conducted  the 
business  of  the  country,  and  he  had,  there- 
fore, waited  till  the  present  Hour  of  the 
evening,  in  the  hope  that  the  noble  Lord 
would  make  his  appearance  in  the  House, 
and,  with  increased  alacrity  and  refreshed 
and  reanimated  by  the  grateful  relaxation 
in  which  he  had  indulged,  would  be  pre- 
pared to  state  the  opinion  of  the  Govern- 
ment on  the  measure.  This  was  no  ordi- 
nary measure,  to  be  left  to  any  Member  to 
deal  with  as  his  fancy  or  caprice  might 
dictate.  The  Government  themselves  had 
not  so  considered  it  They  appointed  a 
commission  to  inquire  into  the  subject 
two  years  ago,  and  they  had  transmitted 
the  report  of  that  commission  and  the  pre- 
sent  Bill  to  the  different  quarter  sessions 
of  each  county>  and  required  an  answer  to 
be  sent  to  Lord  John  Russell  at  the  Home, 
office,  acknowledging  the  receipt  of  both. 
He  held  in  his  hand  a  copy  thus  ad- 
dressed, 

Mr.  Hume  begged  to  say,  that  it  was 
quite  true  that  he  did  request  the  Home- 
office  to  send  copies  of  this  Bill  and  of  the 
report  of  the  commission  to  the  different 
quarter  sessions ;  but  he  received  an  an. 
swer  from  the  clerks  of  the  office,  that  the 
Govemnient  did  not  choose  to  interfere  in 
the  matter,  and  he  sent  the  copies  himself 

9»  ft  ptirate  indiyidtml. 


Mr.  Goulburn  observed,  that  with  respect 
to  one  copy,  then,  the  hon.  Member  had 
been  too  late  in  arresting  the  progress  of 
his  first  arrangements ;  however,  after  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  Member,  he  would 
not  press  that  point  farther.    He  entirely 
concurred    with    the    hon.    Member    for 
Hampshire,  who  said»  that  he  did  not  see 
why  he  should  be  called  upon  to  explain 
the  reasons  for  the  Report  to  which  the 
Committee  appointed  by  the  Government 
had  agreed.     The  Government  ought  to 
be  called  upon  to  state  what  were  their 
views  and  intentions  on  this  subject,  and 
to    enlighten  the   House  by  an  exposi- 
tion of  the  bearings  of  the  measure.    He 
therefore  did  expect,  that  if  the  noble  Lord 
himself  (Lord  J.  Russell)  was  prevented 
from  attending,  some  Member  of  Govern- 
ment would  have  been  in  the  House  pre- 
pared to  state  the  intentions  of  Govern- 
ment with  respect  to  this  measure.    He 
saw  the   Under-Secretary  for  the   Home 
Department  present,  and,  therefore,  there 
was  yet  hope.    He  indulged  the  confidence 
that  the   House  might  know  from  him 
before  the  debate  closed,  what  were  the 
views  and  opinions  of  the  Government  upon 
this  measure.     For  his  own  part,  he  could 
not  concur  in  the  motion  for  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill,  because  every  Member 
who  had  approved  of  the  principle,  had 
stated  his  disapprobation  of  all  its  details. 
He  could  not  nelp  thinking  that  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  approved  of  the  principle, 
but  disagreed  witn  every  one  of  the  details 
of  the  Bill,  would  act  more  wisely  and  con- 
sistently by  voting  against  the  Bill,  and 
leaving  to  the  Government  to  bring  in 
such  a  measure  as  they  thought  necessary. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  said,  that 
the  present  was  not  a  judicial  question,  but 
merely  a  financial  one.     Why,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  could  not  have  read  his  own 
Bill.     By  the  provisions  of  this  Bill,  the 
sheriffs  of  the  county  were  subjected  to  all 
the  responsibility  of  the  custody  of  the 
prisoners  within  the  county,  but  the  coun. 
cil  were  to  determine  who  should  be  the 
gaolers,  and  what  should  be  the  regulations 
of  the  county  prisons.    The  judges  were  to 
try  the  prisoners,  but  the  constables  were 
to  be  appointed  by  the  council ;  when  they 
were    acting   wrong,   they    were    to    be 
punished  by  the  council ;  and  if  they  did 
right,  by  the  council  they  were  to  lie  re« 
warded.     He  would  not  go  into  the  other 
provisions  of  tliis  Bill.  There  were  at  least 
twenty  other  instances  in  which  similar 
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local  measure,  tliey  declined  to  interfere, 
OB  the  ground  that,  as  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  both  fddes  of  the  House  were  magia. 
truteSi  it  would  be  best  to  leave  them  to 
decide  it  among  themselves.  It  certainly 
appeared  to  him  that  the  Bill  related  only 
to  a  financial  arrangement,  but,  as  he  did 
not  think  himself  called  on  to  enter  more 
at  large  into  the  subject,  all  he  would  say 
was«  that  it  was  his  intention  to  vote  for 
the  motion  of  bis  hon.  Friend  (the  Member 
fur  Middlesex),  because  the  measure  in-^ 
volved  a  principle  of  which  he  approved, 
namely,  that  all  those  who  oontrimited  to 
thcj-ates  should  know  how  their  funds  were 
applied.  While  he  said  this,  he  must  also 
state,  that  there  were  many  parts  of  the  Bill 
to  which  he  should  object  y  but,  as  to  the 
absence  of  his  noble  Friend,  he  considered 
that  that  absence  was  justifiable,  inasmuch, 
as  this  was  not  a  question  into  which  the 
weight  of  Government  ought  to  be  thrown. 
He  regretted  the  observations  which  had 
been  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath, 
and  thought  it  always  ought  to  be  remem« 
bered,  that  nothing  was  more  injudicious 
than  remarks  which  tended  to  bring  those 
in  whose  hands  the  administration  of 
justice  was  placed,  into  contempt,  espe- 
cially in  that  House,  inasmuch  as  such 
remarks  were  calculated  to  shake  ^he  con* 
fidence  the  people  ought  to  have  in  the 
impartial  administration  of  the  law.  He 
should  vote  for  the  second  reading  of  this 
Bill,  but  he  wished  it  to  be  understood, 
that  he  did  so,  without  in  any  manner 
pledging  himself  as  to  its  details. 

Lord  Stanley  would  not  enter  into  the 
discussion  of  the  merits  of  the  BUI, 
although  he  had  a  strong  opinion  with  re- 
gartl  to  it,  but  he  was  satisfied,  that  one 
way  or  the  other,  the  decision  of  the  House 
upon  that  subject  was  one  of  the  greatest 
importance,  involving  as  it  did  the  whole 
maoagetnent  of  the  civil  economy  of  the 
country,  and  of  its  wliole  criminal  and  civil 
jurisdiction.  This  was  the  first  time  that 
it  had  been  stated  in  the  House  of  Com* 
mens,  that  it  was  either  expedient  or  decent 
for  his  Majesty's  Ministers  calling  them* 
selves  the  Government  of  the  country,  to 
abstain  from  expressing,  in  their  places  as 
Ministers  of  the  Crown,  the  views  they 
took  of  the  system  pursued  with  regard  to 
the  magistracy  of  England.  If  any  hon. 
Gentleman  considered  this  measure  unim* 
portant  he  was  quite  at  liberty  to  differ  in 
opinion  from  him ;  but  if  this  Bill  was  iro* 

Srtant,  they  would  not  deny  that  the 
ome  S^retary  ought  to  have  been  in  hia 


place.  If  the  measure  were  itKimportant» 
why  was  a  commission  issued  ?  why  had 
circulars  been  sent  round  ?  why  had  the 
hon.  Member  for  Hampshire  and  other 
Members  of  the  commission  been  aUlcd 
to  express  their  views  upon  the  quea<> 
tion?  The  Government  ought  to  have 
taken  the  initiative,  or,if  they  did  uot  think 
proper  to  take  the  initiative,  at  all  eveota 
they  were  bound  to  take  on  themselves  the 
responsibility  of  sanctiosing  or  oppos- 
ing the  Bill.  The  noble  Lord  at  the  head 
of  the  Home  Department  was  not  present,, 
although  the  question  was  one  which 
affected  the  judicial  character  of  the 
magistracy  ;  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  was 
Under-Secretary  for  that  department,  had 
stated,  indeed,  that  it  was  purely  a  fioaDcial 
question.  Where,  then,  was  the  Chanoelbr 
of  the  Exchequer?  Was  it  a  question  of 
great,  prominent,  political  importance  or 
not }  and  if  so,  why  were  the  Members  of 
the  Government  not  present.^  At  any 
rate  why  was  not  a  representative  of  the 
Home-office  pre:«nt }  What  was  the  duty 
of  the  Home-office  ?  Was  it  not  a  part  of 
its  duties  to  regulate  and  control  the 
magistracy,  and  to  take  care  that  the 
magistrates  discharge  their  duties  ?  Was 
it  not  a  part  of  the  duties  of  the  Home* 
office  to  check  the  magistrates  when  wrong, 
and  to  encourage  them  when  right ;  and 
when  it  was  ascertained  that  they  bad 
discharged  their  duties,  to  defend  them 
before  the  country  ?  The  Home  Secretary 
was  not  there,  but  the  Under*Secretary 
for  that  department  was.  Was  the  House 
to  collect  from  the  Under  Sdcretary's  ol^ 
servations  that  the  Government  thought 
that  this  was  a  question  which  might  be 
left  to  be  settled  by  the  county  magistrates 
who  were  Members  of  that  House  ?  Why, 
tliey  were  the  accused  parties— the  uieu 
who  were  on  their  trial.  Nobody  disputed 
the  weight  which  the  county  magistrates 
had  in  that  House— a  weight  which  they 
rightly  possessed  on  account  of  the 
authority  and  influence  which  their  coii«> 
duct  had  obtained  for  them;  but  the  pre* 
sent  question  was  not  one  which  ought  to 
be  left  to  the  decision  of  the  magistrates 
themselves.  A  charge  was  brought  against 
the  magistrates,  and  the  Government 
ought  to  declare  whether  that  charge  was 
made  with  their  sanction  and  authoritj^ 
They  ought  not  to  wait  till  the  reiectioii  of 
the  Bill,  and  then  say,  '*  We  had  our  owa 
opinion  upon  the  merits  of  the  measure^ 
l)ut  we  left  it  to  be  decided  by  the  county 
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reaiult."  The  Under-Secretary  for  the 
Home  Department^  however^  was  in  the 
House,  and,  cautiously  guarding  his  revela- 
tions as  far  as  the  GoTernmcnt  was  con- 
cerned, he  stated,  though  with  some  hesita- 
tion, that  his  own  opinion  was  in  favour  of 
the  principle  of  the  Bill.  There  were  no 
means  of  thanking  him  for  not  going 
further.  There  was  hardly  any  Member 
who  had  that  night  approved  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill  who  did  not  say,  that  it 
was  impossible  to  carry  its  details  into 
execution.  Now,  he  (Lord  Stanley)  ob- 
jected to  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  beciiuse 
he  considered  that  the  magistrates  of  Eng- 
land had  discharged  their  duty  to  the 
country*  In  his  conscience  he  believed 
that  the  Bill,  if  accepted  in  principle, 
would  cast  a  slur  on  the  magistracy.  That 
slur  would  undoubtedly  come  with  greater 
force,  if  the  presence  of  the  Government 
showed  that  they  were  parties  to  it.  It 
was  true,  that  the  vindication  of  the 
magistracy*"  would  hardly  lose  much  by 
their  absence  on  this  occasion.  But,  in- 
volving as  this  question  did,  the  whole 
social  and  internal  administration  of 
justice,  he  could  not  give  his  consent  to 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill,  in  as  much 
as  he  conceived  that  by  doing  so,  he  should 
be  casting  an  imputation  upon  a  body  of 
men,  against  whom  no  man  could  substan- 
tiate a  charge  of  impure  or  improper  mo- 
tives, and  whose  services  were  not  only  the 
most  important,  but  the  worst  paid  of  any 
dass  of  men  in  the  country. 

Major  BeaucUrk  hardly  considered  it 
decent  to  bring  a  charge  against  any 
individuals  without  knowing  what  reasons 
there  were  for  their  absence.  The  stronger 
the  language  used,  the  more  cautious  ought 
hon.  or  noble  Members  to  be  how  they 
attacked  parties  without  knowing  why 
they  were  absent.  He  did  not  stand  there 
to  say  anything  against  the  magistracy ; 
that  body  was  composed  of  men  of  the 
most  nobfe  and  honourable  character.  He 
happened  to  be  one  himself — one  of  the 
magistracy,  not  one  claiming  a  noble 
character.  Those  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
understood  the  meaning  of  plain  English, 
would  bear  him  out  in  that  assertion.  He 
had  heard  with  great  surprise  the  state* 
ment  of  the  hon.  Member  opposite,  that 
the  tna^stracy,  as  now  appointed,  gave 
satisfaction  to  the  people  of  England.  To 
the  aristocracy  they  might  give  satisfac- 
tion; but  the  middling  classes  of  the 
people  by  no  means  felt  that  satisfiiction  in 
Ifae  maiui^r  of  their  appoiotniQat,  BetectioOi 


and  conduct,  which  some  hon.  Gentlemen 
had  so  loudly  asserted.  He  would  tell 
them  how  the  dissatisfaction  of  the  people 
with  the  magistracy  arose :  they  were  too 
busy  in  using  their  influence  and  authority 
to  forward  electioneering  purposes.  As  a 
proof  of  it,  he  would  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  [the  conduct  of  the  magis- 
tracy of  the  county  of  Surrey,  who  had 
joined  and  linked  themselves  together  to 
turn  him  out  of  the  scat  which  he  then 
had  the  honour  to  occupy.  He  was  cer- 
tain that  they  did  every  thing  in  their 
power  to  produce  that  result;  but,  unfor« 
tunately  for  themselves,  their  exertions 
were  a  failure.  If  the  people  had  any 
voice  ill  the  election  of  their  magistrates, 
he  was  certain  that  they  would  return  few 
of  the  magistracy  wno  had  combined 
together  to  refuse  them  their  due  share  in 
the  representation.  He  did  not  agree 
with  many  parts  of  the  attack  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bath  had  made  upon  the 
county  magistracy ;  but  still  he  must  say, 
that  the  dissatisfaction  which  they  excited 
among  the  middling  classes,  would  not  be 
so  general  if  they  were  not  so  peculiarly  of 
one  character.  It  was  a  notorious  fact, 
that  the  Lord- Lieutenants  of  counties, 
who  were  principally  Tories,  appointed  no 
gentlemen*  to  the  magistracy  save  those 
who  professed  the  same  politics  with  them- 
selves. He  repeated  that  such  was  the 
fact.  It  was  very  true  that  the  same 
thing  was  done  by  Whig  Lord-Lieutenants, 
whenever  they  had  the  opportunity ;  and 
it  was  a  practice  which  was  as  blameable 
in  them  as  in  their  political  antagonists. 
He  was  quite  sure  that  no  man  would 
venture  to  assert,  that  he  could  not  point 
out  a  certain  county  in  which  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  had  steadily  adhered  to  his 
determination  of  never  making  a  Reformer 
a  magistrate. 

Mr.Efrar/rose  amidst  cries  of  "Oh,  oh  !** 
and  ''Question!"  The  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  might  continue  their  cries  as  lone 
as  they  pleased,  but  he  was  determined 
that  they  should  not  put  htm  down  by 
their  clamour.  As  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  were  beginning  to  behave  with 
that  decorum  which  was  necessary  to 
qualify  them  for  their  duties  as  represcnla* 
fives  of  the  people,  he  would  proceed  to 
express  his  opinions  briefly  upon  this  Bill. 
He  had  many  times  had  occasion  to 
acknowledge  the  kindness  and  courtesy  of 
the  noble  Lord  opposite,  with  whom  he 
had  once  had  ties  which  he  could  not 

easily  forget,  He  was  pftytog  ^  oQinpIimcoti 
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a  rinoere  compliment,  to  the  courtesy  of 
the  noble  Lora,  and  he  was  therefore  not 
a  little  surprised  at  the  want  of  courtesy, 
and  he  might  erensaythe  bitterness^  with 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  commented  on 
the  absence  of  his  noble  Friend  at  the  head 
of  the  Home  Department.  He  was  not 
there  as  a  defender  of  the  Government, 
but  if  comments  were  to  be  made  on  the 
absence  of  the  Home  Secretary  that 
evening,  he  might  be  permitted  to  regret 
the  absence  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the 
Member  for  Tamworth,  who  had  been 
Home  Secretary  for  many  years,  and  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for 
Cumberland,  both  of  whom  had  formerly 
expressed  great  interest  on  this  subiect 
If  the  noble  Lord  was  justified  in  making 
his  attack  on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the 
House,  surely  he  was  justified  in  recipro- 
cating the  attack.  He  contended,  that 
the  long  and  bitter  philippic  which  the 
noble  Lord  had  delivered  against  his  noble 
Friend,  was  not  in  any  way  connected  with 
the  question  before  the  House.  That 
question  was,  whether  the  principle  of 
popular  government,  which  the  House 
had  sanctioned  in  the  Bill  for  the  adminis- 
tration of  municipal  bodies,  was  to  be 
extended  to  the  county  magistracy,  and 
out  of  that  question  arose  another — whe- 
ther the  conduct  of  that  magistracy  was 
as  pure  and  unimpeachable  as  it  had  been 
that  night  represented  to  be.  For  his 
own  part,  he  must  say,  that  he  had  seen 
enough  of  the  magistracy  to  be  convinced 
that  their  conduct  in  the  administration 
of  justice  was  not  that  which  it  ought  to 
be.  He  thought  that  the  people  should 
enjoy  the  benefit  of  the  principle  of  repre- 
sentation in  the  choice  of  their  county 
magistrates,  as  fully  as  they  did  in  the 
choice  of  their  corporate  magistrates  in 
towns  and  cities.  He  was  convinced,  that 
though  the  principle  might  not  meet 
the  approbation  of  that  House,  it  would 
meet  the  approbation  of  the  country,  and 
he  was  likely  convinced  that  some  other 
House  of  Commons  would  pass  a  Bill 
founded  upon  it  before  many  years  were 
over,  even  though  the  present  House 
should  determine  to  reject  the  measure  of 
his  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Middlesex. 
Mr.  Brotherton  hoped  that  the  House 
would  listen  to  him  on  the  present  occasion 
with  the  same  pleasure  with  which  they 
generally  listened  to  him  when  he  rose  to 
speak  last.  He  should  not  have  risen  had 
he  not  been  anxious  to  correct  a  statement 
made  by  a  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite, 


respecting  the  amount  of  expense  incurred 
in  the  county  of  Lancaster  for  county 
bridges  or  county  police.  It  appeared 
from  a  Parliamentary  Return,  made  last 
year,  that  for  the  four  preceding  years  an 
expense  of  24,000Z.  was  incurred  in  Lan- 
cashire under  that  head.  The  average  ex-* 
penditure  of  each  of  those  four  years  was, 
therefore,  6,000/.;  but  during  the  last  year 
it  had  only  been  3,000/.  Though  the  Bill 
was  unpopular  in  the  House,  and  though 
he  could  himself  have  wished  for  more 
simple  machinery  to  carry  it  into  effect,  he 
should  most  cheerfully  give  it  his  support. 

Mr.  Beneli  declared  his  intention  to 
oppose  this  Bill.  He  defended  the  magis- 
tracy from  the  attacks  which  had  been 
made  upon  them  that  evening,  and  called 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  fact  that 
not  one  single  proof  had  been  adduced  in 
justification  of  those  attacks.  He  was  cer- 
tain that  the  people  were  quite  content 
with  their  present  control  over  the  magis- 
tracy. . 

Mr.  VUliers  was  decidedly  in  favour  of 
this  Bill, which  instead  of  being  an  innova. 
tion,  was  only  a  restoration  of  the  ancient 
practice  of  tne  constitution.  He  denied 
that  the  people  had  at  present  any  control 
over  the  county  magistracy.  The  only 
check  on  the  county  magistracy  was  derived 
from  the  publicity  of  their  proceedings; 
for  everybody  knew  that  the  check  upon 
them  in  the  courts  of  law  were  merely 
nominal.  He  asserted,  upon  the  authority 
of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North 
Warwickshire,  who  had  the  experience  of 
fifteen  years  as  chairman  at  the  quarter 
sessions  for  that  county,  that  the  county 
magistracy  were  unfit  for  the  administra- 
tion of  justice. 

Sir  Eardley  Wilmot  intimated  to  the 
hon.  Member  that  he  had  never  made  any 
such  declaration. 

Mr.  ViUiers  was  under  the  impression, 
that  on  a  former  occasion  his  hon.  Friend 
had  made  such  a  declaration.  In  a  conver- 
sation which  occurred  during  the  present 
Session  on  this  Bill  his  hon.  Friena  stated 
that  in  his  opinion  be  did  not  go  far  enough 
and  that  something  more  was  wanted,  for 
whenever  he  (Sir  £.  Wilmot)  wanted  the 
county  magistrates  to  assist  him  in  a  case 
of  criminal  justice,  they  regularly  shrunk 
from  the  responsibility. 

Sir  Eardley  Wilmoti  The  hon.  Member 
is  making  a  personal  attack  on  me,  and 
therefore  I  beg  leave  to  say  that  I  never — 

The  Speaker  called  tne  hon.  Baronet 
to  order,  and  informed  him  that  the  time 
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Ibr  hh  explanation  would  be  after  the  hon. 
Member  bad  concluded  bis  observations. 
Though  the  practice  of  interrupting  hon. 
Members  in  tne  course  of  their  speeches 
had  previdled  rery  much  of  late  years,  it 
Vas  aecidedly  irregular,  and  he  thought  it 
trould  tend  much  to  the  order  of  their 
debates  if  hon.  Members  would  revert  to 
the  old  system  of  hearing  speeches  to  an 
end,  and  then  explaining  or  replying  to  the 
statements  contained  in  them. 

Mr.  Villiers  said,  that  he  had  not  the 
slightest  intention  of  making  any  personal 
attack  on  his  hop.  friend  the  Member  fbr 
North  Warwickshire.  But  it  had  been 
aaidthat  evening,  that  the  conduct  of  the 
magistracy  gave  general  satisfaction ;  and, 
as  he  difrc.'red  from  that  statement^  he 
thousht  that  be  had  a  right  not  only  to 
mention  his  own  experience  on  the  pointy 
btit  also  to  quote,  as  a  supporter  of  the  Bill, 
the  authoritv  of  hts  hon.  friend  the  Mem- 
ber  fbr  Nortn  Warwickshire,  who  had  un- 
questionably said,  that  whenever  a  question 
arose  upon  the  administration  of  the 
county  nuances,  then  a  crowd  of  magis- 
trates were  always  present  to  discuss  it ; 
but  diat  he  could  get  none  of  them  to  assist 
him  whenever  an  important  caseeotineeted 
with  the  criminal  iusttice  of  the  oouotry 
came  befbre  him.  He  contended,  that  it 
was  coeval  with  the  constitution  that 
taxation  and  representation  should  go 
together ;  and  he  was  surprised  to  find  the 
ncmle  Member  of  North  Lancashire  oppos- 
ing that  principle,  which  was  incorporated 
in  this  Bill,  merely  because  be  thought  that 
the  passing  of  it  might  be  construed  into  a 
slur  upon  the  magistracy. 

Sr  Eardletf  IVilmot  felt  himself  called 
upon  to  explain  the  observations  which  had 
fatten  from  him  on  a  former  occasion,  in 
consequence  of  what  had  just  been  said  by 
his  hoD.  Friend.  He  certainly  had  made 
use  of  the  expression  that  this  Bill,  if  it 
were  to  he  made  law,  would  not  go  far 
enough.  He  liad  said  that  this  Bill,  if 
pressed  to  its  full  extent,  would  destroy 
the  judicial  power  of  the  magistracy.  He 
repeated,  the  same  o^nnion  now.  If  the 
Bill  passed,  no  mtigistrate  could  act  in 
a  judicial  oipacity.  An  hon.  Member 
had  said  in  the  course  of  the  evening,  that 
he  would  resign  his  commissiem  of  the 
l^ace  if  the  Bill  passed.  He  (Sir  E.  Wil. 
mot)  said  so  too.  As  to  the  other  part  of 
the  obsen*ation<«  which  he  was  represented 
to  liave  made— lie  meant  that  part  of  them 
yblch  accused  the  magistrates  of  not  being 
Vre9m  at  criminal  trfals-^he  had  only  to 
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observe,  that  he  never  had  said,  and  tha^ 
he  never  could  say,  that  they  were  absent 
because  they  shrunk  from  the  responsibili- 
ties of  their  station.  What  he  had  said 
was  this— that  on  the  first  day  of  the 
session  the  financial,  and  on  the  second 
day  the  judicial,  business  of  his  county  was 
taken.  On  the  first  day  they  had  a  voice 
in  the  management  of  the  business,  and 
therefore  they  attended  as  they  had  some* 
thing  to  do,  whilst  on  the  second  day  the 
chairman  conducted  the  business,  and  they 
failed  to  attend,  because  they  had  nothing 
to  do. 

Lord  Worsley  said,  he  was  not  at  ail  sur. 
prised  that  this  Bill  bad  been  introduced^ 
as  he  had  heard  very  general  complaints 
during  the  last  four  years  that  the  County- 
rates  had  not  been  properiy  applied. 

Mr.  Edward  J,  Sianw  said,  that  he 
should  vote  for  the  second  reading  of  "this 
Bill,  as  he  concurred  in  the  principle  of  it, 
that  there  should  be  some  species  of  repre- 
sentation of  the  rate-payers  in  the  body 
which  imposed  no  small  amottnl  of  taxatton 
upon  th^n.    He  wm  surprised  at  the  op- 

2)sition  wfaidi  the  noble  Member  for  North 
anctthire  had  given  to  this  measure,  Ibr 
that  noble  Lord,  in  the  Bill  which  Im  fasd 
introduced   Ibr    the  regulation  of  grand 
juries  in  Ireland--^bodies  which  in  that 
conotnr  stood  in  the  place,  and  exeeuted 
several  of  the  functions,  of  the  county  ma* 
gtstracy    of   Eo^and — ^had  admitted  the 
principle  of  having  a  number  tit  asManmro 
chosen  by  the  rate-payers  associated  with 
the  grand  juries  in  levying  the  county^ceas. 
He  therefore  called  upon  the  noUe  Lord 
to  admit  in  England  the  principle  whSdi 
he  had  sanctioned  in  Ireland— ^country  to 
which  he  was  sorry  to  say  that  the  noble 
Lord  was  reluctant  to  give  any  species  of 
popular  representation.     He  thought,  that 
the  people  of  England  might  cUim  from 
that  noble  Lord,  as  a  right,  to  have  granted 
to  them  that  species    of   representatioti 
which,  with  all  his  prejudices  against  Ire* 
land,  he  had  felt  himself  unable  to  wfthhofd 
from  the  people  of  Ireland.  Ho  maintaiiic«l 
that  the  fieople  of  Enriand  had  a  right  to 
have  a  vote  in  the  election  of  the  boily 
which  imposed  taxation  ii|H>n  them.    In* 
deed,  the  magistrates  of  England  were  tite 
only  irresponsible  body  which  had  power  to 
impose  and  levy  taxes  upon  the  eoantry. 
He  was  simply  stating    his    reasons  f«Br 
votins  for  the  principle  of  the  Bill     Fle 
would  not  trouble  the   House  furtlier— 1*^ 
would  give  his  vote  for  the  principle    of 
giving  the  {leople  some  representatioia   iit 
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their  local  taxation;  but  trlill^  he  said 
til  is,  he  must  also  say  that  he  differed^  in 
almost  erery  point  of  detail^  from  the  mea- 
sure of  the  non.  Member  for  Middlesex. 
In  voting  for  the  second  reading,  he  pro- 
tested against  btfing  considered  as  pleuged 
to  more  than  the  advocacy  of  tlte  prin- 
ciples, and  he  owned  he  was  surprised 
■at  tlie  hon.  Member  for.  Hertfordshire 
moving  «n  atfkendment  to  put  off  this 
Bill  for  BIX  months,  while,  at  the  same 
time,  he  admitted  the  principle  that 
taxation  and  representationsboulugokand 
in  hand. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  it  was  singular  that 
so  many  hon.  Members  should  admit  the 
principle  of  his  Bill,  and  object  to  the 
detaila,  without,  in  an v  one  instance,  spe- 
cifying which  of  the  (fetalis  they  objected 
to.  He  was  rather  surprised  at  his  lion. 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Cheshire,  being 
in  any  degree  a«toniBhed  at  the  inconsis- 
tency of  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for 
NorUi  Lancashire,  in  conceding  this  prin- 
ciple to  Ireland  when  he  refused  it  to 
England.  The  conduct  of  that  w>ble 
'honi  was  on«  altogether  of  ineonaisteacy. 
While  the  noble  Lord  sat  on  that  (the 
Ministerial }  side  of  the  House,  and,  as  it 
were,  qpell-bound  by  liberal  opinions, 
he  had  given  utterance  to  opinions  as 
liberal  as  the  most  liberal  could  desire; 
but  when  he  changed  his  seat  to  the  other 
side  of  the  House,  his  sentiments  were  as 
Tory-like  as  the  bitterest  Tory  could 
wish.  Hon.  Members  had  accused  him 
of  drawing  an  indictoient  against  the  ma- 
gistrates <S  the  country,  but  the  gentlemen 
wlio  were  considered  to  be  thus  accused 
did  not  act  as  gentlemen  usually  did  by 
sitting  as  judges  in  their  own  cause,  if 
thty  considered  themselves  accu»ed,  he 
called  upon  them  to  leave  the  House.  It 
was  altogether  unfair  that  they  should 
judge  in  a  cause  in  which  they  were  con- 
iserned.  All  he  wanted  was  this-^let  the 
juagistrates  riot  as  mucli  as  they  pleased  in 
their  judicial  power,  but  let  them  not  put 
their  hands  into  the  pockets  of  the  people. 
After  the  hon.  Members  who  had  spoken 
against  the  Bill,  and  had  therefore  mis- 
stated its  objects  and  intentions,  let  them 
allow  it  to '  go  to  a  Committee,  and  he 
should  be  prepared  to  defend  every  one  of 
its  clauses,  and  to  show  that  its  machinery 
would  not  involve  one- fourth  of  the  expense 
now  incurred  in  any  one  county.  Ju  the 
face  of  the  Commons  uf  England,  he 
would  say  to  the  magistrates,  "  Vou  whe 
think    yourselves    arruignetl  —  you    who 


think  this  an  indictment  drawn  against 

you— rise  and  leave  the  Houses" 
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Herbert,  hon.  Sidney 
Heniesi  rt.  hon.  J.  C. 
Hinde,  J.  H. 
Hope,  Henry  T. 
Hotham,  Lord 
Howard,  P>  Ha 
Hughes,  Hughes 
loglis.  Sir  R.  H. 
Irton,  Samuel 
Jerroyn,  Earl 
Johnston,  Andrew 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 


Jones,  Tlieobald 
Kerrison,  Sir  Edward 
Knatchbull,  Sir  £• 
Knight,  H.  G. 
Kttightley,  Sir  C. 
Ij^es^  J.  F. 
Lefevre,  Charles  S. 
Lemon,  Sir  C. 
Lennox,  Lord  G. 
Lennox,  Lord  Arthur 
Lowther,  J.  H. 
Lygon,  Hn.  Gen. 
Manners,  Lord  C. 
Maunsell,  T.  P. 
Miles,  William 
Mordaunt,  Sir  J. 
Moiigan,  Chas.  M.  R. 
Mostyn,  E. 
Neeld,  J. 
Neeld,  John 
Nicholl,  Dr. 
Norreys,  Lord 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Palmer,  Robert 
Palmer,  George 
Parker,  M. 
Parry,  Sir  L.  P. 
Patten,  J.  Wilson 
Pemb^rton,  Thomas 
Pigot,  Robert 
Polhill,  Frederick 
Powell,  Colonel 
Praed,  W.  M. 
Price,  S.  C. 
Rae,  Sir  Wm. 
Reid,  Sir  J.  R. 
Richards,  R. 
Rickford,  W. 
Ross,  Charles 
Ryle,  John 
Sandon,  Lord  Visct. 
Sanford,  E.  A. 
Scott,  Sir  K  D. 
Scott,  Lord  J. 
Sheppard,  T. 
Sibthorp,  Col. 
Sinclair,  Sir  G* 
Smith,  A. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Stanley,  E. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stewart,  John 
Sturt,  Henry  Chas. 
Talfourd,  Serjeant 
Thomas,  Colonel 
Thompson,  Aid. 
Trevor,  hon.  A. 
Twiss,  H. 
Tyrrell,  Sir  J. 
Vere,  Sir  C.  B. 
Vesey,  hon.  T. 
Vivian,  John  Ennit 
Vvvyan,  Sir  R. 
Walpole,  Lord 
Walter,  John 
West,  J.  B. 
Weyland,  Major 


Wigney,  L.  N. 
Wilbrsmam,  B. 
Williams,  Robert 
Williamson,  Sir  H, 
Wilson,  Henry 
Wodehoose,  E. 
Wood,  Colonel 
Worsley,  Lord 


Wrightson,  W.  Battle 
Wyndham,  Wadham 
Yorke,  E.  T. 
Young,  G.  F. 
Young,  Sir  W. 

TELI^EXS* 

_.  ton,  Rowland 
Wilmol,  Sir  J.  E. 


Court  of  Ssssxoir  (Scotland).^ 
The  IjotA  Advocate  moved,  that  the 
House  should  go  into  Cominittee  on  the 
Coart  of  Session  (Scotlaod)  Bill, 

Mr.  ii.  Trevor :  After  the  unjast  course 
which  the  House  had  taken,  in  not  allow* 
ing  the  hon.  Member  for  Coyenti^  to  pro- 
ceed with  bis  measure,  should  divide  the 
House  on  the  question  of  adjournment. 

The  Lord  Advocate  observed,  that  he 
was  not  aware  that  it  was  intended  to  op- 
pose this  Bill,  or  that  there  would  be  any 
discussion  upon  it  in  Committee ;  and  the 
rule  the  House  had  acted  upon  was,  that 
where  no  opposition  was  Intimated,  the 
business  of  the  House  was  aRowed  to  pro- 
ceed. 

House  in  Committee. 

Sir  WUUam  Rae  asked,  and  he  would 
have  put  the  question  to  the  Secretary  of 
Stnte  had  he  been  present,  whether  the 
vacancy  occasioned  by  the  death  of  Mr. 
Holland,  one  of  the  principal  clerks  of  Ses- 
sion, had  been  filled  up. 

The  Lord  Advocate  said,  that  the  va- 
cancy had  been  filled  up,  and  that  in  the 
commission  to  the  person  appointed,  there 
was  a  Clause  that  lie  should  perfmm  any 
additional  duties  that  might  be  Imposed 
upon  him  by  the  Legislature  or  Secretary 
of  State.  That  this  enabled  him,  in  a  sul^- 
sequent  Clause,  which  he  would  move,  to 
annex  additional  duties  to  the  junior  prin- 
cipal clerk,  which  he  could  not  do  in  Uie 
case  of  those  clerks  who  had  been  selected, 
and  received  their  appointments  without 
reference  to  any  such  additional  duties. 

Sir  George  Clerk  asked,  whether  one  of 
the  jury  clerks  was  not  fit  to  perform  the 
duties  of  the  office;  and  as  they  were  to 
be  reduced  by  the  Bill,  a  saving  would 
have  arisen  from  that  appointment,  &nd 
the  reductions  proposed  would  sooner  take 
efiect. 

Mr.  Arthur  Trevor  said,  that  as  hon. 
Members  were  going  into  the  discnsnon 
of  the  measure,  he  would  move  that  the 
Chairman  do  report  progr^ssi,  and  ask 
leave  to  sit  again. 

Mr.  Cumming  Bruce  sud,  that  he  had 
before  reqnestra  his  hon.  Friend  not  to 
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stop  tbe  progress  .of  the  Bill;  but  now 
that  be  found  it  was  discussed  contrary  to 
the  understandings  and  when  he  also  found 
that  the  appointment  already  named  was 
given  to  the  late  editor  of  the  Edinburgh 
Review,  thus  passing  over  others  who  had 
been  removed  from  office  on  retired  sala- 
ries, he  would  not  object  to  his  hon.  Friend 
persisting  in  his  Motion  to  report  pro- 
gress. 

The  Lord  Advocate  stated^  in  reply  to 
the ,  observations^  that  the  most  serious 
objections  which  had  been  urged  by  the 
Judges  and  the  heads  of  the  Committee  to 
whom  the  working  of  the  Bill  must  be 
intrusted,  was,  that  it  had  reduced  the 
establishment  of  clerks  a  great  deal  too 
low.  Two  prindpal  and  two  deputy 
clerks  were  reduced,  and  eventually,  on 
the  death  of  the  jury  clerks,  their  situa- 
tions were  not  to  be  filled  up.  The  jury 
clerks  had,  therefore,  been  retained,  that 
no  inconvenience  might  be  felt  from  the 
immediate  operation  of  the  Bill,  so  far  as 
regarded  jurv  cases,  and  he  proceeded  on 
the  ground  that^  before  the  country  would 
be  deprived  of  the  services  of  those  persons 
who  had  been  selected  with  a  view  to  jury 
trial,  the  other  clerks  would  have  an  op- 
portunity of  making  themselves  fullj  ac- 
quainted with  those  duties.  The  eighth 
Clause  of  the  Bill  provided  for  that  case. 
He  had  carried  reduction,  as  for  as  was 
safe  or  practicable  in  this  and  ever^  other 
provision  of  the  Bill,  consistently  with  due 
regard  to  the  convenience  and  advantage 
of  the  suitors  and  the  administration  of 
justice,  and  he  could  not  have  carried  it  so 
to  as  he  had  done,  against  the  remon- 
strances he  had  received  from  the  person 
entitled  to  the  greatest  deferenoe,  if  he 
had  not  retMned  all  the  jury  clerks  for  the 
])erformance  of  their  duties.  He  did  an- 
ticipate, that  from  the  business  being  sim- 
plined  and  fully  understood,  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill  might  take  effect  in  the  event 
of  any  of  the  present  Jury  clerks  being 
hereafter,  by  death  or  otnerwisoi  unable  to 
execute  their  duties;  but,  in  the  mean, 
time,  be  considered  it  important  for  the 
success  of  this  measure  of  retrenchment, 
that  the  jury  clerks  should  continue  to 
peiform  the  duties  in  which  they  were 
trained,  and  that  the  prospective  reduc 
doos  should  be  prorided  for. 

Sir  George  Clerk  said,  that  his  objec- 
tion was,  that  in  a  Bill  which*  went  to 
consolidate  offices,  this  new  appointment 
should  have  been  made  instead  of  making 
a  selection  from  the  officers  who  had  held 
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appointments  in  the  Court,  and  who  were 
now  on  retired  salaries. 

House  resumed;  the  Committee  to  sit 
again. 
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HOUSE  OF  LORDS, 
Thursday,  April  13,  1837. 

IflNimts.]  PMitioBi  preiented.  By  hotdt  Roixi,  RlDlt' 
DALit  AsHBVRToir,  the  Bishop  of  LoirDoif*  ttw  Dttlw  of 
WcLUHonnr,  and  oUmt  NdUe  Loum,  ftom  tfn  M*  oT 
Thaaet,  Sanim,  Sittingbouxne,  and  other  plaocs.  agaiatl^ 
tad  by  Viioount  Mu^bournb,  Lords  Hath^rtoit* 
BaouoHAir,  and  other  NoUe  Loans,  firom  Haddington* 
and  vailous  other  places,  tor,  the  AboUtton  of  Chui^ 
tatei.— By  Loid  SKauraasnALC,  ftom  tbe  Medieal  Pro- 
fession of  Boltott-Ie-Moor,  for  an  Alteratkm  of  Poor-law* 
Amendment  Act,  with  nspect  to  the  Reaumefalioo  to 
MediealMcn. 

The  Earl  of  Shaftesbury,  in  tbe  abceaca 
of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  took  the  Wooback 
at  a  quarter  before  five  o'clock. 

Mr.  Bemal,  and  others  from  the  Cma- 
mons,  brought  up  the  Municipal  Corpora- 
Uons  (Ireland)  Bill,  tbe  Mutiny  Bill,  the 
Marine  Mutiny  Bill,  the  Penitentiary 
(MiUbank)  Bill,  and  the  Edinburgh  Police 
BUI. 

Mr*  G.  F.  Young,  and  others,  from  the 
Commons,  brought  up  a  message,  request- 
ing their  Lordships  to  permit  Lord  Ellen- 
borough  and  Lord  Glenelg  to  be  examined 
before  a  Select  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
claims  for  compensatioo  of  Captains  Glass- 
poole,  Newall,  and  Barrow,  late  in  the 
East  India  Company's  maritime  service. 

On  the  motion  of  the  Earl  of  Shaftes- 
bury, leave  was  subsequently  given* 

Soon  after  five  o'clock  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor took  the  Woolsack. 

Waht  of  Chvbchss  (Irslavd).] 
The  Earl  of  Bipon  presented  a  petition 
from  the  Bbhop  of  Down  and  Connorp 
and  105  clergymen  of  that  diocese,  com- 
plaining of  the  g^eat  deficiency  of  church 
accommodation  in  that  part  of  Ireland. 
The  petitioners  stated  that  there  were  105 
parishes,  which  afibrded  the  most  inade- 
quate accommodation  for  the  poor  that 
could  be  imagined ;  and  they  further  set 
forth,  that  in  order  to  supply  proper 
accommodation,  it  would  be  necessary 
that  fifly-one  churdies  should  be  repaicedp 
enlarged,  or  built.  They  had  applied  to 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  for  as- 
sistance under  the  Act  of  Parliament,  but 
the  answer  was,  that  they  had  no  means  of 
affording  it.  The  parties  who  made  this 
application  had.  volunteered  to  contribute 
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t6  the  expense,  and  many  othera  had  nt> 
doubt  had  made  ainiHar  offers,  but  their 
appHeatioo  was  fVuitless^  the  Commis- 
sioners not  being  provided  with  any  means 
whatsoever  to  contribute  to  this  important 
object.  What  mode  should  be  adopted  to 
remedy  this  deficiency,  he  was  not  pre- 
pared to  state;  but  it  was  a  most  grievous 
&nd  lamentable  thing  that  the  Church  of 
Ireland  should  be  placed  in  auob  a  situa- 
tion, without  any  means  being  devised  to 
Remedy  it.  The  Commissioners  were  ap- 
pointed, under  an  act  of  Parliament,  to 
provide  especially  for  the  efficiency  of  the 
established  Church  in  Ireland.  That  Act 
of  Parliament  had  now  been  in  exiitenoe 
three  years  and  more,  and  yet  not  a  farthing 
bad  the  Commissioners  been  able  to  afford 
in  furtherance  of  that  important  object. 

The  Marquis  of  Dawnshire  supported  the 
petition.  The  diocese  was  a  large  and 
important  one,  and  the  spiritual  wants  of 
theinhabitanta ought  to  be  attended  to. 

Lord  Hatkerton  did  not  Wish  to  say  any 
diing  on  this  subject  that  was  likely  to 
provoke  discussion.  He  was  disposed  t6 
concur  in  much,  but  not  in  all,  that  had 
fallen  (torn  the  noble  Earl,  tie  agreed 
with  the  noble  Earl  that,  in  this  diocese,  a 
larffe  Protestant  population  was  not  pro* 
peny  accommodated,  and  that  was  the 
reason  why  he  supported  the  Bill  of  last 
year,  by  which  sufficient  funds  would  have 
been  derived  ftom  places  where  there  was 
no  Protestant  population  to  afford  the 
necessary  church  accommodation  in  pa- 
rishes where  there  was. 

The  Earl  of  Haddington  said,  the  noble 
Baron  had  stated  that  he  would  not  intro- 
duce any  point  that  was  likely  to  provoke 
discfissioUj  and  he  had  then  immediately 
alluded  to  the  appropriation  clause,  than 
which  no  subject  was  more  likely  to  create 
dtsoussion.  Re,  however,  would  not  fol- 
low the  example  of  the  noble  Lord,  but  he 
must  say,  with  reference  to  the  church 
question,  that  whenever  be  heard  the  word 
•'surplus,**  it  alwaysstruckhim  to  mean 
"  deficiency.'^ 

The  Earl  of  Ripan  said,  be  had  moved 
for  a  return  of  the  expenditure  of  the 
Church  Commissioners  in  Ireland,  and 
thought  it  should  have  been  supplied  be- 
fore this.  In  respect  to  the  Report  of  the 
Commissioners  themselves,  he  supposed 
that  the  Lord-Lieutenant  had  not  con- 
sidered it  worth  his  while  to  send  it  to 
England. 

Petitioii  laid  on  the  table. 


MtfKlCIPAt       CoR^aftATlOHf      (I»B** 

lakd).]  Vtseottnt  MMourtw  aaiitf,  that 
the  Irish  Municipal  Corporations  Bill  hsv- 
ing  been  brought  up  from  theother  Heofe 
of  Parltametit,  perhaps  it  would  be  con- 
venient for  their  Lordships  then  to  deter- 
mine on  what  day  they  would  take  the 
second  reading.  He  would  move  that  the 
Bill  .be  read  a  first  time  and  printed,  and 
he  would  propose  the  second  reading  on 
Tuesday,  the  ^5th  inst. 

Tlie  Duke  of  WeiUngton  beeped  leave 
to  remind  the  noble  Viscount  of  a  passage 
in  the  King's  speech,  at  the  opening  of  the 
session;  and  also  of  a  paragraph  in  the 
address  in  answer  to  that  speech.     In  the 
speech    these    words    occurred :— '*  His 
Majesty  has  more  especially  commanded 
us  10  bring  under  your  notice  the  state  of 
Ireland,  and  the  wisdom  of  adopting^  all 
such  measures  as  may  ioiprove  the  condi- 
tion of  that  part  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
His  Majesty  recommends  to  your  early 
consideration  the  present  constitutk>n  of 
the  municipal  corporations  of  that  country, 
the  laws  which  regulate  the  collection  of 
tithes,  and  the  difficult,  but  pressing  (Ques- 
tion, of  establishing  some  legal  provision 
for  the  poor,  guarded  by  prudent  regula- 
tions, and  by  such   precautions  against 
abuse,  as  your  experience  and  knowledge 
of  the  subject  enable  you  to  suggest.     His 
Majesty  commits  these  great  interests  into 
your  hands,  in  the  confidence  that  you  will 
be  able  to  frame  laws  in  accordance  with 
the  wishes  of  his  Majesty,  and  the  eapec* 
tatioo  of  h!«  people.    His  Majesty  is  per- 
suaded that,  should  this  hope  be  fulfilled, 
you  will  not  only  contribute  to  the  welfare 
of  Ireland,  but  strengthen  the  law  ami 
constitulicn  of  these  realms,  by  securing 
their  benefits  to  all  classes  of  his  Majesty's 
subjects."    The  answer  to  that  part  of  the 
speech   ran  thus ; — "  Humbly  lo  assim 
your  Majesty  that  we  will  direct  our  atten* 
tion  to  the  state  of  Ireland,  which  your 
Majesty  has  been  graciously  pleased  tobriog 
especially  under  our  notice ;  and,  eonvioeea 
of  the  wisdom  of  adopting  all  such  mes^ 
sures  as  may  improve  the  condition  of  that 
part  of   the  United   Kingdom,  we  will 
take  into  our  early  conaideratioa  the  pm* 
sent  constitution  of  themuoieipal  corpom* 
tions  of  that  country,  the  laws  which  repi* 
late  the  collection  of  tithes,  and  the  drfB- 
cult  but  pressing  question  of  establishing 
some  legal  provitnon  for  the  poor,  guarded 
by  prudent  regulations,  and  by  sech  pee* 
cautiooa  ag«bst  abuse,  ••  pm  eipeiieoM 
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sad  tnowMgs  of  tU  nriaeet  may  laahU 
us  to  svggest :  we  eaanoi  bol  fM  gn^iA 
for  the  cOMdeoce  with  which  yoitt  Majotty 
oomifliti  those  inlefotto  into  our  hands, 
and  wo  are  porsuaded  with  ytant  Majesty, 
that  Aould  we  he  ahie  to  frame  laws  apoa 
these  matters,  in  aceordaace  with  the 
wishes  of  your  Majesty,  and  the  expeeta* 
tions  of  yoor  Majesty's  people^  we  shall 
not  only  contribute  to  the  welfare  of  Ire* 
land,  but  streogthen  the  law  and  oonsii* 
tation  of  these  realms,  by  seewrtng  their 
beoeftta  to  all  classes  of  your  Majesty's 
sabjects."  Now«  it  appeared,  that  of  we 
three  subjects  mentioned  in  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne,  And  in  the  answer  of  that 
Hoase,  one  only  had  been  brought  into 
their  Lordships'  Hoase^-naoiely,  that 
which  related  to  the  Irish  monicipal  cor* 
pemtions*  Another  snbjeot,  the  poet- 
laws,  had,  he  believed,  been  brooght  un- 
der the  consideration  of  the  other  Hdvse  of 
Parliament,  and  stood  on  the  votes.  But 
the  thiid  subject,  which  related  to  Irish 
tithes,  had  not  been  yet  introdaced  to 
either  Hoose.  It  certainly  appeared  to 
hini  that,  before  their  Lordships  were 
oalisd  on  to  diseoss  the  principle  or  details 
of  the  Munioipal  Oorporatione  Bill,  they 
ought  to  hnotr  what  the  nieasares  were 
Whioh  Ministers  intended  to  iatrodace  with 
rebtence  to  the  other  subjeou  alluded  to 
ia  hie  Mmesty's  Speech,  and  in  the  adi* 
diesi.  Under  these  oiroamstanoes,  he 
reqeested  the  noble  Viscount  to  postpone 
the  considerelion  of  ihis  meaiure  to  a  later 
period ;  and  he  wae  the  mora  particularly 
anxious  the  House  should  not  proceed 
with  it  on  a  very  early  day,  because 
a  noble  and  learned  Friend  of  hie  ^Lord 
Lyndhuret),  who  took  a  very  distinguished 
part  in  tb^  diecusston  of  the  measure  last 
year,  wai  absent  on  account  of  a  domeetic 
raiefortone,  and  would  be  unable  to  attend 
ia  his  place  for  aome  days.  Under  all 
these  circumstances,  he  trusted  the  noUe 
visGonni  would  postpone  the  second  read- 
ieg  of  the  Bill  to  some  more  distant  day. 

Viscount  M€lbQ¥tni  said,  that  with  re. 
spoot  to  the  ground  which  the  noble  Duke 
hod  urged  for  a  postpouement  of  the  le- 
cond  reading  of  this  Bill,  and  which  had 
relbrence  to  the  three  measures  elloded  to 
in  bis  Msjestv's  Bpeech  from  the  Throne, 
and  ia  the  Address,  he  did  not  concur  in 
thinking  that  it  was  sufficiently  weighty  to 
induce  a  postponement  tH  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Munioipal  Corporation  Bill, 
As  to  the  three  measures  alluded  to  by  the 


noUe  Duke,  as  reftfved  to  in  bia  M^eiiy'a 
Speech,  he  would  state,  that  one  of  them 
had  been  brought  into  that  Heuse^  and 
was  the  sub^t  oS  their  present  discussion. 
Another  was  the  auestion  of  poor-laws, 
and  the  principle  of  the  BUI  on  tlM^  sub- 
ject had  already  been  fully  opened  in  the 
other  House,  but  it  was  yet  a  question 
whether  or  not  it  should  be  adopled  by 
Parliament.  The  third  was  the  question 
of  tithes,  and  upon  that  subject  a  notice 
would  shortly  be  given  in  the  other  Houae, 
and  the  Bill  would  be  brought  in  ap  soon 
as  the  state  of  the  puUie  business  would 
permit.  He  thought,  therefore,  that  these 
measures  would  1^  before  their  Loidsbipe 
in  quite  sufficient  time  to  decide  npoft 
them  caknly  and  deliberately.  He  greatly 
regretted  Uie  cause  wUeb  prevented  the 
attendance  of  Uie  noUe  and  learned  t4)rd, 
and  he  would  be  moet  happy  to  do  anf* 
tjbing  to  meet  his  eonveaiencei  At  the 
same  time,  pmonal  feeling  could  not  .be 
allowed  lo  weigh  too  much,'  and  courteey 
detnanded  aome  limit,  when  the  co«nti^ 
required  that  measures  of  great  Mbtio 
importance  should  be  expedited,  finder 
these  oirqmstanoss,  he  oeuld  not  rec^o 
from  the  day  which  he  bad  already  fixed 
for  the  seoond  seeding  of  this  BilU 

Lord  Elkmhfi/iroMgk  understood  the  noble 
Visconnt  to  state,  that  all  the  three  mea- 
sures would  be  before  that  Hou^e  before 
the  Irish  Mnnkipal  Bill  wap  disposed  of. 

Viscount  MMwrmi  I  said,  the  two 
otheri  would  be  sent  up  to  this  House  ai 
soon  as  possible. 

Bill  read  a  first  time,  and  ordered  to  be 
read  a  seoond  time  on  the  25th  of  April. 

Viscount  jDvNeoimois  laid  on  the  taUe 
the  return  on  the  subject  of  the  Carloir 
high  sherifis. 

The  Bills  on  the  Uble  were  thfn  for« 
warded  a  stage,  and  their  Loidshipa  ad- 
joovned. 


^mn^nimtm/nm 


UOtJSK  OF  COMMONS, 
fhurtday,  April  1 3, 1 837. 

BaiOHtoK  Railway.  iSTXPiiaNSoii's 
Lime.]  Major  Beauekrk  preeented  a  peti- 
tion from  cefUin  landholders  of  Surrey 
against  this  line. 

Mr.  7.  Dwtcambe  nresepted  a  netition 
from  the  chairman  and  others  of  the  pro- 
visional Committee  of  a  company  for  con.i 
structing  a  railway  from  London  to 
Brighton,  complaining  that  the  sub-com- 
mittee on  standing  orders  had  been  griev* 
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ously  imposed  'upon  by  the  promoters  of 
Stephenson*8  line,  and  prayiog  the  House 
to  appoint  a  Select  Committee  to  inquire 
into  the  conduct  of  these  parties. 

Mr.  Curieis  rose  to  call  the  attention  of 
the' House  to  a  petition  which  he  presented 
two  or  three  days  ago,  and  which  had 
been  printed  with  the  votes.  Its  prayer 
yr2L9j  that  the  House  would  be  pleased  to 
institute  an  inquiry,  by  means  of  a  Select 
Committee,  into  the  evidence  given  before 
the  sub-committee  relative  to  Stephenson's 
line.  Mr.  Mills  had  stated  to  him  that 
morning,  that  there  were,  to  his  know- 
ledge^ no  less  than  thirty-seven  material 
alterations  between  the  plans  left  with  the 
clerk  of  the  peace  for  the  county  of  Surrey, 
and  those  deposited  in  the  private  bill 
Office;  and,' moreover,  he  had  stated  that 
the  petitioners,  whose  petition,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Finsbury  (Mr.  T.  Duncombe), 
had  just  presented,  were  prepared  to  prove 
131  variations  between  these  plans.  Un- 
der these  circumstances,'  he  did  say,  that 
this  was  a  fit  case  for  inquiry;  and  he 
begged  to  state,  that  in  the  c6urse  he  was 
t&kiDg,  he  was  by  uo  means  actuated  by  a 
desire  to  stop  the  progress  of  Stephenson's 
line  before  the  Committee.'  He  was  wholly 
uninterested^  in  these  railways;  and,  as  he 
had '  said  the  other  day,  he  brought  this 
matter  forward  distinctly  as  a  breach  of 
the  privileges  of  the  House,  for  he  did 
deem  it  a  very  grave  Parliamentary  offence 
ibragents  tocome  before  Committees  of  that 
House,  and  state  what  was  untrue.  If  the 
allegations  contained  in  these  petitions 
were  proved,  he  should  not  think  that  the 
parties  received  more  than  their  due,  if 
they  were  confined  to  Newgate  for  the  rest 
of  the  Session.  This,  it  might  be  well  to 
observe,  was  bv  no  means  the  same  case 
to  which  he  had  called  Uie  attention  of  the 
House  on  a  former  day — ^it  was  a  case 
where,  as  he  fully  believed,  false  evidence 
had  been  given  before  the  sub-committee ; 
and  having  the  strongest  assurances  from 
an  engineer,  that  it  was  practicable  to 
prove  131  instances  of  this  false  evidence, 
ne  felt  it  his  duty  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  subject.  So  little  was 
he  interested  in,  or  acquainted  with,  the 
case,  that  he  did  not  even  know  who  were 
the  parties  concerned,  aind  he  only  wished 
for  a  Committee  to  inquire  into  the  case, 
which  could  be  fully  sified  in  an  hour  or 
two.  He  moved  that  a  Select  Committee 
be  qp^KMoted  to  inquire  into  the  matters 


charged  in  this  petition,  and  report  their 
opinion  thereon  to  the  House. 

Sir  G.  Strickland  thought,  that  if  the 
allegations  of  the  petitions  were  true,  it 
would  be  quite  impossible  for  the  House  to 
pass  them  over  in  silence,  because  he  had 
a  very  strong  feeling  of  the  great  injury 
which  parties  occasionally  suffered  from 
the  loose  mode  of  conducting  business  in 
the  Committees  of  that  House.  The  con- 
duct attributed  to  these  agents  would, 
before  a  court  of  justice,  take  the  name  of 
perjury;  but^  as  the  House  did  not  ex- 
amine on  oath,  it  only  amounted  to  a 
breach  of  veracity.  He  thought  the  House, 
nevertheless,  were  bound  to  institute  an 
inquiry,  and  he  should  vote  for  the  motion. 

Sir  E.  Knaichbull  opposed  it.  He  could 
not  but  think  that  the  object  of  this  pro- 
ceeding was  to  get  quit  of  Stephenson's 
line,  and  so  give  the  preference  to  Mr. 
Rennie's. 

Mr.  7.  DtiJicom^  said,  that  with  respect 
to  the  objection  that  this  motion  was  in- 
tended to  raise  obstacles  in  the  way  of 
Stephenson's  line,  he,  for  one,  saw  no 
reason  why,  if  these  allegations  were  proved 
to  be  true,  the  further  progress  of  that  line 
shouki  not  be  obstructed.  In  that  caBd» 
who  would  deny  that  the  Bill  ought  to  be 
thrown  out  ?  Not  one  individual  connected 
with  Stephenson's  line,  not  a  ttngle  boo. 
Member,  had  come  forward  to  contradict 
these  allegations.  If  (as  had  been  olqected) 
Mr.  Mills  had  not  himself  been  damnified 
or  injured  by  the  conduct  of  the  agents,  a 
very  great  injury  had  been  done  to  those 
parties  whose  petition  he  had  that  day 
presented-— the  chairman  and  other  mem- 
bers of  the  provisional  Committee  of  a  com- 
pany for  constructing  a  railway  from  Lon- 
don to  Brighton.  He  thought  the  House, 
consistently  with  what  was  due  to  their 
own  dignity  and  character,  could  not  re- 
fuse their  assent  to  the  motion  of  his  hon. 
Friend. 

Mr.  Oreen  begged  to  suggest,  that  the 
only  point  for  the  consideratfon  of  the 
Committee  was,  not  the  whole  subject 
matter  of  the  petition  (for  it  was  obvious, 
that  they  ought  not  to  go  into  a  great  deal 
relating  to  Mills's  line,  and  to  his  mistakes 
respecting  the  standing  orders,  which 
formed  part  of  the  statements  of  the  peti« 
tion),  but  whether  any  parties  had  deceited 
the  sub-Committee  by  their  statementa 
before  it,  and  who  those  parties  were. 

Lord  George  Lennox  would  aoswer  the 
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statement  of  the  hon.  Member  for  FiBsbury 
(Mr.  T.  Duncorobe),  that  no  one  had  come 
forward  to  deny  the  allegations  of  the 
petitioners,  by  saving  that  no  charge  had 
been  made.  If  they  would  give  him  any 
specific  charge,  he  would  answer  it.  As 
to  speaking  of  131  variations,  it  was  but 
another  mode  of  mystifying  the  inquiry. 
If  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Curteis)  would 
defer  his  motion  till  the  €k>mmittee  ilow 
sitting  on  the  Brighton  Railway  Bills, 
should  have  made  its  report,  then  he  would 
second  the  hon.  Member's  motion  for  a 
Select  Committee  of  Inquiry ;  but  at  pre- 
sent he  trusted  the  House  would  not,  by 
appointing  a  Committee,  prejudice  either 
one  line  or  the  other. 

The  Speaker:  This  is  a  case  in  which 
the  HouBC  ought  to  be  very  cautious.  The 
inquiry  ought  to  be  limited  strictly  to 
investigating  whether  false  evidence  has 
been  given.  It  is  to  be  considered  that 
even  this  inquiry  in  this  stage  of  the  pro- 
ceedings on  the  Bill,  may  involve  the 
House  in  difficulty.  Will  the  House  allow 
a  Bill  to  proceed,  if  it  shall  be  found  that 
false  evidence  has  been  given  ?  Will  it 
stop  the  Bill  when  the  parties  complaining, 
not  only  might,  but  ought  to  have  brought 
the  question  forward,  at  a  time  when  the 
matter  could  have  been  investigated,  with- 
out involving  the  House  in  those  difficul- 
ties? The  House,  therefore,  ought  to 
have  a  very  strong  case  made  out  before 
it  consents  to  enter  upon  such  an  inquiry, 
and  which  must  be  productive  of  so  much 
difficulty  and  embarrassment. 

Mr.  Curteis  having  (by  leave)  with- 
drawn the  first  motion,  begged  to  move, 
that  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
to  inquire  whether  any  false  evidence  had 
been  given  before  the  Sub-Committee, 
with  reference  to  the  observance  of  the 
standing  orders,  by  the  agents  of  Stephen- 
son's line. 

Lord  Staufdey  said,  with  respect  to  any 
arrangements  that  promoters  of  rival  lines 
of  raflways  might  enter  into,  to  refrain 
from  pressing  objections,  on  the  score  of 
observance  of  the  standing  orders,  he 
thought  they  were  the  last  things  which 
that  House  ought  to  sanction,  or  even  to 
allow.  The  question  was  one  of  a  gross 
breach  of  privilege ;  and  the  House  was 
called  upon  to  inquire  whether  or  not 
the  parties  now  actually  before  the  Com- 
mUtee  had  obtained  certain  advantages 
by  means  of  false  statements  made  before 
Ihe  Sub-Committee  respecting  the  stand* 


ing  orders.  He  thought  they  ought  not 
to  interfere  with  the  progress  of  the  Bill. 
The  Committee  ought  to  be  limited  to 
inquire  whether  wilful  fraud  had  been 
committed  by  the  parties  connected  with 
Stephenson's  line;  and  then,  if  they  re- 
ported, that  fraud  had  been  used,  it  would 
be  for  the  House  to  consider  whether 
sufficient  ground  was  laid,  not  for  a  Com- 
mittee, but  for  the  House  to  interfere 
further  in  the  matter.  He  would  not 
object  to  the  appointment  of  a  Select 
Committee,  to  inquire  whether  a  wilful 
breach  of  privilege  had  been  committed.  ^ 

Mr.  Qreene  moved  an  amendment,  that 
the  further  debate  on  this  question  be 
deferred  until  Monday. 

Mr.  T.  Buncombe  observed,  that  the 
discussion  had  originally  stood  for  Tues- 
day, and  had  been  postponed  to  meet,  the* 
wishes  of  thepromotersofStephenson'sline.* 

The  House  divided  on  the  motion  :<-« 
Ayes  73 ;  Noes  51  :   Majority  22. 

Debate  adjourned. 

Penny  Stamp  on  Newspapers.] 
Mr.  Roebuck  rose,  iii  pursuance  of  bis 
notice,  to  move  for  the  appointment  of  a 
Select  Committee,  to  take  into  considera- 
tion the  expediency  of  abolishing  the  penny 
stamp  on  newspapers.  He  placed  his 
proposition  on  the  single  ground,  and  on 
no  other  ground  whatever,  that  it  was 
desirable  to  remove  every  obstruction  to 
the  education  of  the  people.  It  was  the 
duty  of  that  House  so  to  frame  their  pro- 
ceedings as  to  give  every  facility  to  the 
attainment  of  that  object.  The  existence 
of  the  penny  stamp  on  newspapers  was 
unfavourable  to  that  object.  Whoever 
bad  recently  attended  to  the  concerns  of 
this  country,  and  the  world,  must  be 
aware,  that  the  people  took  a  greater  in-^ 
terest  in  political  matters  at  the  present, 
than  they  bad  taken  at  any  former  period* 
As  a  larger  mass  of  people  were  thus 
submitted  to  the  influence  of  education,  it 
was  the  duty  of  every  Government  de« 
serving  the  name  of  Uovemment,  to  do 
all  they  could  so  to  fashion  the  measures 
of  the  Legislature  as  to  give  the  commu- 
nity the  amplest  means  of  instruction  with 
respect  to  that  on  which  they  wished  to 
be  informed,  the  general  concerns  of  the 
community,  social  and  political.  Now, 
what  had  the  present  liberal  Government 
done  to  remove  obstacles  to  the  attatnmetit 
of  knowledge  by  the  people  ?  Had  they 
dpne  all  they  could  for  that  purpose t  No; 
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hui  mbvk  last  year,  for  no  fiscal  purpose^ 
tMy  took  off»gi«At  p%ti  of  the  Mamp-duty 
^  0#w«|Papirs»  tbfiy  Wt  ewHifi;b  of  Uis^t 
du|f  t^f^maa  obsUvcUop  lo  tba  iostruc- 
tip«  gi  (ba  people.  It  had  bees  ackoow* 
MflK^  by  Mioistera  th^t  tb^  existing  duty 
liad  not  been  retained  for  fiscal  purposes. 
Poff  what  purpose  then  ?  Tbe  noble  Jiord 
ftt  the  heed  of  tbe  Govermpent  io  that 
HoM9e  bad  admitted,  ths^t  the  fiscal  was 
the  leest  consideratioo  in  the  way  of  re- 
iaiaing  tbe  preseat  duty ;  and  tbftt  such  a 
pqrpese  ought  never  to  stand  in  the  way 
of  pirtrfia  io«trttctioo»  Wee  it  retarded 
tQ€  the  pmfMMe  of  inaiutainiog  some  par- 
ticular monopoly?  Tbe  London  news- 
papers were,  at  the  .present  momenti  in  bis 
opinion^  a  n&onopolv;  and  perhaps  the 
penny  duts  might  be  retained,  for  the 
perpose  of  keeping  that  monopoly  up. 
Now,  bis  otfect  was,  to  do  away  with  all 
numpoiy,  and  to  give  to  people  in  the 
country,  who  now  took  so  lively  an  interest 
in  political  and  social  mutters,  the  benefit 
of  the  discussion  of  those  matters.  He  was 
deeirons,  therefore,  to  abolish  the  duty 
entirely  &  so  that,  as  in  America,  every 
small  town  should  have  its  newspaper,  in 
which  geneial  and  local  matters  might  be 
freely  discussed.  After  what  had  been 
said  on  tbe  su^ect  in  that  House  by  tbe 
Members  of  bis  Majesty's  Government,  be 
should  be  very  mucn  surprised  if  tbe  right 
lion»  tbe  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  were 
to  get  up  and  declare,  that  he  retained 
the  dtt^  for  fiscal  purposes.  Taking  into 
tbe  nocoHRt  the  increase  in  tbe  duty  on 
ndvertitements,  and  in  tbe  duty  on  paper, 
which  the  augmented  sale  of  newspapers 
winst  pcoduce,  tbe  fiscal  advantage  result- 
ing frees  «ontinuin|[  the  duty  was  e  very 
paltry  consideratioo  mdeed*  But  they  had 
all  amg  shewed  their  carekssness  and 
npmhy  on  the  subject  of  the  education  of 
the  people.  Wby»  es  bed  been  eaid  by 
tbe  nobb  Lord,  who  was  the  leader  of  the 
Tories  in  (be  other  House  of  Parliament, 
vhy  not  take  off  the  remaining  penny  of 
di^y  1  Whai  purpose  could  its  retention 
noswer,  but  to  bring  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
jneni  into  dissepute?  It  could  do  the 
lifjkt  ben.  Gentleman's  budget  no  good. 
By  tbe  measnre  of  last  Session  they  bad 
pot  aeme  thousaiids  of  pounds  into  the 
poekets  of  a  few  monopolists  of  London, 
and  had  done  ike  people  no  service.  He 
OMsd  smtbing  abovt  tbe  education  of  the 
mbi  Ibey  wenU  obtain  inetractkm  under 
nny  ofeeopstinoee.    Qwt  be   wae   very 


solicitous  for  tbe  education  of  tbe  poor; 
and,  es  be  bad  abeady  observed,  be  was 
desirous  that  every  small  town  in  tbe 
country  should  have  its  newspsper.  Tbe 
hopt  Gentlemen  concluded  by. moving  for 
the  ^pointment  of  a  Select  Committee  to 
consider  the  espediency  ef  taking  off  the 
penny-stamp  duty  on  newspapem. 

Tbe  Chancellor  of  the  Exckeftar  fbk 
it  to  be  his  duty  to  oppose  tbe  motion  of 
the  hon*  MemW  for  Bath.  Whoever 
bad  heard  (hat  hon.  Gentleman,  meet 
suppose  thst  his  Muesty's  Goveroment 
wished  to  retain  tbe  oiitv  for  9oaiB  odioms 
purposes  of  their  own.  Nothing  conld  be 
rurther  from  the  fact*  The  stamp^uty 
on  newspapers  was  as  low  at  present  as  it 
was  a  century  ego.  When  the  subject  of 
the  reduction  of  the  stamp-duty  on  news* 
papers  bad  been  first  introduced,  after 
his  coming  into  office,  be  had  stated  his 
fears,  that  the  financial  state  pf  the  ooun«> 
try  would  not  permit  bis  making  sucb 
reduction.  But,  in  a  future  Session,  be 
redeemed  the  pledge  which  be  bad  given 
by  inference  in  a  preceding  one*  Ho 
must  now  say,  that  he  could  not  propoK, 
in  making  auy  new  arrsngement,  |o  ie« 
deem  the  remaining  tax  on  the  article  of 
newspapers,  seeing  that  he  had  already 
made  so  large  a  concession.  He  delended 
its  contiuuance,  moreover,  because  be 
contended,  that  with  respect  to  news* 
papers,  tbe  Goverument  gave  to  news* 
papers  great  advantages  in  exchange  for 
the  tax  which  was  lani  upon  them.  Tbe 
free  circulation  of  newspapers  through  lh« 
General  Post-office  of  this  country,  was 
just  one  of  those  advantages  which  were 
given,  and  one  of  the  means  afforded  to 
improve  the  character  of  the  press,  and 
to  diffuse  political  knowledge  amongst  all 
classes  of  the  community,  Tbe  boo.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath  maintained,  thai 
the  present  law  went  to  establish  a  moni»<» 
poly  of  the  press  of  the  metropolis;  and  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  bad  used  aoenet 
bard  words  in  refemnce  to  the  proprietoin 
of  that  press. 

Mr.  Roebuck  rose  to  order.  He  had 
given  no  description  whatever  of  thone 
perties. 

The  Chancdlor  of  the  Exchequer  re* 
sumed.  Why,  the  bon.  and  learned  Mem* 
her  had  nigued  that  the  effect  of  Ae  pre« 
sent  dut;f  was  to  put  some  thousands  of 
pounds  mto  the  pockets  of  e  few  mono* 
polists  of  London.  By  giving  n  free  cir* 
culation  to  neweptfiere  n  siliMil  cb««o« 
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tor  wu  g\nn  io  ibe  pf#f0  s  bnt  kt  poi  ibe 
^ifHOtfiit  be.  iiniiMl  m^^rely  ta  tbe  meiropo- 
litiA.pnBMr  He  wovkl  now  09II  tb^  b(- 
l#9liw  of  Um  IkHMt  tP  what  bad  been 
Ihejffeelpf  Uia  reduation  of  Uie  duty  m 
nevtpsfNlie  as  MNablfibad  by  (lie  act  of 
ImI  ytty.  They  bad  had  •»«  montbe'  ear 
liaffteMe  of  Ibe  op#mtiof)  of  that  act  In 
Ibo  half  year  eadiog  ibe  ^tb  of  April, 
lhX$  ibe  iNimber  of  oewspefMre  eUwped 
waa  14«S74»000.  Ja  tbe  firei  balf  yw 
doriof  wbieb  bie  eyperio»ei»t  bad  faeeo 
^fied  thai  fiumber  roio  freoi  Hfil^fi(iO  to 
81,390^000 ;  wbii^bsbewad  a  v^  ijierea«B 
9(  oe^fiy  ocia^tburd*  Tbeisefore,  if  Ibe 
oircMktJOfi  of  oewepapeiia  were  a  benefit 
^  U»e  cofiimaoily«  the  boa,  Kembor 
oucbi  W  giyo  bio»  icredU  for  M»e  eucceas  si 
Ue  nitaijiigj  Wheo  4ie  boo*  Gientlemaa 
ooderjEated  the  vaiue  of  the  eaperioieot 
lebieh  iukd  been  nado^  ho  eiuat  eeJl  bif 
aliwiioo  to  the  foilowiog  facts,  to  elu>v 
iho  propees  ivhiob  bad  been  wedo  i-t-Ia 
the  feet  <)iMWter  of  tbo  half  year  io  wbicb 
ibe  fieduetioo  of  doty  bad  take.n  place  the 
iwiQiher  o^  ilaoips  vae  8,36*2^000  ;  aod  io 
the  nooAod  <|oai4or,  eodiog  fith  April  la»t, 
they  afMMHiAed  to  oo  Jeae  thao  L3»00O,OOO. 
&o  that  oot  ooly  w^  tfaere  a  vaet  increase 
•a4»nifiariog  Uie  laet  half  year  wUh  that 
which  had  prooeded  M,  hot  io  eoe»pariog 
the  two  quartecft  of  tfie  last  half  year 
fopacatolythejoiiiBPberefoaefeoio  8,000»000 
to  13,0a0«000.  Take  a  fojther  peoof  of 
what  waa  9fi^g  op,  if  they  aUpwed  the 
peffiiiipt  5»iatoni  to  coAtioae ; — he  foood 
thai  io  Ihe  laat  ^^oarter  o#  the  laat  half 
)war  («»  he  befaee  ataied)  the  oumher  of 
aewepaporeUMopeanoiitttedAo  I3»000«000. 
|«i  the  lasi  haLT  year  prf  vious  to  the  re- 
duelioft  of  the  atanapniuty  tbe  oaiiober  of 
at^MpaJMr  the  whole  of  Great  Brttaio  was 
l^fiMJ)^  aod  odd  ;  ao  that  tbe  Dumber 
of  aU«i#B  ia  the  ^inarter  eikdiag  AprU, 
1837,  W9M  vhhia  1^000/)00  of  what  it 
arae  four  six  laottthe  eikdiog  in  April  laet 
.  Woald  not,  tbw«  the  boo*  Gefttk- 
aibait  these  figures  4eiaon5tcated  a 
beaeielsd  feauk  bom  the  operaiion 
of  the  fweaeni  act?  Bi^  then  the  boo. 
Qoatiewian  aaid,  "  Ob,  hoi  you  have  pot 
dowB  theuwatampofi  y»pei».^'  Now  that  was 
paoiMdy  the  ob^eot  wbioh  he  had  in  Tieaf . 
it  waa  his  ol^ecl  Io  proteot  the  capitalist 
fiott  begig  «Qdeis(^<L  Bi«l  he  shoald  be 
forry  if  it  were  iaiagiaed  that  ibe  fioancial 
yiear  vas  tibe  only  ooo  which  he  took  or 
whioh  gaided  hisi,  faecaiaae  -the  hoiu  aod 
Gooitemaa  had   aery   pioperly 


brought  forward  tbe  nuodber  of  criminal 
prosecutions  to  whieh  infraetiona  of  the 
iate  stamp  acta  had  led.  Retume  to  the 
House  haid  been  made  ahowmg  the  aunt* 
ber  of  persons  Who  bad  been  imprisoned, 
tbe  amount  of  penattiea  thoy  had  iBoarred, 
&o.,  from  year  to  yeai ,  ft>r  vioiatfooa  of 
tbe  law  in  this  reapeot.  And,  as  haA 
been  stated,  thoee  iodividaab  not  only 
violated  the  law,  hot  when  they  were 
punished  they  became  maKyrs  asd  objects 
of  oomioiseratioo.  From  an  t^bstraet  of 
fbe  returns  which  had  been  eailed  far,  il 
appeared  diet  there  had  been  600  and 
upwards  of  persons  oomssilCed  io  the  no* 
tropolis ;  364  comasitted  to  priaoaa  in  dif* 
ferent  parts  of  the  com^  making  964  mtA 
upwards  of  personaoommittadfor  vioUtioM 
of  these  stamp-laws;  and  let  it  be  re* 
membered,  also,  that  there  woes  pnseoeu- 
lioos  in  the  Conrt  of  Exohe^er.  He 
found  the  law  in  diis  state  theiif--4ie  fevod 
that  the  greatest  possible  eviis  asoa*  fimi 
what  were  termed  these  iafraetioos  of  lius 
press.  But  what  was  Che  ekered  atalo  <tf 
ciigumitanoes  now  ?  Why,  since  the  new 
law  cama  into  operatioo  tbesrehadnot  beea 
ooe  prosecudoD-— there  had  faeeo  not  ooa 
press  seized.  No  such  einb  had  resokod 
since  ibe  measure  came  wfa^  operaAioo*  To 
adf  art  to  the  way  in  which  die  cevBooe  hwd 
beeo  aieeted  by  the  change  SNido  ia  the 
law,  be  must  observe  th«t  ebe  radoeeioo  of 
the  dttty  on  newwpapeiSy  ooopied  wMi 
half  tbe  duiy  on  paper,  whieh  was  iwwietsA 
also  to  otto  works  of  lileraitiise,  ha4 
created  io  the  iast  year  owiy«  dtoshiWthMi 
of  8,0001.  oirt  of  a  aum  of  100,0001.  Mk 
objection  had  been  made  to  the  ipipoaithNt 
of  postage  on  newspapers  forwarded  to  m« 
mote  districts.  It  was  asked  why ahotttdlho 
poor  agriewUnrai  ponidatiop  of  the  oonmry 
be  tai^  for  that  wiuch  the  rich  were-Mti 
Tliis  was  a  sub|eet  maiteriaUy  ooooeceed 
Ktdi  the  poatageof  newspapecs,  wMeh  he 
hoped  in  the  present  Session  to-  see  He* 
medied.  it  was  hia  toteneion  to  proposo 
the  Eedactioa  ^  the  penny  Mslagooa 
aewspapem  in  tbe  pveeevt  Seseioa  if  poO' 
sible.  He  belieaed  thae  w9fkk  ao  «rraiife« 
Bsent  woald  gisioe  {preataatiafadioO;  thoi^ 
hoooofeased  be  did  not  yet  see  bis  woy 
dearly  as  to  sohstvtatiiig  a  hand  delhrery 
ia  the  metropolis.  The  hoa.  Memher  ftv 
Bath  well  knew  the  diftoiHy  <here  was  i« 
another  plaee  to  get  the  nseasmo  passed^ 
of  whieh  he  com^amed  as  inetifieiewf .  H 
was  almost  a  miraele  that  the  meaaure  wao 
carried.    Bo  hoped  Htm  thai  horn  €kit« 
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^teman  would  reooHect  thai  the  proposition 
which  he  carried  was  the  ^ry  proposition 
which  had  been  made  bf  friends  of  his  own 
the  year  premus.  He  had  done  all  that 
he  had  promised  to  do.  He  had  done  all 
he  could— he  had  reduced  the  rate  of  tax- 
ation to  what  it  was  in  the  reign  of  Queen 
Anne.  He  must  oppose  the  motion  of  the 
hon.  Member,  and  conclude  by  mov- 
ing, as  an  amendment,  for  accounts  expla- 
natory of  the  effects  produced  on  the 
rcTenue  by  the  change  of  the  law ;  Returns 
of  all  legal  proceedings  against  any 
offenders ;  and  returns  of  persons  com- 
mitted to  prison  (if  any)  under  the  new 
act.  This  would  complete  the  papers 
which  had  been  furnished,  by  showing  an 
honourable  contrast  with  the  former  state 
of  things. 

The  question  having  been  put, 
Mr.  WoJdsy  said,  if  |the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer were  really  so  well  satisfied  with  his 
own  plan,  he  would  ask,  how  could  he 
hesitate  to  knock  off  the  remaining  half  of 
the  tax  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
amied  that  the  people  had  derived  great 
advantages  from  the  free  circulation  of  the 
newspaper  press ;  and  yet  he  had  declared 
against  the  setting  of  the  press  free,  and 
hesitated  to  do  that  which  was  right. 
He  felt  that  the  Radicals  were  placed  in  an 
'Unfortunate  position  since  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  his  colleagues  had  come 
into  office.  They  had  been  in  a  sort  of 
partnership  with  the  present  Ministry, 
aupportiog  them  in  their  good  measures, 
and  hesitating  to  give  that  support  when 
they  disapproved  of  their  proceeaings.  The 
Radicals  were  thus  the  watching,  not  the 
aleeping,  partners  of  the  Ministry,  and 
were  acting)  in  a  most  unfavourable  posi- 
tion. If  they,  in  sincerity,  Idvocated 
those  measures  which  were  likely  to  serve 
the  public  cause,  was  it  not  hard  that  after 
all  these  efforts  on  their  part  they  could 
not  obtam  from  the  Government  one  soli- 
tary supporter  ?  It  was  almost  time  that 
this  state  of  things  should  cease ;  and  it 
was  utterly  impossible  that  it  should  much 
longer  continue.  And  he  could  assure  his 
Majesty's  Ministers  with  much  truth,  that 
the  Radicals  were  subjected  to  very  bitter 
complaints  out  of  doors  for  the  very  quiet, 
easy  part  which  they  took  in  that  House. 
It  was  often  adied  of  them  **  What  matters 
it  to  us  whether  Whigs  or  Tories,  whether 
Comarvatives,  as  thsy  are  called,  or 
**  "'    '    be  in  power,  provided  we  see 


some  good  measures  introduced,  and  some 
Radical  measures  proposed  and  earried.'' 
Now  he  felt  himself  very  often  incapaeita. 
ted  from  giving  a  satisfisetory  answer  to 
thisproposttion.  It  wasimpossible  to  satisfy 
his  friends  on  these  points.  He  had  voted 
against  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  M«nber 
for  Tamworth  when  that  Gentleman  was 
at  the  head  of  the  Government,  on  almost 
erery  occasion,  and  he  believed  he  might 
say  he  should  do  so  again  in  such  a  case 
occurring,  because  he  had  never  approved 
of  the  school  to  which  that  right  hon. 
Gentleman  belonged,  be  not  having  any 
aristocratic  connexions,  and  being  sent  to 
that  House  to  serve  the  cause  of  the  peo- 
ple. And  determined  as  he  was  to  act  up 
to  every  pledge  which  he  had  ever  given, 
it  was  a  matter  of  no  importanoe  to  him 
who  were  in  or  out  of  office,  provided  that 
they  could  get  measures  passed  which  were 
approved  of  out  of  doors.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  told  them  of  the  number 
of  stamps  which  had  been  issued  in  the 
last  six  months,  but  he  had  forgotten  to 
say  how  many  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
papers  had  been  suppressed  by  the  law  of 
last  year,  which  had  been  freely  ciiculaled 
amongst  the  industrious  labouring  dassea 
of  the  community.  He  believed  that  many 
of  the  measures  of  his  Majesty's  Ministers 
were  good,  land  he  believed,  moreover, 
that  better  could  not  be  introduced  by  the 
Radicals  themselves.  But  let  the  House 
look  at  the  state  of  the  country  people 
with  reference  to  one  of  the  best  measanes 
that  ever  was  introduced  into  that  House, 
namely,  that  for  abolishine  the  Gbuich- 
rates.  Only  witness  the  delusion  whieh 
prevailed  in  the  country  on  the  suUect  of 
this  question.  In  some  parts  of  B^giand-— 
in  every  parish,  or  almost  in  every  parish—- 
the  rector,  the  vicar,  or  the  curate,  hud  been 
round  to  the  parishionersmaking  statements 
to  the  people  the  truth  or  falaehoodof  wbioh 
they  had  not  the  means  to  ascertains  In  m 
parish  which  he  had  lately  visited  in  De- 
vonshire the  clergyman  had  called  on  the 
labouring  people,  uid  asked  them  *'  Have 
you  heai3  of  the  Ministerial  measure  re- 
specting Church-rates?  Do  you  know  that 
your  Church  is  to  be  pulled  down?  Are  you 
for  the  Church  ornot.^  This  had  been  done 
[Naanc^  naame  /]  The  places  to  which  his 
observations  had  reference  were,  Mem- 
bury,  Stockland,  and  Yaroombe.  But 
he  would  name  one  instance  further, 
where  a  labouring  man  refused  to  sign  a 
petition  against  the  ministerial  memovo 
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for  tbe  abolition  of  chiirch*rates.  He 
could  not,  indeed  y  write ;  but  the  clergy* 
nan  said  to  him,  "  Oh,  you  will  do  of 
conrse  as  yoar  neighbours  do ;  I  will 
writo  your  name  for  you."  Now,  tbis  he 
belieted  had  been  the  case  in  many 
instances.  For  his  own  part,  be  would 
say,  that  a  more  Conseryative  measure 
than  that  which  the  Ministers  had  intro- 
duced for  the  abolition  of  church-rates 
had  never  been  framed.  The  right  hon.. 
Baronet,  the  Member  for  Cumberland, 
(Sir  James  Graham)  on  a  former  night, 
had  addressed  himself  very  strongly  on 
the  sulHttct  of  the  voluntary  principle; 
and  he  tiad  said,  that  many  of  those  who 
advocated  the  ministerial  plan  were  for 
the  voluntary  principle.  And  so  he  was 
—  he  was  m  favour  of  the  voluntary 
principle,  but  not  to  the  subversion  of 
the  Church  Establishment.  He  believed 
that  if  the  voluntary  principle  were  once 
brought  into  play,  it  would  be  beneficial 
to  the  best  iaterests  of  the  Church,  be- 
eause  it  would  tend  to  awaken  and  im-^ 
prove  tbe  enerries  of  the  ministers  and 
members  of  that  Church.  He  never 
wished  to  weaken  or  disturb  a  single 
pillar  of  the  establishment.  He  denied 
that  the  Radicals  sought  for  or  desired 
the  subversion  of  the  Church.  He  knew 
that  in  the  borough  which  he  had  the 
honour  to  represent  he  had  always  spoken 
in  favour  of  the  Established  Church ;  and 
he  had  yet  to  learn  that  the  mass  of 
Reformers  wished  to  see  the  Church 
destroyed.  But  the  assertion  that  they 
had  any  such  intention  was  made  only 
for  party  purposes.  What  the  Radicals 
desired  was,  that  the  great  mass  of  the 
people  should  have  an  opportunity  to 
understand  the  questions  which  were 
submitted  to  the  consideration  of  that 
House.  At  present  they  had  no  such 
facilities  afiRsrded  them.  The  newspaper 
ought  to  be  the  weekly  book  of  the 
Itdiouring  man,  and  would  be  so  if  he 
bad  the  opportunity  of  reading  it ;  but  let 
hm  tuA  the  principles  of  personal  rights 
and  personal  wrongs.  Of  these  and 
other  subjects  he  was  now  ignorant. 
The  ignorance  of  the  people  in  many 

Sarts  of  the  country  was  so  great  as  to  be 
ardly  credible.  Only  a  liule  while  ago, 
a  farmer  in  Wiltshire  was  asked  how 
many  kings  there  were  reigning  in  Eog- 
laadi  Scotland,  and  Ireland*  '*  Oh  I 
Imd,  Sir,"*  eaid  he,  <<  I  don't  know  how 


many  there  be  now,  but  when  I  was  a' 
boy  there  used  to  be  but  two— -old  King 
George  drd  and  the  Prince  of  Wales. 
Another  was  asked  what  he  understood  by 
the  ballot,  and  what  he  thought  of  it, 
**  Oh,''  said  he,  with  a  knowing  shake  of 
the  head,  "  that's  the  only  fair  way  of 
doing  it ;  all  our  names  be  put  into  a  bat, 
and  his  as  is  drawed  out,  why  he's  the 
Member."  Now,  when  such  answers  as 
these  were  received  upon  matters  which 
were  the  topic  of  discussion,  how  could  it 
be  wondered  at  that  there  were  300  Gen* 
tlemen  professing  Tory  principles  on  the 
opposite  side  of  the  House.  But  give  to 
the  whole  country  the  means  of  acquir- 
ing information  at  a  cheap  and  easy  rate, 
and  he  believed,  not  duly  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel)  would  come 
over  to  that  side  of  the  House,  but  that 
there  would  not  be  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons more  than  ten  Gentlemen  profess- 
ing Tory  principles.  It  was  impossible 
with  an  intelligent  and  well  •informed 
people,  that  Toryism  could  continue  to 
exist  for  a  day.  It  was  opposed  to  all  the 
best  interests  of  tbe  country.  What  was 
Toryism?  He  would  not  wait  to  define 
it ;  but  the  effects  of  a  kindred  principle 
of  policy  and  action  might  be  seen  in  the 
Carlism  of  Spain,  the  Miguelism  of  Por- 
tugal, and  the  autocratic  despotism  of 
Russia  and  Poland.  But  to  return  to 
the  topic  immediately  under  consider- 
ation. His  right  hon.  Friend,  the  Chao^ 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  thought,  that  the 
stamp  upon  newspapers  improved  the 
character  of  the  press— his  right  bon. 
Friend  thought  it  tended  to  make  the 
press  respectable. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
been  misunderstood.  His  argument  was 
this,  nol  that  the  stamp  improved  the 
press,  but  that  the  substitution  of  a 
postage  duty  for  a  stamp  duty  would  de- 
prive the  English  press  of  its  present 
character. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  took  the  opportunity 
afforded  by  the  interruption  of  the  Chan^ 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  of  rising  to  a 
point  of  order.  It  had  often  of  kUeoe* 
curred  to  him  that  they  were  falling  into  a 
bad  habit  of  allowing  Gentlemen  in  the 
midst  of  a  speech  to  offer  explanations, 
which,  according  to  the  rules  of  debate 
ought  to  be  deferred  until  the  speech- was 
concluded.  This  practice  had  a  tendencqf 
to  interrupt  the  train  of  aigunent  in  the 
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mhA  of  lh«  spMkery  asd  carltittly  <nmi- 
iiibttted  in  oo  ckgre^  to  iIm  eo9veoi««M 
of  UinHMia. 

•  TlM'iSfiMA^ir  olmrved»  that  Ihe  oirotioi- 
tiMce  to  wkicb  thu  righi  hou^  BaroMt 
rofdmd  had  fNK|uaQlly  given  hiin  mucli 
IMM,  H«  bad  always  fait  th^  iaterrnfH 
tkNit'  to  be  iffegolar,  but  bad  yialded  to 
tbani»  from  a  d^atra  to  coaaidt  what»  at 
Ibe  tima^api^eared  to  be  tba  genaml  feel- 
iof  of  tba  Hoase.  He  waa«  bowavaff  finoly 
ao»viaoad»  tbat  the  conveniaiiee  of  the 
Hoata  would  alwaya  ba  beat  aooaukad  by 
adhering  with  strietoapa  to  the  fixod  and 
aatilod  riila  of  debale. 

Mr^  Wakky  was  obii^  to  hia  right 
boil,  Ffieod  for  oorreotiog  bia»;  aod 
aliMougb  tba  iaiarrttptioo  aught  hava 
baan  iraogular,  be  was  gbd  it  bad  beeo 
aMde»  beoaiMe.  ioatead  of  iaipairitig»  it 
leaded  to  stiaagtbea  the  argaasaai  lie  was 
abovl  to  adv«iaoa«  His  right  boa*  Frieod 
aaidt  iJhait  if  the  penay  stamp  were 
aboiisbad*  bo  thought  it  would  depriaa 
Ihe  fiaglisb  proas  of  ila  preseot^acaeior. 
i^^m  ovfirybody  ia  the  hs^hit  of  ipeadiag 
Mvspapars  knew  bow  private  paiaoas  and 
public  eharaoters  W9ne  often  abused ;  ajod 
avarybody  ao  cisdnaataadoad  woasmt  ao- 
k#ow)edga  that  tba  fvasaot  cbaraetor  of 
ihti  pnees  i^s%aii«d  ta  be  ebaaged*  By 
iMay  of  iUuatiatiou  to  this  point;  be  woald 
4aka  tba  liberty  of  reaaing  a»  eiUract 
£rofls  ABO  of  oar  pablic  iournnla.  They 
all  knew  that  in  poetry  t£e  finer  qualiiias 
of  iba  <iuad  bad  pby.  To  abow  wfaat 
a  auiwad  press  ooaid  do,  he  aNMild  take 
a  i^>eoMsen  of  the  poetry  of  the  TiaMs 
oew^taper.  It  was  an  aUiieion  to  aa 
bon.  and  learned  Member  of  that  Hoase, 
adiosa  «aartioDB  io  the  caaae  of  Uherty 
fac  many  years  bad .  been  iade&iigaUe, 
ajid  Wai^vaat  eatoot  aacoesaful;  and  to 
whaan  tba  peofdaof  [reliuftd  owed  a  debt 
of  gmtftldade  dbat  ooald  never  be  die* 
abaiyd>  It  was  beaded,  "^  The  Wbig 
Missionary  of  1835/' and  wentoaiu  dMwe 


^  Scum  condensed  ef  Tiish  bofif  I 
Ruffian — coward'— demagopfne  f 
Bawa^Bcss liar-  4iase  detaacterl 
jTuias  of  murder*  treaiaa'i  fader  t 
Qtf  epca«dpriasllheerandungslaae» 
While  thf  lips  af  Ireedom  cave  ^ 
Of  Bngland'a  fame  the  vip'rous  hater. 
Yet  wanting  courage  for  a  traitor. 
Ireland's  peasants  feed  thy  purse, 
W&  fhfm  art  her  bane  and  corse. 
arho^'HiMi  fiV^  ao  einpire's  seon^ 
Ua  an  high  thy  brasen  bom— » 


Bf  ery  dag  shell  have  his  day» 
This  it  thine  of  brutish  iWMr. 
Mouoted  on  a  Premier's  back, 
Lasli  the  Ministerial jpsck  ; 
At  thy  nod  they  hotd  ttietr  places — 
Grack  their  sinews,  grind  fneir  faces. 
Tho*  thy  hand  had  stabbed  their  anocliar 
They  woald  immi9!tA  call  thae  brmhar ; 
Py  their  leave  pursue  thy  aalliag* 
Bead  thy  patriot  lungs  with  baw^i^  ^ 
Spout  thy  filth— effuse  thy  slune^ 
Slander  is  in  thee  no  crime. 
Safe  from  challenge — safe  from  law — 
What  can  curb  Chy  caHousjawT 
Who  would  eue  a  eanHet  ftarl 
Ob  apolsroaii  a^o would  ire^ 
Thau  aM^r'st  walkia  apauJight, 
Few  will  kick  the&^-noae  csn  fight* 
Then  grant  the  monster  leave  to  roam» 
Let  him  slaver  out  his  foam. 
Only  give  him  leoj^th  of  string, 
Heil  contrire  himself  to  swing." 

Thi^  waa  Che  poalry  of  the  alawpad  prasiw 
He  had  copied  the  pusaaga  Aom  TU 
Ttm»ot  the Sfith  Novaailier^  1836,  aady 
a  year  aud  a  half  aiuaa;  aud  iu  Tkf 
Timet  of  the  16tb  Oeocadber^  ia35,  ouly  u 
ferlnight  afterwasds,  thaae  waa  tbja  aoliaa 
to  oirraapondeftis  >«^"  The  faiiea  10  Kiuf 
Dan  ara  wall  iasagiued*  but  waul  jftikk" 
So  that  tbii  .was  a  potiahcd  apecsoiau  af 
tba  paetry  of  tba  stampod  pcaas*  Faaaa 
tba  proaa  of  the  aaane  Jiewspaper  he  asigika 
buTo  aiada  aauy  sitkrltruw,  if  ba  Jhad 
thought  ibaui  aaeeasary;  ha  bad  luaaaly 
attuded  to  the  pootiy  £ar  ibe  purpasa  of 
sbowiugthai  tba  stanH>«  at a»y nU^  had 
not  pniduaad  ai^  gseaa  4aipfee  of  mflna 
mattt  in  tba  psass.  Ha  sbould  Jhaua 
thoogbl,  indeed,  thai  bia  righg  Jmu*  FriaadL 
the  GbaneaUor  of  ihe  Guobaqnar,  jooubl 
have  ttttjiiad  to  that  faflt  bsBMelf.  Urn 
would  aaw  go  ao  aaotbar  past  of  Iba4|aaa* 
tioa*  He  ooatoodad  thai  a  bm  fit^ 
ware  eniklad  lo  a  £cee  peesa*  Ha  aaaiu- 
laioad  ihat  a  iialMo  waa  jsot  fioaa  whawthr 
psesa  awa  not  free.  Withaiii  a  tea  pwas^ 
there  sraa  no  aanurity  ifar  a  siugle  ftaa 
inatilutien  ihat  a  JMtiuu  could  eiyay.  The 
freedom  of  ihe  praaa  rnuHisian>  wet  m 
impoaing  aaataaiula  ta  piauant  hranahgw  of 
daeorttBi»  but  in  puniihiBg  tboae  who  weia 
actually  guikgrtof  mlatMDs  af  daaurom  iu 
thMu  piiblioutiooB.   What  aaU  BlaekslaM 

upoD  Ibe  tpoiiit  ?  '^BaafyuMHiteaAniM 
to  lay  udiat  aantiaaeBaa  ha  pfcauei  batoa 
the  f>iMio^te  prohibit  Ibii  ia  to  deatrow 
the  freedoas  of  His  paavi  but  if  bepuhUili 
what  18  tuiaohieroua  ar  iUagaly  be  jaust 
tuba  aba  ooaaeqaence  of  iiis  own  4f^ 
merits,''    Now,  that  passage  diadosed  tp 
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Uieniv  io  a  very  few  wordg,  what  io  reality 
conetiUit^d  a  free  press.  But,  suppose  a 
^ao  in  a  provincial  town  to  publish  a  weekly 
paxppble^  vpoo  any  political  subjects  or 

Enj^lfp  events  which  he  conceived  might 
e  IMeful  to  the  public,  before  he  could 
4o  ao»  *h^  must  send  either  to  Somerset- 
hQQH  or  to  the  etamp  distributor  of  the 
4ijitrjct,  when  a  paper,  similar  to  one  he 
tb^a  held  in  his  hand,  and  which  ha  had 
that  day  received  from  Somerset-house, 
was  pvt  into  his  hands»  explaining  to  him 
the  nature  and  ^tent  of  the  securities  that 
woald  be  reqaired  from  him.  This  man 
in^t  be  an  ej^coedingly  intelligent  trades- 
man or  mechanic,  but  without  any  great 
Ccaniwy  mfwns.  His  friends  also  might 
withoat  pecqniary  means*  What  t£e« 
ifaa  he  Io  do?  Before  he  can  proceed  with 
ha  pnUkation,  he  must  give  the  names 
and  vesidanoas,  dco.,  of  two  persona  of 
respectability,  who  will  become  surety  for 
him,  in  the  sum  of  200/,  each,  for  the 
advertisement  duty,  ai^l  beyond  that,  he 
must  have  two  other  sureties,  in  the  sum 
of  400/.  each,  to  prevent  the  publication 
of  libels;  making  altogether  a  sum  of 
],200t  required  for  security,  before  he 
ooold  pubUsh  a  penny  weekly  political 
paimphletk  Yet  they  were  told  that  this 
state  of  thiaga,  arising  out  of  the  odious 
and  tyrannical  law  of  last  year,  oonstitutad 
a  ffee  press,  aind  that  the  law  ought  not  to 
be  altered.  The  atatoia  of  60  Oeo.  aid., 
coBuaonly  <salled  tha  '*  Trash  Act,"  had 
always  been  deemed  a  harsh  and  tyrannic 
cat  law;  but  the* Act  of  last  year  was  in- 
finitely wome.  Under  the  law,  as  it  now 
stood,  a  man  cauld  not  publish  a  news* 
paper  er  political  pamphlet,  without  the 
liability  of  bavins  his  house  broken  into^ 
and  evary  article  contained  in  it  seiaed. 
There  nevar  waa  such  a  law  in  Sngiand 
belera.  Until  last  year  auoh  a  law  was 
wholly  unknown  in  the  history  of  the  press 
•f  Ums  country.  His  right  hoo.  Friend^ 
tha  Chancellor  ef  tha  £xchequer,  affected 
to  disapfrove  of  Tory  fMrinciples ;  he*always 
apoka  against  tbans»  and  agaNist  tha  Tory 
part^t  and  he  was  perfectly  right  to  do 
so*  Butj  suppose  that  that  party  should 
come  into  oAee,  and  carry  into  etaooution 
the  pnncipleB  which  he  condemned,  what 
would  be  tha  fate  ef  the  press  then  ?  It 
was  true,  that  he  (Hr.  Wakley)  did  not 
anob  fear  the  hon.  Gentlemen  oppoaile, 
beenqae  he  knew  that  the  entightened  etate 
of  the  pnl>Uc  mind  weuld  never  endnse 
fary  f nncjplMK    He  keliaved  IbM  tUi 


waa  pretty  genendly  Mt :  and  if  tvatt  the 
f^hi  hqn.  Baronet  (Sir  R,  Peel)  ebenU 
come  into  nffice  again,  be  (Mr.  WaUey) 
should  eapact  tP  see  him  a  goed  Radical. 
They  had  certainly  witnessed  some  eatmr 
ordinary  mutations  in  publiea<&iie;  and 
after  what  he  had  seen  since  he. had  hraeam 
a  Member  of  the  House,  be  iriipuki  hardly 
feel  aurprised  at  any  change  that  might 
come  about.  But  if  bis  right  boo,  Friesid, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Eacheqver,  weie 
sincere  in  condemning  the  political  pri»- 
piples  of  the  hon«  Gentlemen  who  ae^  op* 
posite,  he  trusted  he  would  never  give 
them  an  oppertunity  of  carrying  them  iole 
eifect.  The  law,  as  it  at  present  aiood, 
was,  in  every  respectf  an  pbjeeiionaUe  law 
^^'-^t  law  tbat,  passMig  into  othes  hands, 
might  hand  to  great  abuses.  He  would 
recommend  his  right  bon.  Friend,  tbessh 
fore,  to  take  off  the  whele  ef  the  tax. 
When  the  measure  was  last  year  sent  up  tp 
the  other  House,  a  distinguisbed  Tory  peer 
made  this  remark,  in  refcrenoe  to  ihe 
penny  stamp,  which  it  was  psopesed  to 
retain  ^^^<  They  may  do  better  by  sending 
up  a  BiU  uking  off  the  duty  aUogeilMr, 
and  by  putting  aside  the  compTicaied 
machinery  and  eapensive  estaUisbment 
necessary  for  the  levying  a  paltry  penny 
tax  upon  each  newspaper."  That  was  a 
declaration  of  a  noble  and  leawM?d  I^oed  in 
the  other  Honse  of  ParUan»enl  laal  Ssesion, 
and  he  wenld  ware  the  right  honx  Oeaila- 
men  on  the  Treasury  Beneb,  thai  if  iIm^ 
did  not  not  upon  the  reoommendetiea  «f 
tbat  Terv  peer,  tha  heas.  Qenttomen  eppn- 
site  would  take  the  first  oppertnniiy  lof 
doing  eo. 

Mr.  WMmee  asid,  that  the  teaaena  adU 
duoed  by  the  ChasiceUor  of  the  Enobeqsmr 
for  beeppg  up  the  tnx«  were  psnciady 
those  which  weighed  with  him  isr  ila  nhe- 
lituHk  He  hoped  it  would  be  noiawpai 
permitted  4p  press  •en  the  newspaper  iiniie. 
While  tt  continued,  the  psess  ennU  wet  he 
said  to  he  nnsbaokied.  Every  man  nko 
paid  a  penny  peetage  on  newsnapeas  sn 
the  meUopob  atnce  Odnbar  laat»  waa 
defrauded  of  that  amouni;  It  was. the 
dear  intention  of  the  Aot  ef  laet  Sesaien 
that  all  staasped  oewspapecs  ahoiild  go 
postage  fiee  in  town  as  wnU  na  in  oennaiy, 
though  tha  tweponny  pest  was  net  epeeified 
in  it.  If  the  principle  were  siot  oppeaed 
in  town,  It  would  be  extaided  to  fte 
eonntiy  in  a  very  aheit  tisM. 

Mf.  Arihmr  TVever  waa  of  epiniont  that 
if  any  indhrid«nly  <»r  nnj  body  ef 
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Mab,  embftrked  property  tti  a  oewspaper, 
lieor  they  OQght  to  pay  some  tax  for  the 
pavmission  to  do  so.  His  opinion  was^ 
that  nothiBg  could  be  more  essentially 
absiifd  than  to  say,  that  the  taking  off  the 
duty  on  newspapers  woald  remove  a  bur- 
then from  the  population  of  the  country. 
As  an  indif  idual,  he  was  indifferent  to  the 
doing  away  of  the  tax,  but  in  accordance 
with  the  principles  he  professed  and  acted 
ilpen  in  that  House,  he  could  not  vote  for 
tine  discontinuance  of  the  duty;  but  he 
nusl  say,  after  the  extent  to  which  the 
Oovemment  went  last  year  in  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  duty^  he  could  not  see  why  they 
should  now  be  so  mealy-mouthed  on  the 
present  occasion.  He  had  constantly  op^ 
posed  the  abolition  of  the  duty  when  the 
question  had  been  brought  uirward  on 
former  occasions,  and  should  still  continue 
to  pursue  the  same  course,  and  would  con- 
tend that  it  was  an  insult  to  common  un- 
derstanding to  say  that  newspapers  were  a 
general  m^ium  for  conveying  knowledge 
to  the  people.  In  his  view  of  the  subject, 
they  did  so  in  a  very  limited  degree  in- 
deed; and  he  must  say,  that  although  the 
arguments  of  those  who  supported  the 
present  proposition  might  be  specious,  they 
were  without  solidity. 

Mr.  Hume  hoped,  as  they  were  about 
to  divide  upon  the  question,  that  he  might 
appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R. 
Peel)  for  his  vote.  The  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet had  heard  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ftnsbury.  He  should  be  glad 
to  know  whether  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
differed  in  any  great  degree  from  the  view 
taken  of  the  subject  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Pinsburv  ?  Or  would  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  tell  the  House  that  he  considered 
Uie  taxed  press  as  that  moral,  highly-im- 
proved, and  intelligent  organ  of  communi- 
cation that  aright  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
had  once  told  him  it  was.  He  did  not  wish 
to  take  off  the  penny  postage ;  he  only 
wished  to  place  all  the  newspapers  in  the 
«0VBtry  in  the  same  situation  as  that  in 
which  three  or  four  of  the  metropolitan 
oetrspapers  stood.  In  London  several 
papers  were  published  without  a  stamp  for 
drealation  in  town  and  the  suburbs  of 
the  town,  and  with  a  stamp  for  circulation 
ID  the  country.  Now,  he  wished  the  same 
liberty  to  be  extended  to  every  place  in  the 
kingdom.  He  wished  that  every  place  in 
the  kingdom  should  be  allowed  to  publish 
4HI  nastanaped  paper  for  circulation  at 
inomm^  lial)le  tp  a  postage  charge  of  a 


penny  upon  each  paper  that  they  sent  into 
other  parts  of  the  country.  He  could 
best  explain  the  advantage  of  this  system 
by  supposing  a  case.  Suppose,  then,  that 
in  Edinburgh  and  London  there  were  two 
papers,  each  publishing  one  thousand 
copies,  the  tax  upon  that  thousand  would 
be  4/.  ds.  4d«  Of  the  thousand  published 
in  London,  700  copies  were  sent  to  Edin- 
burgh, and  of  the  thousand  published  in 
Edinburgh,  700  were  sent  to  London, 
leaving  to  each  300  for  home  circalatk>o. 
Now,  if  his  suggestion  were  acted  upon, 
the  tax  would  fall  only  upon  those  that 
were  interchanged,  namely,  upon  700; 
which,  at  the  rate  of  a  penny  a  pieoe, 
would  amount  to  2L  IBs.  id.  That  sum^ 
deducted  from  the  4/.  3ff.  4(1.,  left  a  ba- 
lance of  n.  5s.,  which  was  the  amount  that 
each  place  would  gain  if  the  proposition 
were  acceded  to.  At  all  events,  it  did 
not  become  the  present  Ministry  to  allow 
such  an  odious  machinery  as  that  estab- 
lished by  the  law  of  last  year  to  remain 
upon  the  Statute-book  for  the  sake  of  such 
a  paltry  tax. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  that  the  language 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  spokea 
last  was  so  seducing,  his  countenance  so 
very  friendly,  and  his  demeanour  so  allu- 
ring, that  he  was  almost  afraid,  if  he  did 
remain  entirely  silent,  that  part  of  the 
House  might  infer  that  he  was  going  to 
vote  with  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  the 
country  in  general  might  suppose,  in  the 
present  state  of  politick  parties,  that  there 
was  some  secret  communication  between 
them — that  that  alliance  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  spoke  of  between  those  whom 
he  called  the  Reformers  and  the  Govern- 
ment was  about  to  be  dissolved,  and  an 
alliance  about  to  be  cemented  between  the 
former  party  and  the  Conservatives.  He 
therefore  thought  it  absolutely  necessary 
for  him  to  inform  the  hon.  Gentleman  that 
he'agreed  with  his  Majesty'sGovernment  on 
the  question  before  the  House.  He  could 
assure  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  there  was 
no  breach  of  good  faith  in  the  case  ;^  and 
he  hoped  that  he  should  not  be  the 
means  of  interrupting  the  communica* 
tion  of  the  allied  parties.  He  understood 
that  the  rieht  hon.  Gentleman  (the  Chan- 
celior  of  the  Exchequer),  proposed  to  lay 
before  the  House  documents  which  wouia 
exhibit  to  them  the  result  of  the  experi- 
ment which  had  been  made  by  the  late 
reduction  of  the  stamp-duty.  The  faon. 
Gentleman  said,  that  because  he  4><^  m( 
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use  vitupecatife  language  in  tbat  House, 
therefore  he  must  support  the  removal  of 
the  penny  stamp  upon  newspapers.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  had  been  at  the  pains  of 
arranging  bis  argument  into  a  syllogism; 
but  it  appeared  to  him  that  there  were  a 
great  many  steps  to  be  filled  up  in  the 
chain  of  reasoning  before  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman could  arrive  at  such  a  conclusion 
from  the  premises,  which  he  hoped  were 
themselves  just,  that  he  (Sir  k.  Peel) 
wished  to  discharge  his  duty  in  that 
House  without  indulging  in  personalities. 
That  was  the  course  he  wished  to  pursue, 
and  he  presumed  to  think,  that  if  every 
one  were  to  follow  in  this  respect  the  ex- 
ample which  he  endeavoured  to  set,  the 
course  of  sound  argument  would  not  be 
obstructed,  nor  the  character  of  the 
House  of  Commons  lowered  by  it.  He 
did  not  see  why,  because  he  deserved  that 
character  of  abstaining  from  personalities, 
he  should  vote  for  the  removal  of  this  duty. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  ought  to  be  more 
impartial  in  his  censures  of  the  public 
press.  The  hon.  Gentleman  took  one 
dass  of  newspapers ;  he  (Sir  R.  Peel)  read 
others;  for  bethought  a  public  man  would 
very  inadequately  perform  his  duty  if  he 
abstained  from  consulting  the  public 
journals.  He  (Sir  R.  Peel)  did  consult  the 
journals ;  and  he  was  happy  to  say,  after 
long  experience  he  had  now  got  so 
callous  that  he  could  read  them  without 
the  slightest  disturbance.  He  could 
assure  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  though  he 
had  got  a  very  extensive  selection  of 
journals,  which  he  actually  took  in,  and 
many  more  were  forwarded  to  him  by 
some  good-natured  friend  or  other,  he 
could  not  say  he  found  the  penny  news- 
papers much  more  complimentary  than 
the  others.  ("There's  the  Penny  Ma- 
gazine.^)  *  He  sometimes  read  the  Penny 
Magazine;  he  found  no  vituperation  in 
that;  and  great  instruction  and  amuse- 
ment were  to  be  derived  from  perusing 
even  this.  But  there  were  newspapers 
sold  for  much  less  than  dd,  under  the  new 
stamp  laws ;  and  he  did  not  find  that  they 
improved  in  mildness  in  proportion  as  they 
descended  in  price.  He  also  received 
publications  which  were  subject  to  no  stamp, 
and  he  did  not  find  them  more  complimen- 
tary than  those  which  were.  From  all  this 
combination  of  circumstances,  he  inferred 
that  they  would  not,  by  entirely  removing 
ttie  duty  on  newspapers,  have  a  very 
eAtttual   9ecaiity   against    vituperation. 


When  party  spirit  ran  very  bigb, .  be-  be^ 
lieved  they  must  expect  that  offenoei 
against  good  manners  would  occur.  Tb^ 
could  hardly  hope  for  perfect  freedom 
from  vituperation;  and  it  would  be  a 
dangerous  argument  to  employ  against 
the  utility  of  the  press  that  they  Qoeaai« 
onally  found  some  severe  personal  abuae. 
The  hon.  Gentlemen  surely  would  not 
contend  that  the  State  should  be  called 
on  to  give  any  premium  on  newspapera; 
but  would  they  not  be  giving  a  premium 
on  newspapers  if  they  provided  coaohet 
and  horses  at  the  public  expense  to  con*- 
vey  them  ?  A  very  important  and  exten* 
sive  experiment  had  been  made  last  year 
by  the  reduction  of  duty :  and  one  very 
beneficial  effect  of  the  change  was,  that  it 
had  put  an  end  to  what  might  be  called 
smuggling  in  this  branch  of  the  revenue. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  intended 
to  lay  before  the  House  documents  which 
would  furnish  them  with  authentic  infor* 
mation  on  the  whole  subject,  but  bis  ovn 
present  information^  was  in  aecordaoee 
with  the  views  of  the  Government*  If  ihe 
experiment  should  not  |»ove  to  be  buo- 
cessful,  then  the  question  of  the  removal 
of  the  penny  stamp  might  be  considered ; 
but  he  did  not  see  that  its  maintenanee 
could  be  considered  in  the  slightest  degree 
unjust,  if  the  proprietors  of  the  newspapers 
were  relieved  from  all  the  charges  of  con- 
veyance. It  might  be  said,  that  those 
which  were  sold  in  the  metropolis  did  not 
derive  the  same  advantage  with  tboee 
which  were  sent  to  the  country;  but 'it 
was  impossible,  in  any  general  araaogpiH 
ment  of  this  kind,  to  mete  out  exactly  tiie 
same  amount  of  favour  to  every  puUie 
journal.  He  thought  the  principle  of  the 
duty  just,  and  the  State  had  a  fair  right 
to  levy  an  equivalent  for  the  charge  to 
which  it  was  put.  The  hen.  Member 
would  admit  the  fairness  of  a  stamp  duty. 
[Mr.  Hume :  Of  a  postage.]  Hedid  not 
see  that  newspapers  would  gain  anything 
by  the  substitution  of  a  postage.  He  very 
much  doubted  whether  the  existence  of  a 
stamp  duty  and  the  free  transmission  of 
newspapers  by  post  would  not  be  more 
advantageous  to  the  proprietors  than. a 
postage,  varying  according  to  the  distaaee 
which  the  newspaper  was  conveyed.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  wished  that 
the  postage  should  be  proportioned  to  the 
expense  of  conveyance.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Wakley)  maintained,  that  the 
country   was  not  enlightened;  .bat  k» 
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om^t  to  Femember  tiMH  tiM  chtfgeofen* 
ligbtemng  tfaft  pannns  who  bad  ^red  in 
iIm  Wiecdom  with  which  be  had  favoiired 
Ibe  Hottse,  wimid  be  very  heavy^  com-* 
pared  With  the  charge  of  enlighteDing 
those  who  dwek  io  the  victaity  of  the 
metropelif.  CiTflization  and  knowledge 
gMMaiiy  decreased  in  proportion  to  ^ 
dtttance  of  a  locality  from  the  metropolis, 
and  yet»thehoD.  Geatlefcnaa  would  exactly 
ioeert  tbe  role^  beoaese  in  the  neighbour* 
beod  of  the  metropolis  the  pottage  doty 
woald  be  very  light,  while  in  those  viL 
lagcee€  Devoosbire  which  the  boa.  Gen* 
tlesB&D.  wanted  Co  nmke  accessible  to  the 
light  of  koowledge,  and  which  were  some 
900  or  250  miles  dietaot  fiom  London,  a 
heavy  poetage  must  be  paid.  He  thongbt 
that  the  views  of  the  hon.  Oentleman 
woold  be  best  followed  up,  that  know- 
ledge would  be  most  widely  extended,  and 
ctvSiaation  moat  efieetually  promoted,  by 
elattgiog  one  atamp  duty  apon  all  new^ 
psfMT^  and  giving  to  the  popmition  wMeb 
waaaeaiest  to  the  great  ceatse  of  civifoi* 
tkii  1K>  onfirnr  advantage  over  that  wfaieh 
woB  moat  dietasst  from  tt.  Upen  those 
glwmda  he.  must  expiem  bb  opinion  as 
deeUedly  aa  he  oom  against  the  motion. 
Ha  oonkl  amnis  the  hon.  Member  for 
Fioslmry  that  be  was  not  meditating  the 
repeal  of  ibis  tax,  for  bis  opinion  in 
favoor  of  maintaining  it  oeohi  not  be 
stmnger^  If  the  progrsss  of  the  experi** 
ment  which  wax  now  going  on,  and  the 
doenmeota  promised  bj  tbe  right  hon. 
Genticman»  sbonld  lead  to  tbe  eonelusion 
that  Ike  tone  of  the  press  uugbt  be  im- 
proeed  by  the  proposed  measure^  timt 
iii'enid  be  a  sobyeet  for  suliseqoent  cooai- 
devatiwi ;  on  that  he  would  give  no 
opinion^  bnthe  had  heard  nothing  io  the 
speech  of  tlie  right  hoo«  Gentleman  from 
wlneb  he  disseot^*  He  bad  not  intended 
to  say  msytbiifg  on  this  qaestkm  i  but  tbe 
tone  of  tbe  bun.  Gentlemen  <  Mr;  Wakley'a) 
obaervatiens  had  made  it  neoemary  for 
him  to  offer  to  the  Hoase  the  fow  obaerva- 
tiens wbieh  be  bad  made. 

Mr*  Charleg  Buller  $LS9tqua$iDe9fm^ 
enm  begged  leave  to  inform  tbe  right 
hon.  Baronet  of  one  little  circamstance  of 
wbieh  he  appeared  to  beignorant^namely, 
that  the -art  of  printing  was  known  in  De* 
vonshife^  and  if  tbey  were  allowed  to 
carry  it  on  as  extensively  as  tbey  pleased, 
tliey  would  not  require  the  London  prem, 
boenuae  the  peofde  of  Devon  had  wit 
enaiigbioaetupapiemoftbeirown,  Ue 


onee,  indeed,  tho^giht  that  tfw  eiwiili 
tion  of  dm  London  piem  in  the  provinoea, 
was  absolutely  necessary;  bttt  he  con- 
fessed that  things  had  sluJten  bis  opinion 
on  the  subject,  for  he  had  observed  that 
in  every  respect  —  in  ability,  moder- 
ation and  intelligence,  the  coontiy  pvesa 
was  infinitely  superior  to  that  of  London, 
if  there  were  a  penny  postage  ieetead  of  a 
penny  stamp,  the  provinces  would  have 
the  advantage  of  obtaining  the  Laodon 
newspapers  as  easily  as  they  do  now^  and 
at  the  same  time  of  enjoying  a  cheap 
press  of  their  own.  He  was  appiwhensive 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  on  rismg 
was  going  to  declare  himself  hoecile  to  the 
reduction  of  the  penny  stamp  t  but  at  the 
end  of  his  speech  the  right  hen.  Baionoc 
gave  him  (Mr.  O*  Buller)  reason  to  hope 
better  things.  There  appeared,  bomatnr, 
to  be  a  great  split  with  the  party  npoa 
that  question,  for  while  the  right  Hon. 
Baronet  agreed  with  the  Cbaneellor  of  tbe 
Exchequer  that  the  stamp  should  be  iw- 
tained,  the  hen.  Member  fot  Durham  in 
that  Hoose,  and  Lord  Lyndhurit  in  u^ 
other  place,  urare  for  (Mkg  it  awny»  ao 
that  there  were  two  to  one  of  kia  oim 
Friendf  a^ainatthe  tight  hon.  fiaronoc 
It  traa  poasible,  thevafom,  when  tbe  right 
hon.  Baronet  came  into  officoi  the  hen. 
Member  for  Durham  and  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  might  make  it  a  oonditioo,  In 
joining  his  Government,  that  he  should 
concede  to  their  opiniooa  upon  the  peony 
stamp  question.  He  (Mr.  G.  Boiler)  bed 
listened  with  great  pleasure  to  the  very 
admirable  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  tot 
Ftnsbury,  who  had  eaplahwd  the  queatioa 
with  the  greatest  force ;  and  he  ooak)  bwt 
admire  also  the  tone  of  the  hon.  Merobor, 
it  expressed  exactly  Uiat  feeling  whieii 
he  wished  always  to  be  adopted  when 
speaking  of  the  inteUeetnal  stau  and 
education  of  the  people.  He  wee  Borry 
however  that  the  boo.  Member  ahonid 
have  talked  about  ihe  difliirence  between 
his  Majesty's  Mmistere  and  their  Red'mnl 
supporters.  He  thought  the  hon.  Member 
did  them  iojutlice  in  taying,  that  tbe 
Ministers  did  not  support  Raidioai  notione, 
although  the  Radicals  always  supportsd 
them.  Thia  was  not  a  fair  way  to  pot  Uie 
case,  because  he  roust  say  that  the  word 
Radical  had  changed  ita  meaning  of  lale— 
and  he  believed  that  a  gmat  many  of  ihe 
measures  which  the  Ministem  now  sap- 
ported,  and  the  langnage  which  they  near 
held,  woold  hare  been  Radical  e  ihort 
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time  igo.    It  mm  hardly  fair,  tbeMibre, 
to  ftty,  that  while  Ae  Radicals  supported 
Minigterip  Biinistera  did  not  fupport  the 
Radicals.     It  was  fairer,  on  the  whole  to 
say  that  the  Ministers  had  made  great 
progress  in  Radicaltsm.     Upon  this  point 
he  thought  that  rather  a  harsh  tone  had 
been  assamed  towards  the  Mititslers»    He 
must  confess  that,  ahhough  differhig  from 
them  with  respect  to  the  penny   stamp 
duty,  he  still  thought  that  they  had  pur- 
sued, on  the  present  occasion,  the  only 
coarse  that  was  open  to  them.      Much 
as  he  himself  desired  the  whole  duty  to 
be  repealed  last  year,  yet  it  wtluld,  in  his 
opinion,  be  an  act  of  levity  and  tocon- 
sisteney  on  the  part  of  those  to  whom 
was  intrusted  the  management  of  public 
afiatrs,  and  such   as  would  not  be  cal* 
culaled  to  excite  the   coofidenoe  of  the 
country,  if,  after  determining  to  retain  the 
penny  duty,  the  Mhiislers  were  the  tery 
year  after,  to  remore  it.    At  the  same 
tine  be,  at  an  independent  Member  of 
Parliament,  and  without  the  responsibility 
of  a  Minister  of  State,  was  at  liberty  to 
express  his  opinioo  upon  the  queatien  ; 
he  would,  therefore^  say  that  he  ^thought 
It  was  desirable  that  the    penny  stamp 
dnty  shonld  be  removed.  Last  year,  while 
expressing  a  wish  that  the  whole  of  the 
duty  should  be  abolished,  he  acknowledged 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wasentiUed 
to  great  thanks  for  reducing  the  stamp  to 
a  penny,  and  said  it  would  do  a  gteat 
portion  of  good.     But  he  now  ibund  that 
he  was  wholly  wrong,  and  was  ereatly 
disappointed  in  the  effect  which  that  re- 
duction had  had.    It  did  not  appear  to 
have  improved  the  tone  of  the  newspapers 
by  breaking  op    the  monopoly^  or    by 
diffusing  poTitkal  information  amongst  the 
people.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
said  that  there  had  been  a  great  increase 
in  the  circulation  of  newspapers  since  the 
reduction   of  the  duty  ;    but  he  would 
venture  to  predict  that  when  the  Returns 
were  obtained  it  would  appear  that  that 
increase  had  taken  place  among  the  Sunday 
and  country  newspapers  only.   The  price 
of  those  papers  being  only  sevenpenee  a 
week,  the  reduction  of  threepence  or  four- 
pence  was  a  fery  sensible  redaction.     But 
the  reduction  of  the  expenditure  on  the 
daily   newspapers   was  so  trifling  that  it 
had  not  inereased  their  circalation.  Last 
year  he  expressed  his  opinion  with  regard 
to  Che  talent  and  ehara^er  of  the  daily 
prest  of  thie  «o«iilry,  which  ikad  bravgM 


down  upon  him  some  savett  tiiioiadeeE« 
sions ;  but  he  ooald  only  ia?  that  nothing 
had  ooenrred  since  the  feouetion  of  -ibi 
stamp  duty  which  induced  him  lo  think 
the   monopoly   of  that  press  had  been 
effectually  broken  op,  or  that  the  literary 
characters    engaged    in     tbe    poUtital 
department  of  it  had  been  in  die  laaat 
degree  improved.    Bverything  ouglit  to 
be  done  to  diffVise  political    knowledge 
among     tbe     people,     and     he     wm 
astonished    that    a    public    man  and  a 
sutesman  should  speak  so  slightly  of  it. 
Coold  asy  statesman  of  tbe  present  day 
look  at  the  condition  of  thn  people,  and 
the  great  mass  of  working  men,  armed 
with  vaat  physical  force,  and  possessing 
intelligence  enoogb  to  kaow  what  was 
going  on  in  Uie  political  world  3  bus  with 
little  learning,   knowledge,  or  utent,  to 
enable  them  to  form  a  eorreet  yodgment 
upon  poKtieal  qvestioiis,  without  diMiing 
what  might  befU  this  ooontry  wbenever- 
a»y  faCoie  period  of  e3seiteiDe«it.shonld  p«t 
that  mass  in  motion  f    The  QoeowMneat 
was  now  eaperiehclttg  theeooaa^noooeef 
this  ignorance  on  die  part  of  the  people  $ 
for  to  what  else  weroto  be  attrifoMd  the 
prejudices  which   prevailed. opoii    wbei 
waa  acknowledged  by  all  men  of  edu- 
cation  to  be  tbe  very  bestof  itsmeastueo^ 
he  meant  the  Poor-law  Amendment  Bill. 
However  much  the  aristocrsqr  of   this 
country  might  be  opposed  to  them  upon 
other  points,  it  was  the  faet  thatnpaii 
this  point  the  Governssent  had*  reoaived 
greater  support  from  the  educated  classes 
than  be  believed  any  Qoveroment  eoold 
upon  any  other  point  whatsoever.    He 
had  spoken  to  many  Oeaiiemen  of  the 
Tory  persaasien<^  and  he  really  thought 
that  tbe  good  which  had  been  defivod  from 
that  measure  had  reeondled  them  ttn  maey 
other  steps  which  the  OoveriHirent  had 
taken,  in  spite  of  tbehr  political  prejodfces. 
But  why  did  a  contrary  opioioa  onhappily 
prevail  among  the  unedoeatedt  not  among 
the  class  who  were  supposed  to-  be  the 
sufferers  of  that  measure,  but  among  those 
who  had  just  that  degree  of  intelligence 
which  was  gdt  tt6fn  Oral  communication 
with  the  inhabitants  of  large  towns,  and 
who  bad  not  the  advantage  of  a  cbeepiMvss 
that  could   inform  their  minds,  and   fiH 
them  with  gocNl  opinions  and  the  correct 
facts  of  the  case  c     He  believed  thai  had 
a  cheap  press  diffused  amongst  that  class  « 
of  persons  merely  the  fade  of  the  ease, 
there  wonid  have  been  but  little  of  that 
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igloniDt  pfejiidice  which  had  long  been 
one  of  the  greatest  obstacles  to  the  good 
Government  that  existed  in  this  country. 
He  should  certainly  vote  in  support  of  the 
present  motion  ;  and  he  hoped  that  though 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  could 
not  take  any  further  step  this  Session,  he 
would  apply  himself  seriously  to,  and 
reflect  upon,  this  subject,  seeing  that  he 
must  gird  up  his  loms  for  a  very  sharp 
race,  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  ap« 
peared  prepared  to  run  with  him. 

Mr.  Roebuck  said,  he  was  disappointed  at 
the  way  in  which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  answered  his  statement.  He 
bad  put  the  question  on  its  widest  base, 
and  nad  laid  down  the  principle  that  the 
State  ou^t  not  to  tax  the  necessaries  of 
life,  among  the  foremost  of  which  he  would 
place  education.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  not  met  the  argument, 
had  not  shown  that  a  tax  on  newspapers 
was  no  obstruction  to  the  diffusion  of 
knowledge ;  but  had  merely .  said,  that 
because  other  things  were  taxed,  education 
must  be  taxed  also.  The  doctrine  which  h& 
(Mr.  Roebuck)  held  was,  that  they  should 
tax  those  things  which  were  least  necessary 
most  heavily,  and  those  things  which 
were  most  necessary,  and  which  it  was 
most  difiScult  to  get,  most  lightly.  The 
argument  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
might  be  very  good  for  a  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  but  would  not  satisfy  any 
man  of  education.  The  Post-office  had 
nothing  at  all  to  do  with  the  large 
circulation  of  the  London  newspapers. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
attempted  to  fasten  on  him  a  reprobation 
of  the  language  used  bv  the  press  when 
the  fact  was,  that  he  never  said  a 
word  about  the  manner  in  which 
t)ie  press  was  conducted.  He  hoped  the 
House  would  not  refuse  to  abolish  a 
monopoly  so  injurious  to  the  general 
advantage  of  the  community. 

The  House  divided  on  the  original 
motion.— Ayea  42 ;  Noes  81  :«-Majority 
39. 


List  of  the  Ates. 


AgUonhy, 
Brady.  D. 


r,  H.  A. 
Bn4y»D.  C. 
Brothertonf  J* 
Bvller,C. 
Butler,  hon.  P. 
Chalmers,  P. 
Chapmen;  L. 
Codrington,  Admiral 
Crawford,  W.  S. 


Doncombe,  T« 
Elpbinstone,  H. 
Ewart,  W. 
Fielden,  J. 
GratUD,  H. 
Grote^G. 
Harvey,  D.  W. 
Hawes,  B. 
Hector^CJ. 


Hindley,  C 
Hume,  J. 
HuDiphery,  J. 
Jervis,  J. 
Leader,  J.  T. 
Lister,  E.  C. 
Marshall,  W. 
Marsland,  H. 
Moleswortb,  Sir  W. 
O'Connell,  D. 
Palmer,  Gener^ 
Parrott,  J. 
Rippon,  C. 
Bundle,  J. 

List  of  the  Noes. 
Arbuthnot  hon.  H.         Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 


Tancred,  H.  W. 
Thompsoo,  Colonel 
Tulk,  C.  A. 
Villiers,  C.  P. 
Wallace,  B. 
Warburton,  H. 
Ward,  H.  G. 
Wason,  R. 
Whalley,  Sir  S. 
Williams,  W. 
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Roebuck,  J.  A. 
Wakley,T. 


Balfour,  T. 
Bannerman,  A. 
Baring,  F.  T. 
Benett,  J. 
Bewes,  T. 
Blackstone,  W.  S. 
Brodie,  W.  B. 
BuUer,  Sir  J.  Y. 
Campbell,  Sir  J. 
Cavendish,  C^ 

Dillwyn,  L. 
Donkin,  Sir  R. 
Eaton,  R.  J. 
Fanoourt,  Major 


Pendarves,  E.  W.  W. 
Perceval,  Colonel 
Philips,  M. 
Pollock,  Sir  F. 
Pryme,  G. 
Rae»  rt.  hoa.  Sir  W. 
Rice,  rt  hon.  T.  & 
Richards,  J. 

RichardUy  R. 
Rickford,  W. 
Robinson,  G.  R. 
Rolfe,  Sir  R.  M.j 
Ross,C. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 


FergoBson,  right    on.  Ryle,  J. 

R.  C.  Sandoo,  Visooupt 

Fitzroy,  Lord  C.  Sanford,  £.  A. 

Forster,  C.  S.  Scarlett  hon.  R. 

Freroantle,  Sir  T.  Scott,  Sir  £.  D. 

Goulbura,  rt.  hon.  |TI.  Seymour,  Lord 

Graham,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J.  Sharpej  General 


Harcourt,  G.  S. 
Hardy,  J. 
Hawkios,  J.  H. 
Hinde,  J.  H. 
Houstoun,  G. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Hoy,  J.  B. 
Johnston,'  A. 
Kearsley,  J.  H. 


Shaw,  right  hon.  F« 
Stuart,  V. 

Talfouid,  Mr,  Seqeant 
TbomMOo^  right  hopi. 

Trelawny,  Sir  W. 
Trevor,  hon.  A. 
Tynte,  C.  J.  K. 
Vere,  Sir  C.  B. 


Laboucbere^  rt.  hn.  H.    Vea^,  hon.  T. 
Lee,  J.  L.  Vivian,  J.  £. 


Martin,  T. 
Maunsell,  T.  P. 
Meynell,  Captain 
Morpeth,  Viscount 
Mostyn,  hon.  E. 
O'Ferrall,  R.  M. 
Parker,  J; 

Parnell,  rt.  hn^  Sir  H. 
Parry,  Sir  L.  P.  J. 
Pechell,  Captain 


Wall,C.B, 

White,  S. 
Wilson,  H. 
Wodehouse,  E. 
Wood,  C. 
Young,  J. 

Tuxaas. 
Maule,  hon.  F. 
Stanley,  £. 


The  returns  moved  for  by.  the  Chanoellpr 
of  the  Exchequer  were  oraered. 

Dismissed  Offj^cbrs.]  Sir  Edward 
Codrington  rose«  pursuant  to  notice,  to 
bring  forward  his  motion  for  a  ReUim^ 
sttittng  the  period  at .  which  thoLAWMa.  j^f 
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Commander  Edward  Edwards,  Lieut. 
Bryant,  Lieutenant  Rowland  MiUner, 
Lieut  John  Bee,  Dr.  Thomas  Williams, 
and  Surgeon  William  Boyce,  were  re* 
moved  from  the  list  of  the  navy,  and  were 
deprived  of  their  half-pay,  and  the  reasons 
for  such  deprivation.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Admiral  said,  that  the  officers  in 
question  were  prepared,  if  a  course  of 
inquiry  were  afforded  them,  to  disprove 
the  truth  of  the  alleged  charges,  and  their 
entire  innocence  of  any  charge  that  could 
render  them  unworthy  of  the  situations 
they  had  filled  in  his  Majesty's  service. 
Of  one  of  these  individuals,  Mr.  Millner, 
it  was  alleged  that  he  had  borrowed 
money  of  a  Mr.  Solomon  Alexander, 
of  Portsea,  for  which  he  had  given, 
as  security,  a  power  of  attorney  for  the 
receipt  of  his  half-pay,  and  had  sub- 
sequently applied  for,  and  obtained  his 
half-pay  himself.  He  was  not  at  the 
time  entitled  to  half-pay  at  all,  or  if  so,  he 
was  entitled  to  a  much  larger  sum. 
Neither  was  he  on  full  pay,  for,  if  he  was, 
the  inquiry  would  have  been  hj  Court- 
martial*  Soon  after  he  did  receive  some 
half-pay,  and  further  explanation  -was 
subsequently  demanded  from  him  by  the 
Admiralty*  This  demand  was  made  four- 
teen years  after  the  events  took  place.  He 
had  been  deranged.  Very  naturally,  he 
did  not  wish  to  divulge  this  circumstance, 
and  he  could  not  be  certain  as  to  what 
took  place  while  in  that  state ;  but  upon 
inquiry  he  found  that  in  point  of  fact  he 
had  never  had  any  transaction  with  the 
person  who  claimed  this  debt.  He  offered 
tiim,  however,  20/.  not  to  proceed  further, 
from  an  unwillingness  that  the  previous 
state  of  his  miod  should  be  made  known. 
The  pretended  creditor  did  not  know  what 
the  name  of  the  captain  of  the  ship  was  at 
the  time  the  debt  was  said  to  have  been 
contracted.  His  ignorance  upon  this  and 
other  parts  left  no  doubt  on  his  mind  that 
Lieutenant  Miliner  never  knew  anything 
of  him.  He  would  have  prosecuted  the 
Times  newspaper  for  a  libel,  but  he  had 
not  the  means  of  defraying  the  expenses. 
The  next  case  was  that  of  Lieutenant  John 
Bee.  He  was  promoted  in  the  year  1826, 
and  struck  off  the  list  in  September  of  that 
year,  without  inquiry,  and  without  having 
been  made  acquainted  with  the  charges 
against  him.  Sir  George  Cockburn,  in- 
duced him  to  accept  the  situation  of  gun- 
ner. Now,  if  he  was  not  fit  to  be  a  Lieu- 
tenant he  was  not  fit  to  be  a  gunner,  which 
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was  a  very  responsible  situation*  H^. 
accepted  it,  m  the  hope  that  he  might  bo 
afterwards  restored.  In  the  next  case^- 
that  of  Dr,  Thomas  Williams,  he  got  not 
copy  of  the  case  against  him  till  five  years 
after  he  was  struck  off  the  list«  }Ie, 
totally  deni^  the  charge,  and  asserted 
that  Collier  himself,  the  solicitor  who 
brought  it  against  him,  was  also  ready 
now  to  deny  it«  The  last  case  was  th  at  of 
Surgeon  William  Boyce,  who  was  de-. 
clared  a  bankrupt  in  1817«  He  owecl 
his  agent  at  the  time  561^  The  Com-» 
missioners  said,  that  it  was  to  be  con-« 
sidered  in  the  same  light  as  any  other 
debt  in  his  schedule,  and  he  was  accords 
ingly  dischare^ed.  He  was^  however, 
deprived  of  nis  half-pay.  Why  were 
officers  of  inferior  rank  to  be  subjected  to 
so  severe  an  ordeal,  while  the  Admiralty^ 
as  he  could  prove,  entirely  overlooked  far 
more  serious  charges  in  a  higher  quarter* 
He  did  not  impute  the  blame  in  theset 
cases  to  the  present  Board  of  Admiralty  i 
but  why  should  they  faUier  the  conduct  o( 
the  former  Board  %  If  he  should  be  hard 
driven  he  would  prove,  by  cases  whicli 
would  astonish  the  House,  that  the  rick 
and  the  poor  were  not  treated  in  the  same 
way.  He  claimed  the  support  of  thei 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for  the  Home 
Department,  who,  upon  two  occasionsn 
when  the  question  of  Orange  Associations 
was  under  consideration,  said^  that  no 
man's  case  should  be  decided  on  without 
having  previously  given  him  a  hearing. 
If  the  noble  Lord  did  not  support  him 
upon  this  occasion  he  would  never  sup«* 
port  the  consistency  of  the  noble  Lord 
in  that  House.  He  might  be  told  that  it 
was  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown  iii  all 
those  cases  to  dismiss  the  parties*  Black- 
stone  said»  that  the  prerogative  could  no( 
be  held  in  communion  with  others— it 
belonged  solely  to  the  Crown*  If  thet 
King  devolved  his  prerogative  upon  the 
Admiralty,  therefore  it  was  no  longer 
prerogative.  Allusion  had  beea  made^ 
upon  a  former  occasion,  to  the  case  off 
Mr.  Booth  a  purser,  one  of  the  most 
respectable  men  in  the  service.  This 
gentleman  had  some  reason  to  think  that 
he  had  not  received  all  to  which  he  was 
entitled  while  serving  in  the  Mediterranean 
under  Lord  Exmouth.  He  applied  to  that 
noble  Lord  for  a  certificate,  who  furnished 
him  with  one,  signed  *'  Exmouth.**  He 
immediately  called  him  back,  and  substi- 
tuted the  word  '*  Pellew*"  He  presented  it 
2Q 
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tt  Mr.  Cfoker,  then  Secretary  of  the 
Admiralty,  who  called  him  back,  and  said, 
*i  This  is  a  forgery,  and  you  are  a  forger/' 
He  was  going  to  knock  the  Secretary  obout 
the  head,  as  would  naturally  occur  (o  an 
honorable  high-minded  man,  were  it  not 
that  Sir  George  Cockbnrn  came  in  to  bis  as- 
sistance. He  was  struck  off  the  lisl  in  con- 
sequence. Sir  Matthew  White  Ridley 
threatened  to  bring  the  matter  before  the 
House,  and  the  consequence  was,  that 
this  gentleman  was  restored,  by  an  Order 
in  Council.  He  would  also  claim  the 
support  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  J. 
Qranam),  who  laid  down  the  principle 
that  in  cases  of  this  kind  no  man  should 
be  condemned  without  a  hearing. 

Mr.  i2o&i?ison  seconded  the  motion  ;  and 
he  would  not  do  so  were  it  not  that  the  pe- 
titioners had  exhausted  every  other  means 
of  obtaining  redress,  and  were,  therefore, 
driven  to  bring  the  case  before  the  House. 
K  the  prerogative  in  such  cases  was  ex- 
4n-ct8ed  with  the  advice  of  Ministers, 
Ministers  ought  to  be  responsible.  Though 
oommissions  were  given  by  the  Ring,  it 
was  not  so  dear  that  the^  could  be  justly 
taken  away  without  inquiry,  after  officers, 
had  earned  their  half-pay  by  length  of 
service*  There  would  be  no  ground  of 
complaint  if  officers,  when  charges  were 
made  against  them,  refused  to  submit  to 
inquiry.  He  saw  no  reason  for  refusing 
inquiry  except  the  mere  technical  one  that 
diese  officers  not  being  on  full  pay  could 
not  be  tried  by  Court-martial.  U  would 
be  easy  to  substitute  some  other  tribunal 
of  officers. 

•  Mr.  Charlea  Wood  opposed  the  motion. 
In  ^1  the  cases  mentioned  the  parties  had 
an  opportunity  of  stating  their  case  before 
a  fair  tribunal.  That  House  was  not  the 
place  to  adjudicate  them  in.  He  believed 
It  was  not  denied  that  the  King,  by  his 
prerogative,  might  dismiss  officers  of  the 
navy  and  the  army.  There  was  this 
diffisrence  between  the  two  branches  of 
the  service,  that  the  King  delegated  the 
whole  of  his  prerogative  to  the  High  Court 
of  Admiralty,  but  did  not  do  so  as  re- 
gaided  the  army.  The  House  knew  that 
tfaece  WB|  Q  class  of  offences  qualiBed 
nnder  the  designation  of  ungcntlemanly 
conduct.  When  oharges  of  this  nature 
were  made  against  officers  on  full  pay 
they  were  tried  by  Court-roartial.  It  was 
not  the  case  as  regarded  officers  on  half- 
pay.  The  Admiralty  had  the  power  to 
dismisa  oftf era  on  half-pay.    He  would 


admits  however,  that  in  all  such  cases  as 
those  alluded  to  by  the  gallant  Officer 
there  would  be  just  ground  of  complaint 
if  no  inquiry  was   made  into  them,  and 
if  the  parties  were    not  called  upon  for 
explanation.      80   far   as   he  knew,    the 
fullest  and  fairest  inquiry  was  made  into 
all    the    cases    now   brought   before  the 
House.     He  would  refer  only  to  one  or 
two  of  them.     The  first  case  was  that  of 
Commander  Ed  ward.     He  wascalled  upon 
to  state   his  case.     He  did  so,  and  the 
Admiralty    was   not  satisfied.     He  was, 
therefore  struck  off  the  list.     With  respect 
to    Lieutenant   Millner,    it  was  not  true 
that  he  had  no  half-pay  due  to  him,  when 
he  gave  the  power  of  attorney.     If  his 
offence    had    been  known  soon    enough 
he  would   have    been  tried  by  a  Court- 
martial;  but  he  had  been  so  long  on  half 
pay  that  that  course  could  not  be  resorted 
to.     As  to   the   case  of  the  next-men- 
tioned officer,  he  had  not  been  removed 
from  the  service  without  trial,  and    the 
explanation  he  had  given  had  net  been  by 
any  means  mtls^ctory.     With  respect  to 
the  case  of  Dr.  Williams,  it  was  one  which 
had  heen  so  frequently  before  the  Hoone, 
and  the  circumstanees  of  it  were  so  well 
known  that  he  did  not  consider  it  neces- 
sary to  go  into  it  on  the  present  occasion  ; 
and  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Bee,  to  whose  cor- 
respondence with    Sir  George  Cockbum 
allusion  had  been  made,  no  satisfactory 
explanation  had  been  afforded  the  Amiralty 
to  induce  them    to   act  differently  from 
the  course  they  had   pursued  with  regard 
to  him.     The  hon.  and  gtillant  Memlier 
had  alluded  to  the  case  of  a  Mr,  Booth, 
but  he  must  beg  of  the  House  not  to  take 
that  for  a  matter  of  fact  which  they  only 
knew  from    the    statement  of  the  party 
himself.     Mr.  Booth  had  not  been  hastily 
struck  off  the  list.     The  document  sup* 
posed  to  have  been  forged  purported  to 
be  a   letter  from   Lord    Exmotith.     Mr. 
Booth    was    dismissed   on    the    ^4lh  of 
March ;  on  the  29th  Lord  Exmoutti*s  let- 
ter in  reply  to  a  communication  made  to 
him  was  received  by  the  Admiralty,  and 
the  very  next  day  a  letter  was  sent  off  to 
pray  that  his  Majesty  would   be  pleaeed 
to  allow  the  Admiralty  to  repair  the  error 
and  injury  they  had  committed.    Tho^e 
officers  who  had  been  removed  from  tbo 
service    h;id    been    st»uak   off  ufton  tlie 
strength  of  reports  made  by  officers  com- 

Extent  tojudge  of  their  cases.    The  Hoase 
id  the  best  security    as  lo  the  torn* 
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petency  of  the  tribunal  before  whom  the 
cotidaet  of  ihoie  perM>n6  had  been  ex* 
amined.    Let  them  look  at  the  case  of  Mr. 
Bryant     A  materia  fact  with  regard  to 
that  gentleman's  case  had  come  to  light 
since  lest  year.    An    important    witness, 
no  other  than   Mr.  Bryant's  own  brolher, 
had   come  forward,  and  stated,  that  the 
evidence  he  himself  had  given  was  false. 
The   truth  of   that    statement  had  been 
ascertained,  and  on  that  very  ground  the 
olHoer  in  question  was  restored    to    his 
former  rank.    All    the    officers  who  had 
been  removed  had  been  called  upon  to  give 
explanations  of  their  conduct,  and  in  some 
cases  those  given  were   not  satisfactory^ 
and  in  others  none  had  been  given  at  all; 
and  the  natural  consequence  was,  their 
being  struck  off  the  list.    The  Admiralty, 
in  removing  officers  from  their  rank,  had 
a  most  painful  duty  to  perform,  and  did 
not    exercise  it   except    when  absolutely 
necessary  for  the  honour  of  the  service 
OTer  which  they  presided.     If  there  was 
anything  in  the  conduct  or  character  of  an 
officer  which  rendend  him  unfit  for  the 
service  he  bad  no  right  to  be  allowed  to 
ramala  in  it  or  to  receive  his  half-pay. 
Now,  the  reason  why  these  officers  had 
been  oonsiderad  un&t  for  the  service  was, 
that  they  had  been  guilty  of  conduct  un- 
becoming officers  and  gentlemen.    Sup- 
posing all   the   evidence  with  regard  to 
Uiem  that  could  be  found  is  the  records  of 
the  Admiralty  to  be  produced,  the  only 
purpose  it  oould  serve  would  be  that  of 
again  trying  those  officers;  and  on  the 
ground  that  the  real  effect  of  granting  the 
motion  would  be  a  call  for  the  production 
of  all  the  evidence  in  the  Admiralty  for 
inany  years  back,  for  the  purpose  of  re-try» 
ing  these  oases,  and  as  he  thought  that  a 
fair  trial  oould  not  be  had  before  a  tribunal 
which  he  now  considered  incompetent,  he 
should  most  decidedly  oppose  it. 

Mr.  Aglionby  said,  he  had  heard  nothing 
in  the  arguments  of  the  hon.  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty  to  warrant  his  refusal  to 
produce  the  Returns  moved  for.  The  real 
state  of  the  case  was,  that  there  had  never 
bean  any  trial  at  all — at  least  nothing 
worthy  the  name  of  one*  There  never 
was  a  case  of  greater  hardship  and  injus- 
tice than  that  of  Mr.  Rowland  Millner. 
Talk  of  the  honour  of  the  service  I  Was 
ii  for  the  honour  of  the  service  that  the 
evidence  taken  before  a  harsh  tribunal 
like  the  Admiralty  wds  never  hud  before 
the  parties  accused  }    The   hon,  Gentle* 


man  the  Seoretary  to  the  AdmirsUy  said* 
there  had  been  in  all  these  oases  the  fuUest 
investigation,  end  that  they  had  had  eveiy 
opportunity  of  clearing  themselves.  He 
would  assert,  that  the  investigation  had 
been  a  secret  one-^and  before  a  tribunal 
that  exercised  the  power  with  which  they 
were  invested  most  harshly.  With  respscf 
to  Mr.  Millner,  the  6rst  notice  he  ever  re- 
ceived from  the  Admiralty  was  in  a  letter 
from  Sir  John  Barrow.  He  was  accused 
of  having  borrowed  12/.  from  one  Solomon 
Alexander,  on  the  security  of  his  half-pay, 
having  already  drawn  that  half- pay.  If 
that  was  really  the  case,  then  the  sentenee 
which  had  t)een  passed  upon  him  was  a 
just  one.  But  the  allegation  was  mada, 
let  it  be  remembered,  in  1810,  aqd  the  in- 
vestigation only  took  place  in  183  U  It 
was  proved,  that  Solomon  Alexander  was  a 
money-lender  of  the  lowest  description, 
and  had  gone  under  false  names.  Did  the 
hon.  Secretary  mean  to  sav  that  Ms. 
Millner  had  ever  l>een  personally  examined, 
or  that  he  had  ever  so  much  as  seen  the 
letter  in  which  he  was  accused  to  the  Ad- 
miralty? Had  Alexander  been  person^ 
ally  examined?  If  so,  then  his  (Mr« 
Aglionby*s)  obervations  at  once  fell  to 
the  ground ;  but,  if  not,  then  he  would 
say,  was  it  joa  that  an  officer  should 
on  such  weak  grounds  as  these  ba 
removed  from  the  serviced  Mr.  Hiliner 
denied  having  raeeived  bis  half-nay  at  tha 
time,  and  wrote  to  the  Admimlty  to  that 
effect.  The  reply  he  received  from  Sir  J* 
Barrow  was;,  that  he  had  laid  his  letter  be* 
fore  the  Lords  CommissionexB,  and  that 
thev  had  authorised  him  to  say*  that  they 
could  not  Qomply  with  the  i^oest  con* 
tained  in  it.  He  wrote  again  to  Su:  J« 
Barrow,  requesting,  at  lea#t,  to  see  ih« 
docaments  which  it  was  stated  bad  been 
produced  against  him,  in  order  thatba 
might  sav  whether  the  signatures  to  them 
were  in  his  own  hand  writing  or  forgeries* 
The  answer  was,  that  his  request  could  not; 
be  complied  witli.  He  presented  a  petition 
to  the  King,  and  Sir  Herbert  Taylor's 
reply  was,  that,  in  compliance  with  bta 
Majesty's  order,  he  had  referred  the 
petition  to  the  Lords  Commissioners  oPtho 
Admiralty,  who  finally  referred  Mr.  Millner 
to  their  former  answer  to  his  communica- 
tions. The  statements  of  the  hon.  Secre- 
tary for  the  Admiralty  apjpeared  to  him 
(Mr.Aglionby)  inconsistent  in  the  extreme, 
as  to  wnether  Mr.  Millner  had^  or  had  not, 
:any  half-pay  due  to  him  at  the  time  of  the 
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ftUeged  finmd  ?  Under  all  tliese  circum- 
stanoes  he  hoped  the  House  would  consi- 
der that  a  Bidficient  case  was  made  out  for 
a  further  inquiry  into  the  matter.  He  con- 
sidered it  was  the  duty  of  that  House  to 
exercise  a  control  over  every  Court  where 
it  could  be  shown  that  harshness  and  in- 
justice had  taken  place. 

Mr.  Charles  Wood  said,  he  had  the 
necessary  papers  with  him  upon  the  point 
of  the  half  pay  alluded  to,  but  he  was 
sure  Mr.  MiUner  was,  at  the  time,  on 
half  pay,  and,  that  being  afterwards  ap- 
pointed to  the  Diadem,  on  full  pay,  and 
wishing  to  raise  a  little  money  to  fit  him- 
.aelf  out^  be  applied  to  Alexander  for  a 
loan,  to  whom  he  gave  an  order  to  draw 
his  half  pay*  Alexander  sent  the  order  to 
his  agents  in  t0¥m,  and  up  to  the  day  of 
his  death  he  swore  that  the  signature  was 
that  of  Mr«  Millner;  in  addition  to  which, 
his  (Alexander's)  vrife  had  since  corro- 
borated his  testimony  by  stating  that  she 
lemembered  the  circumstance.  Mr.  Mill- 
ner^ on  his  return  home,  kept  out  of  the 
way  so  long,  that  the  time  within  which 
he  could  have  been  brought  to  a  court- 
martial  passed  away  before  recourse  could 
be  had  to  soch  a  trial. 

Mr.  Richards  was  somewhat  surprised, 
that  the  hon»  Secretary  for  the  Admiralty 
should  call  on  the  House  to  disbelieve 
these  gentlemen  because  they  had  been 
accused^  and  to  believe  him  who  was  their 
accuser.  The  Board  of  Admiralty  had 
been  designated  a  tribunal,  when,  in  fact, 
it  was  no  tribunal  at  all.  He  did  not 
think  that  the  Admiralty  ought  to  shelter 
itself  under  the  prerogative ;  if  the  facts 
were  as  the  hon.  Secretary  stated,  no  ob- 
jection ought  to  be  made  to  the  inquiry  ; 
he  therefore  should  support  the  motion. 

Sir  lH>ve  Parry  said,  it  was  evident 
that  there  was  an  anomaly  at  the  Ad- 
miralty between  the  cases  of  officers  on 
half-pay  and  those  on  full,  for  the  former 
could  not,  like  the  latter,  have  the  oppor- 
tunity of  clearing  themselves  by  a  Court- 
Martial  from  charges  brought  against 
them,  while  the  latter  could  do  so.  He 
considered,  that  the  individuals  in  ques- 
tion, as  well  as  any  others,  had  a  right  to 
call  for  investigation  into  their  conduct,^ 
and  not  to  be  thrown  upon  the  world  as 
paupers,  without  having  had  a  satisfactory 
trial.  Such,  he  was  happy  to  say,  was 
not  the  case  in  the  profession  to  which  he 
belonged.  The  returns  moved  for,  could 
doc,  with  any  show  of  justice  be  refused. 
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Sir    Thomas   Troubridge  denied  ihat 
injustice,  if  any  had  been  done,  had  been 
inflicted  by  the  present  Admiralty.      It 
was  a  case  of  almost  thirty  years  standing^. 
He  had  himself  investigated  the  case,  and 
was  satisfied  that  no  injustice  had  been 
done.    What  interest  could  the  Admiralty 
possibly  have  in  breaking  an  officer  unless 
he  had  committed  some  offence  ?     If  this 
interference  were  established,  the  service 
would  be  ruined,   for  it  would  infringe 
upon  the  due  observance  of  those  rules 
which  had  for  their  origin  the  necessity 
that  every   man   in  such    a    professioD 
should  be  a  gentleman,  and  wholly  un« 
tainted    by  the  least  suspicion  of   dis- 
honourable conduct. 

Mr.  O'ConneU  thought,  that  some  in- 
vestigation was  necessary.     The  practice 
of  striking  officers  off  the  Half  Pay  List 
without  trial  was  not  right,   how  honoar* 
able  soever  the  persons  to  whom    the 
power  of  doing  so  might  be  committed. 
The  hon.   Secretary  had  mentioned  the 
case  in  which  the  Admiralty  had,  in  con* 
sequence  of  subsequent  inquiry,  redressed 
the  grievance  committed  by  its  having 
relied  on  the   sworn  testimony  of  <me 
brother  against  another ;  he  (Mr.  0*Con-> 
pell)  thought,  that  it  would  be  better  to 
investigate  preyiously  to  dismissal.     The 
House  would  observe,  that  Mr.  Millner 
had  declared  the  power  of  attorney  pro- 
duced by  Alexander  to  be  a  forgery,  and 
he  could  not  but  think  it  suspicious  that 
during  the  whole  of  Mr.  Millner's  absence 
on   service,  that  power  of  attorney  had 
remained  unused.    The  House,  in  voting 
for  the  inquiry,  would  not  pass  a  vote  of 
censure  on  the  Admiralty,  but  simply 
vote  for  the  production  of  papers ;   he, 
therefore,  should  support  the  motion. 

Mr»  Cumming  Bruce  considered,  that 
it  would  be  a  dangerous  proceeding  to 
transfer  the  functions  of  the  Admiralty  to 
a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  he  should  therefore  oppose  the  mo« 
tion. 

Mr.  Arthur  Trevor  stated,  that  a  sense 
of  justice  would  compel  him  to  vote  for 
the  motion.  The  circumstances  under 
which  the  parties  were  placed^  made  it 
only  fair  to  grant  an  inquiry. 

Colonel  Thompson  thought,  that  with- 
out questioning  the  decisions  of  the  naval 
or  military  departments,  motious  such  as 
this,  ought  to  be  acceded  to  as  a  means  of 
satisfying  the  public.  The  course  adopted 
by    these   departments   would  not .  be 
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sanctioned  by  the  public  if  followed  by 
criminal  courts;  and  he  did  not  think 
that  the  people  would  be  content  with  it 
if  practised  by  other  authorities.  As  a 
matter  of  wisdom  then^  of  prudence  and 
policy,  he  should  support  the  motion. 

Mr.  Homey  said,  the  present  was  not 
a  gratuitous  proposition  of  some  Member 
who  was  ever  found  ready  to  bring  for- 
ward cases  which  had  something  to 
redress  in  them.  The  Board  had  been 
stated  to  possess  constitutional  responsi- 
bility. They  claimed  the  power  of  cash- 
iering at  will,  naval  officers,  and  having 
done  so,  he  would  ask,  to  whom  was  that 
Board  amenable  ?  It  had  also  been  said, 
that  the  House  ought  to  place  confidence 
in  the  correctness  of  the  inquiry  which 
had  already  taken  place ;  but  was  the 
House  prepared  to  place  such  confidence 
in  any  Member  of  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment as  to  receive  his  statement  without 
calling  for  evidence  ?  ^hy,  he  would 
ask,  having  admitted  the  right  of  the 
House  to  make  the  inquiry,  did  Govern- 
ment refuse  to  grant  the  Return  required  ? 
A  constitutional  House  of  Commons  could 
never  recognise  the  dictum  that  the  House 
ou|ht  to  be  satisfied  with  the  inquiry 
which  the  Board  had  made ;  on  the  con- 
trary, the  House  ought  to  say  they  were 
willing  to  believe  the  motives  of  the 
Board  had  been  beyond  suspicion,  but 
they  would  take  leave  to  jud^  for  them- 
selves. 

Admiral  i^c/am  could  not  find  fault  with 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  bringing 
forward  this  motion,  if  he  really  felt  that 
justice  required  it ;  but  he  could  not,  at 
the  same  time,  avoid  congratulating  him 
on  the  able  supporters  he  had  in  the  hon. 
Members  for  Durham  and  Knaresborough. 
He,  however,  called  on  the  House  to 
beware  how  it  interfered  with  the  prero- 
gative of  the  Crown,  which  had  been  given 
for  the  benefit  of  the  country.  In  the 
absence  of  any  other  constitutional  Xxu 
banal,  the  Admiralty  had  investigated  this 
case,  and  had  come  to  an  honest  decision 
upon  it;  and  until  some  other  tribunal 
was  appointed,  they  would  continue  to 
exercise  the  functions  of  judgment  reposed 
in  them,  with,  he  hoped>  as  much  honour 
to  themselves  as  benefit  to  the  service,  and 
to  the  country. 

Captain  Gordon  said^  that  if  he  under* 
stood  the  question  right,  the  olbject  of  the 
motion  was,  to  interfere  with  the  prero- 
gative of  the  Crown ;  and,  in  his  opinion. 


it  was  absolutely  necessary,  for  th^  go6d 
regulation  of  the  service,  that  the  Crown, 
and  the  Admiralty  as  its  representative^ 
should  have  the  power  of  dispensing  with 
the  services  of  officers,  and  on  that  ground 
alone  he  objected  to  the  production  of  the 
papers. 

Mr.  Phillip  Howard  declared,  that  rest- 
ing on  the  authority  of  the  gallant  Admiral 
(Sir  E.  Codrington)  who  had  brought  fori 
ward  the  motion,  he  should  give  his  voM^ 
in  favour  of  it. 

Sir  Edward  Codrington  observed,  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  J. 
Graham)  had  on  a  former  occasion  stated^ 
that  if  he  (Sir  £.  Codrington)  should  act 
in  any  way  unbecoming  an  officer  and  ii 
gentleman,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  should 
feel  it  his  duty,  if  he  were  at  the  Board, 
of  Admiralty,  to  recommend  his  dismissal 
from  the  service.   Now,  he  should  be  glad 
to  learn  from  the  right  hon.  Baronet  what 
he  considered  to  be  conduct  unworthy  of 
an  officer  and  a  gentleman.  Did  he  think 
that  a  naval  officer   who  employed  his 
Majesty's  ships  in  carrying  materials  for 
building  houses  would    be  acting    in  a 
manner  unworthy  of  an  officer  and    a 
gentleman  ?   Would  he  consider  that  the 
officer  in  command  of  a  ship,  who  fished 
up  brass  guns  which  had  been  blown  up^ 
and  distributed  the  proceeds  of  their  sale 
as  prize-money  among  men  who  had  neve^ 
been  in  the  action,  at  the  rate  of  two 
French  dollars  a-man — would  he  consider 
that  a  naval  commander,  who  had  thus 
conducted    himself,    had  been    guilty  of 
behaviour  unworthy  of  an  officer  and  a 
gentleman  ?     He  should  be  glad  to  heai^ 
the  right  hon.  Baronet's  opinion  on  this 
point,  because  he  knew  that  such  circum^ 
stances  had  taken  place. 

Sir  James  Graham  said,  that  if  th6 
object  of  the  division  was  to  ascertaiii 
who  were  the  friends,  and  who  were  the 
enemies  of  the  navy,  he  for  one  gladly 
accepted  the  hon.  and  gallant  Admiral's 
challenge.  Nothing,  he  thought,  could 
be  less  conducive  to  the  interest  of  tha 
service,  than  to  have  persons  whose  honour 
had  been  tainted,  in  connexion  with  it  $ 
and  he  was  persuaded,  that  if  the  sense  of 
the  navy  were  taken,  it  would  be  found 
that  they  were  not  unfavourable  to  the 
power  exercised  by  the  Board  of  Admi« 
ralty,  or  desiroua  of  an  appeal  from  its 
decisions  to  the  authority  ot  that  House. 
He  must  deny  that  he  had  ever  contended 
that  the  power  vested  iti  the  Bciard  tS 
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Admiralty  should  be  exercised  in  all  caees : 
Ixut  he  had  said,  Uiat  where  i\\e  officers  of 
the  navy  or  army — who  were  not  on  full 
pay,  were  not  amenable  to  the  tribunal  of 
a  Oourt-martial— were  guilty  of  conduct 
that  tainted  their  honour,  it  was  the  para<> 
mount  duty  of  the  Government  to  strike 
them  off  the  lists  of  the  service.  This 
power  was,  of  course,  exercised  under 
responsibility,  and  never  called  into  aotion 
%nless  the  case  brought  against  the  indi- 
vidual was  fully  established  against  him, 
to  the  satisfaction  of  those  in  whose  bands 
tlie  power  wat  placed*  The  hon*  and 
gallant  Officer  had  called  upon  him  to 
define  what  the  conduct  was  that  he  con* 
sidercd  would  be  unworthy  of  an  officer 
and  a  gentleman.  Had  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Officer  ever  presided  at  a  Court* 
martial?  If  he  had,  was  it  for  him  to 
tell  the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer  what  the 
conduct  was  that  would  be  unworthy  of 
an  officer  and  a  gentleman  ?  Every  man 
who  heard  him  was  as  competent  to  answei 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer's  question  as 
be  was,  and  therefore,  he  must  express  his 
eurprise  at  finding  that  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Officer  was  so  uninformed  as  to  render 
a  definition  on  the  subject  necessary.  He 
wai  most  unwillingly  drawn  into  the  pre- 
sent disoussion ;  but  he  oould  not,  at  the 
same  time  help  saying,  that  he  was  sar- 
prised  at  the  reference  which  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Officer  had  made  to  the  conduct  of 
a  brother  officer,  who  was  not  present  to 
defend  himself  against  such  insiuuatlons 
as  the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer  had  thrown 
out*  He  was  aware  of  the  name  of  the 
gallant  Officer  to  whom  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Officer  alluded,  and  it  was  but 
vight  that  the  House  should  know  that  he 
was  an  officer  not  on  half  but  on  full  pay. 
NoW|  would  the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer 
have  had  him  exercise  the  authority  of  the 
Board  of  Admiralty  in  such  a  case?  [Sir 
E.  0(xfrtii$riofi**No,  no.]  If  the  gallant 
Officer  referred  to  had  done  anything 
Wrong,  if  he  had  been  guilty  of  eonduct 
that  was  uaworthy  of  an  officer  and  a 
gentleman,  he  was  amenable  to  a  Court-» 
tnartial'^to  that  tribunal  on  which  the 
hon*  and  gallant  Officer  so  strongly  relied, 
and  from  an  investigation  by  which  the 
gallant  Officer  in  question  would  not  have 
ehrunk,  had  those  charges  now  imputed 
been  preferred  against  him.  He  must  say, 
that  It  was  unworthy  of  the  hon.  and 
■ffdlaQt  Officer  thns,  without  notice,  and 
behind  his  baek|  to  pronounce  such  a 


censure  on  the  conduct  of  a  brother  officer, 
without  at  tlie  same  time  mentioning  his 
name.  This  matter  might  not  be  perfbctly 
understood  in  that  House,  but  it  would  be 
understood  elsewhere^^it  would  be  under- 
stood in  the  service  to  which  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Officer  alluded  to  belonged;  and  yet 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer,  knowing  this, 
took  that  occasion  to  question  him  as  to 
the  conduct  which  was  becoming  in  an 
officer,  and  a  gentleman. 

Sir  Edward  Codrington  was  understood, 
in  explanation,  to  speak  to  the  following 
effiict:*-"  Sir,  I  mentioned  the  subject 
because  I  had  complained  to  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  himself,  that  men  who  were 
notrat  the  battle  of  Navarino,  had  received 
two  dollars  each  as  prize  money,  for  guna 
fished  up  after  the  battle  from  the  Bay  of 
Navarino.  I  made  the  complaint  becanse 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  resisted  giving  to 
my  men  the  gratuity  I  claimed  for  them 
for  that  battle.  But,  Sir,  what  did  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  do?  Why,  he  ap- 
pointed that  very  officer  who  did  this,  to 
supersede  me  in  the  command  of  tl^e 
Mediterranean  fleet.  Sir,  the  right  hoa. 
Baronet  has  taunted  me  with  not  bavfog' 
named  the  officer  to  whom  I  alluded,  bat 
as  I  should  be  incapable  to  sneak  that  of 
a  gentleman  behind  his  back,  which  I 
would  not  say  before  his  face,  I  have  no 
hesitation  whatever  in  atatingf,  that  the 
officer  to  whom  1  alluded  is  Sir  Pultoney 
Malcolm.  I,  for  one.  Sir,  disapproved  of 
Sir  Pulteney  Malcolm's  conduct,  and  I 
think  that  many  men  would  have  subjected 
themselves  to  be  tried  by  a  Court-tnartial, 
if  they  had  acted  in  the  same  way.  If 
any  other  officer  had  been  tried  upon  the 
charge,  and  it  had  been  proved  against 
him,  I  am  convinced  that  this  would  havo 
been  the  case.  Now,  Sir,  t  hope  I  liavo 
spoken  explicitly.  Sir  Pulteney  Malcolna 
spoke  freely  of  me,  and  in  doing  eo  ho 
did  not  speak  faiily.  I  state  thia,  Sir» 
as  a  fact.  I  think  I  have  spoken  explicitfy 
now." 

Sir  Jamei  Oraham :  The  hon.  and  gal-» 
lant  Officer  has  spoken  expUcitly  enough. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Oflicer  alluded  to 
this  subject  on  two  or  three  former  ocoa* 
sions,  but  this  is  the  first  time  that  he  haa 
ever  mentioned  the  name  of  the  officer 
to  whom  he  referred.  Sir,  I  enterlaio  the 
highest  opinion  poesibb  of  Sir  Palteney 
Malcolm,  and  I  do  not  believe  that  thero 
is  a  more  hononrablo  or  gallant  o&oar  in 
the  profesiion  to  which  be  belOBgi.    1| 
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it  perfectly  true  Uiit  the  boa.  and  gallant 
Officer  w«s  superseded  in  the  command 
of  the  Alediterranean  fleet,  and  that  Sir 
Pultenej  Malcolm  succeeded  him  in  that 
command*  I  admit  that  I  am  responsible 
for  having  superseded  the  hon.and  gallant 
Offioer,  and  that  I  did  so,  because  I  would 
not  listen  to  insinuations  and  charges 
which  were  made  in  such  a  manner  as  the 
insinuations  and  charges  made  to  me  were 
made.  Those  who  werfe  fully  competent 
to  form  a  correct  opinion  of  the  conduct 
of  Sir  Pulieney  Malcolm,  I  consulted,  and 
I  now  feel  it  my  bounden  duty  to  declare, 
tliat  I  totally  di$believe  the  charges  brought 
against  him.  Sir,  had  there  been  any 
foundation  for  those  charges,  might  not 
Sir  Pulteney  Malcolm  have  been  called 
upon  to  answer  them  before  that  tribunal 
to  which  h^  was  at  that  time  amenable? 
Ho  never  was,  and  I  therefore  think  it 
rather  hard  that  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Officer  should  have  attempted  for  years  to 
whisper  away  the  character  of  Sir  Pulte« 
ney,  without  mentioning  his  name,  until 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer  found  himself 
driven  into  a  corner. 

Admiral  Adam:  Sir,  I  must  say  that  I 
also  was  surprised  to  hear  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Admiral  behind  me  prefer  such 
charges  against  my  old  and  gallant  Friend, 
Sir  Pulteney  Malcolm.  If  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Admiral  had  had  charges  to  bring 
against  my  old  and  esteemed  Friend, 
why  did  he  not  make  them  in  an  open 
and  manly  manner,  and  not  by  way  of 
iusinuation  ? 

Mr,  Hume  said,  he  was  anxious  to  bring 
the  House  back  to  the  real  question  before 
them»  He  must  say  that  a  secret  inqui** 
sition  was  highly  objectionable;  and  as 
hd  thought  it  unfair  that  the  characters 
of  officers  should  be  whispered  away  by 
a  dozen  individuals,  on,  perhaps,  incor* 
rect  information,  he  was  opposed  to  the 
power  which  was  placed  in  the  hands  of 
the  Board  of  Admiralty,  It  was  true, 
that  they  had  an  appeal  to  the  Crown, 
bat  of  what  advantage  was  that  appeal, 
when  the  only  thing  to  be  gained  from  it 
waS|  a  reference  back  to  the  same  authority 
by  whom  the  matter  was  decided  in  the 
first  instance. 

The  House  divided  :^— Ayes  46;  Noes 
153:   Majority  107. 

LiUaftht  Ayes. 

Bannennan,  A. .  Bowles^  O.  R. 

Bbh,  T.  Brady,  D.  C. 

eiak^  M,  h  Brothertooi  J. 


Brownrigg,  8. 
Chapman,  L. 
Crawford,  W. 
Duncombe,  T. 
Ewart,  W. 
Fee  tor,  J.  M« 
Fielden,  J« 
Grattan,  H. 
Ilail,  B. 
IIar?ey,  D.  VV. 
Hindley,  G. 
Howard,  P.  IL 
Hume,  J. 
LushingtoD,  C. 
Marsland,  li. 
O'Connell,  D. 
0*Corinell,  J. 
O'Connell,  M. 
Palmer,  General 
Pany,  Sir  L.  P.  J. 
PattisoD,  J. 
Richards^  J. 

List  of 

Agnew,  Sir  A. 
Arbiubnot,  hon.  11. 
Bailey,  J. 
Baillie,  U.  D. 
Baiobridge,  E.  T. 
Bainesy  E. 
Balfour,  T. 
Baring,  F.  T. 
Baring,  U.  B. ; 
Barins,  T. 
Bamehy,  J, 
Barron,  IL  W. 
Benett,  J. 
Berkeley,  hon.  C. 
Bethdl,  R. 
Btddulph,  n. 
Btackbunie,  L 
Blackstone,  Wi  S. 
Boiling,  W. 
Bonharo,  R.  F« 
Borthwick,  P. 
Bradshaw,  Jf. 
Bramston^  T.  W. 
Brude,  C.  L.  C. 
Bruen,  F. 
Byng,  G. 
Campbell,  Sir  If. 
Charlton,  E.  L. 
Chicltester,  A. 
Clayton,  Sir  W. 
Clive,  Viscount 
Olive,  hon.  R.  II. 
Colborne,  N.  W.  11. 
Cole,  hon.  A.  II. 
Cole,  Viscount 
Coote,  Sir  C. 
Crippii  J. 
Damer^  O.  L.  D. 
Darlingtoni  Earl  of 
Dillwyn.  L,  W. 
Divett,  £. 
Dottin,  A.  R. 
Dowdeswell,  W. 
Duffieldi  Thomas 


Robinson,  G.  R; 
Rundle,  J« 
Stuart,  V. 
Strickland,  Sir  G. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Thompson,  Cdonel 
Trelawney,  Sir  W. 
Trevor,  Hon.  A. 
Tulk,  C.  A. 
Wakley,  T. 
Wallace,  R. 
Wason,  R. 
Whalleyi  Sir  S. 
Wilbraham,  O. 
Willfams,  W.  A. 
Williams,  Sir  J. 
Wood,  Alderman 

.    TELLEOa. 

Aglionby,  II.  A. 
Codrington^  Sir  £• 

Ihe  Nobs. 

East,  J.  B. 
Eastnor,  Visoount 
Eaton,  R.  J. 
Ebrington,  Viscount 
Egerton,  Sir  P. 
EUey,  Sir  J. 
Estceurt,  T. 
*  Farrand,  R. 
Ferguson,  rt.  hon.R.  C« 
Finch,  G» 
Forbes,  W. 
Forster,  C.  S. 
French,  F. 
Geary,  Sir  W. 
Gladstone,  T. 
Gladstone,  W.E. 
Gordon,  R. 
Gordon,  hon.  Captain 
Goulburo,  rt.  hon.  11. 
Goulbura,  Sergeant   ' 
Graham,  rt*  hon.  Sir  J* 
Hale,  R.  B. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C 
Harcourt,  G.  S. 
Hardy,  J. 
llartand.  W,  C. 
Ilastie,  A. 
Ilawes,  B. 
Hawkins,  J.  U« 
Hinde,  J.  11. 
Hobbouee,  rt.  hn.  Sifi« 
HodgeaL  T.  U 
Hogg,  J.  W. 
Hope,  J. 
Iloostoun,  G. 

Koward,  B. 
owick,  Visoount 
Humpherv,  J. 
James,  W. 
Johnston,  Andrew 
Irton,  S. 
Kearstey,  J.  H. 
Knight,  II.  O. 

Labouchere^rtthntHt 


1199    &trve!f  of  CkurA  lands.    {COMMONS}    Survey  of  Church  lands.    WOO 


Law,  tidD.  C.  B»  Bke,  Tt.  hon*  T.  S. 

LefeTre«  C.  S.  Richards,  R. 

liennox.  Lord  Georg^    Rlckford,  W« 


liMiDOX^  Lord  A* 

Le?«soii,  Lord 

Lewis,  D. 

LUIer,£.C. 

Loiig.W. 

Lowther,  J.  H. 

Marsland,  T. 

Maule,  bon.  F. 

Maansell,  T.  P. 

Miles,  WiUiam 

Morpeth,  ViscoiiDi 

Moniaon,  J* 

Morray,  rt.  hoo.  J.  A.    Stanley,  £.  J 

Neeld,  J*  Stewart,  J. 

If  icholi.  Dr. 

OV&i,  hon.  J.  B.  R. 

Paeke,  C.  W. 

IMmer,  R. 

Adaer,  G. 

Palnersto&i  Viscoont 

Parker,  M. 

Parker,  John 

Parrott,  J. 

Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 


Ross,  C* 
Rossell,  Charles 
RoaseU,  Lord  J. 
Russell,  Lord  C. 
Ry1e,J. 

Sciilett,  hon.  R. 
Scott,  Sir  E.  D. 
Scott,  J.  W. 
Scourfield,  W.  IL 
Seyroodr,  Lord 
Sharpe,  General 
Shirley,  £.  J. 


Surrey,  Bail  of 
Tennent,  J.  £• 
Trevor,  hon.  G.  R. 
Twiss,  H. 
Tyrell,  Sir  J.  T. 
Vere,  Sir  C.  B. 
Vesey,  hon.  T. 
Ward,  H-  G. 
Weyland,  Major 
White,  S. 


Pendarves,  E.  W.  W.    Whitmore,  T.  C. 


Perceval,  Colonel 

PigotyR. 

Ponsonby,  lion.  J* 

PouUer,  J.  S. 

Kae,  right  hon.  Sir  W* 

ReidySirJ.R. 


Wood,  C. 
Woulfe,  Seigeant 
Wrightson,  W.  B. 

TELLERS. 

Adam,  Sir  C. 
Troubridge,  Sir  £.  T. 


I  SIX  guineas  for  them.   He  undeistood  Ihat 
on  a  former  occasion  the  ACtomey-Ctooeral 
had  objected  to  the  prodootion  of  these 
copies,  on  the  groand  of  the  expense  of 
making  them.  He  had  said  that  there  were 
forty  folio  volaroes  of  them,  and  that  it 
woold  require  a  cart  and  horses  to  produce 
them ;  but  the  fact  was,  that  there  were 
only  twenty  quarto  volumes,  written  only 
on  one  side  of  the  page,  and  written  loo, 
in  a  very  large  hand.    The  expense  of 
copying  them  would  amount  to  40(. ;  and 
the  copies  themselves,  if  printed,  would 
easily  go  into  the  compass  of  an  ordinary 
Parhamentary  volume.    He  helieved  thai 
those  documents  would  show  that  a  great 
deal  of  property,  which  was  then  in  the 
Church,  had  since  heen  alienated,  and 
would  render  it  necessary  for  Parliament 
to  call  for  some  explanation  of  the  mode 
in  which  the  alienation  had  been  made. 
He  was  sorry  that  his  hon.  Friend,  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford,  (Sir 
R.  Inglis)  was  not  present,  as  he  should 
have  appealed  to  his  hon.  Friend  to  confirm 
his  assertion  that  the  documents  of  which 
he  wanted  copies  were  the  property  of 
Parliament.     He  concluded  by  formally 
making  the  motion  which  he  had  men- 
tioned  at   the    commencement   of   his 
speech. 

Lord  John  Russell  was  unwilling  to 
oppose  this  motion,  although  he  could  not 
see  its  utility.    He  understood  Uiat  these 


ScavET  OF  CarRCR  Lakds.]  Mr. 
Thomas  Duncombe  rose  to  renew  his  mo« 
tion  for  copies  of  all  the  Parliamentary 
surveys  of  Church  lands  made  in  1646, 1  documents  were  considered  as  public  do- 


and  deposited  by  Parliament  in  the  library 
of  manuscripts  in  Lambeth  Palace.  He 
was  sorry  that  accident  had  orevented  him 
from  being  in  his  place  when  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Middlesex  brought 
this  motion  forward  as  his  substitute.  He 
iras  afraid  that  he  had,  by  his  absence 
on  that  occasion,  placed  his  hon.  Friend 
in  a  most  ungracious  position.  The  pa{)ers 
of  which  he  was  now  moving  for  copies, 
^rere  the  property  of  Parliament.  They 
contained  the  surveys  of  Church  lands, 
which  Parliament  bad  ordered  to  be 
made  in  1646,  and  were  placed  by  Parlia* 
nent,  which  did  not  know  what  to  do  with 
them  at  the  Restoration,  in  the  care  of  the 
Archbishop  of  Canterbury  for  safe  custody. 
They  were  therefoTe  beyond  all  dispute 
public  property ;  but  still,  if  you  wanted 
an  extract  respecting  any  particular  parishi 
yon  must  pay  a  fee  of  half  a  guinea  for  it 
to  the  Archbishop's  secretary,  or  if  you 
wanted,  as  he  had  wanted,  extracts  re- 
specting twelve  psMTisbes,  you  must  pay 


cuments  in  the  library  at  Lambeth,  and 
that  any  person  who  wished  to  see  them 
might  00  so  for  a  small  fee,  He  doubted, 
however,  whether  it  was  worth  while  to 
go  to  the  expense  of  either  copying  or 
printing  them. 

Mr.  Hume  would  be  sorry  to  put  the 
countr?  to  any  unnecessary  expense,  but 
he  still  thought  that  these  documents 
ought  to  be  printed.  He  assured  the  noble 
Lord  that  he  had  found  great  difficulty  in 
obtaining  what  he  wanted  in  these  manu* 
scripts.  It  was  of  great  importance  that 
the  contents  of  these  documents  should  be 
open  to  the  public. 

Mr.  Barnes  had  gone  to  the  library  at 
Lambeth  Palace,  and  having  stated  that 
he  wanted  to  examine  these  manuscripts 
for  historical  purposes,  had  received  from 
the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury  and  from 
his  librarian  every  facility  he  could  desire, 
and  that|  too,  without  the  payment  of  any 
fee. 

Sir  Bo^t  Peel  wfts  not  going  to  throw 
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any  obstacle  in  the  way  of  tbe  motion  of 
Uie  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury.  He 
tbong^t«  however,  that  the  first  document 
which  the  House  ought  to  call  for  should 
be  an  authentic  statement  of  the  circum- 
stances under  which  these  documents 
were  placed  as  public  property  in  the 
library  at  Lambeth.  When  that  formal 
authority  was  produced,  either  in  the 
shape  or  an  extract  from  their  journals,  or 
in  any  other  authentic  document,  there 
could  be  no  objection  to  order  the  pro- 
duction of  the  surveys  in  question.  He 
made  this  suggestion  to  the  House  to 
prevent  it  being  imagined  |that  they  had 
exercised  their  authority  to  extract  docu- 
ments which  were  not  tneir  property  from 
a  private  library. 

Lord  John  Rustell  concurred  with  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Tarn- 
worth,  that  some  Parliamentary  ground 
should  be  laid  for  demanding  these  docu- 
ments as  public  property  from  the  Arch- 
bishop of  Canterbury. 

Debate  adjourned. 

Paisoir  Discipline  (Scotland).]  Mr. 
Fox  Maule  said,  the  subject  which  I  feel 
it  to  be  my  duty  to  bring  under  the  notice 
of  the  House,  is  one  of  so  much  importance, 
that  1  trust  I  may  be  permitted  to  trespass 
for  a  short  time  on  its  attention,  while  I 
detail  the  amendments  which  I  propose  to 
make  in  the  management  of  tne  prisons 
and  system  of  prison  discipline  in  Scot- 
land. All  who  have  turned  their  attention 
to  this  interesting  subject,  concur  in  opi- 
nion that  without  uniformity  of  system  no 
great  improvement  can  be  obtained,  and, 
however  in  some  cases  centralization  of 
management  may  be  undesirable,  in  re- 
spect to  prisons  there  seems  to  be  but  one 
opinion  as  to  the  propriety  of  its  adoption. 
Fully  subscribing  to  this  doctrine,  which  I 
find  strongly  recommended  in  Mr.  Hill's 
two  Reports  on  the  prisons  of  Scotland,  I 
have  endeavoured  to  frame  a  measure 
which  shall  carry  it  into  effect,  and  rescue 
that  country  iiom  the  stain  which  the 
present  system  casts  upon  it.  Did  my 
time  permit,  I  might  enter  into  a  detail  of 
the  present  evils,  which,  perhaps,  would 
be  the  most  formal  course  previous  to  sug- 
gesting the  remedies;  but  these  are  so 
well  known  to  every  one  connected  with 
that  country  that  I  feel,  as  far  as  they  are 
concerned,  it  would  be  an  unnecessary 
consumption  of  time,  and  will  content 
myself  by  referring  the  House  and  th» 


public  to  Mr.  Hill's  excellent  reports  in 
justification,  if  it  be  required,  of  the  mea- 
sure which  I  shall  lay  on  the  table.     But  I 
cannot     avoid     mentioning    one     strik- 
ing  fact,  that,   notwithstanding  the  im- 
mense changes  that  have  taken  place  in 
Scotland — the  increase  of  population — ^the 
establishment  of  large  commercial  com- 
munities— the  enlargement,  if  I  may  say 
of  the  field  for  crime,  and  the  increased 
'Strictness  of  the  administration  of  the  law 
^the  statute  which  regulates  the  confine- 
ment of  prisoners  bears  the  antiquated 
date  of  1597.    By  this  Act,  in  return,  no 
doubt,  for  valuable  privileges  at  that  time 
enjoyed  by  them,  the  royal  burghs  were 
called  upon  to  take  charge  of  all  persons 
sentenced  to  imprisonment,  and  were  held 
responsible  for    their   safe  custody  and 
maintenance  when  convicted,  out  of  the 
common  goods  or  property,  of  the  bo- 
rough, of  which,  at  the  time,  no  doubt, 
there  was  a  sufficiency  for  the  purpose ; 
for,  I  fear,  the  majesty  of  the  law  was  so 
ill   upheld  in  those  days,  that  few  were 
made  subject  to  its  necessary  vengeance. 
But  many  of  our  royal  burghs  have  fallen 
from  their  former  estate,  and  their  pro- 
perty is  gone  :  but  their  liability  remains ; 
and  what  is  the  consequence  ?  Their  gaols 
are  in  the  worst  possible  condition — no 
discipline  can  exist,  for  there  are  no  means 
to  carry  it  out — male  and  female,  con- 
victed and  untried,  the  hardened  in  crime 
and   the  juvenile  offender,    debtor  and 
felon  I  may  be  seen  herded  together  under 
the  charge  of  a  gaoler,  with  a  salary  of 
some  4/.  or  5L  a-year,  who  ekes  out  the 
remainder  of  his  scanty  income  by  the 
profits  he  derives  from  supplying  beer, 
spirituous  liquors,  and  other  articles  to  the 
unfortunate  individuals  under  his  charge. 
This  state  of  things  has  not  been  unno- 
ticed by  Parliament,  though  no  effectual 
remedy  has  yet  been  provided*     In  1818, 
and  1819,  a  Committee  of  the  House  was 
employed  in    carefully  investigating  the 
subject  t  but  the  only  result  of  their  labour 
was  the  59th  of  George  3rd,  c.  61.    This 
Act  is  very  defective  in  its  pipvisions,  and 
it  only  applies  to  rebuilding  gaols  on  their 
old  sites,  and  leaves  it  a  matter  of  choice 
to  the  counties  to  give  or  withhold  aid 
as  they  see  fit.    In  1826  the  attention 
of  Parliament  was  again  attracted  to  the 
subject,  and  the  result  of  their  inquiries 
was,  that  in  the  opinion  of  the  Committee 
the  state  of  the  prisons  in  Scotland  was 
1  very  defective  in  point  of  securityj  (iccom« 
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modation  and  maoagsment,  while  the 
fiiiidt  from  which  such  priions  oughl  to 
be  improved  were  in  niott  instances  ioade** 
q«ale  for  the  purposoi  The  Committee 
go  on  to  atatei  that  it  is  no  longer  a  matter 
of  ohoice,  bat  of  neeesaity,  that  a  speedy 
and  effective  remedy  should  be  supplied 
to  an  evil  of  suoh  magnitude.  Notwith- 
standing these  suggestions^  no  farther 
stopa  were  taken  towards  an  improved 
system  till  ]899t  when  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  opposite  brought  for^ 
ward  a  Billi  which,  had  it  been  enter- 
tained, would  have  gone  far  to  remedy 
the  eusting  evils*  atid  contained  some  of 
the  provisions  which  I  have  adopted  in  the 
present  Bill.  Counties  have  also»  in  sotne 
Instances,  stepped  in  voluntarily  to  share 
with  Ibe  burghs  the  burthen  of  maintain* 
ing  prisoners,  and  providing  seoiiro  ac- 
commodation. Various  kind  and  charitable 
individuals  have  also  formed  themselves 
into  societies,  which  have  done  some  good 
in  introducing  religious  instruction,  and 
attracting  public  attention  lo  the  subject; 
but  with  the  best  intentions,  their  objects 
have  been  in  a  great  measure  rendered 
ineffectual  by  want  of  a  proper  system  of 
discipline  and  order.  But  there  is  another 
principle  to  be  considered.  Is  it  right  that 
the  present  liabilities  of  burghs  should 
remain  i  I  cannot  for  a  moment  subsoribe 
to  such  a  proposition ;  and  I  hold  that 
all  Glasses  of  the  community  are  bound, 
according  to  their  means,  to  be  subject 
to  this  natural  duly.  Impressed  with 
these  opinions,  i  will  state  shortly  the 
heads  of  the  Bill  which  I  shall  ask  leave 
to  introduce  to  the  House,  and  which 
Utey  will  find  to  be  framed  much  upon 
the  principles  and  suggestions  contained 
in  Mr.  Hiirs  reports.  It  is  propoed 
to  place  the  whole  prisons  of  Scotland 
and  regulation  of  prison  discipline  under 
one  board  of  directors,  to  be  nauned  in  the 
Act,  with  the  addition  of  the  inspector  of 
prisons  for  the  north,  and  two  directors  to 
be  named  by  the  Secretary  of  State ;  the 
office  of  director,  to  be  honorary  t  the 
board  to  make  regulations  subject  to 
approval  or  alteration  by  the  Secretary  of 
State,  and  to  lav  their  proceedings  an- 
nuallv  before  Parliament.  I  propose  the 
boara  shall  lay  before  Parliament  every 
year  an  eatimate  of  the  expenses  for  the 
ensuing  year;  this  estimate  to  lie  on  the 
table  of  the  House  for  one  month,  and,  if 
not  questioned  in  that  timci  to  be  carried 


hita  effect  by  the  board  levying  an  akseaa* 
ment  on  counties  and  burghs  according  to 
their  population.  The  proportions  for 
each  being  allocated  according  lo  a  sche-* 
dule  in  the  Bill,  the  assessment  is  pro- 
posed to  be  raised  on  countiei  along  with 
the  rogue  money,  and  in  burglis  by  th« 
magistratei  along  with  any  convenient 
burgh  rate  that  may  eaist.  It  is  proposed 
to  limit  the  amount  of  the  assessment  to 
what  is  right  and  reasonable ;  and  I  pro- 
pose that  it  shall  not  exceed  30,0001.  in 
any  one  year  over  all  Scotlatid*  By  the 
calculations  I  have  made,  I  find  that  this 
sum,  being  the  highest  possible  rate, 
would  impose  an  assessment  upon  the  city 
of  Edinburgh  of  only  about  ode  peony  in 
the  pound  of  rental,  and  even  on  the 
country  g^erallv  would  fall  so  lightly  as 
scarcely  to  be  felt  as  a  burthen.  I  propose 
that  there  shall  be  three  great  penitoa« 
tiaries  in  different  parts  of  the  kingdoio, 
and  it  fortunately  happens  that  there  are 
buildings  belonging  to  Government  ea- 
ceedingly  well  adapted  for  this  purpose, 
which  I  am  prepared  to  state  Government 
will  grant  the  use  of«  and  which  will 
enable  us,  with  comparatively  little  ex- 
pense, to  carry  the  plan  into  effect.  There 
are  also  several  smaller  prisons  at  present 
eautiog,  which,  some  of  them  in  their 
present  state  and  some  of  them  with 
slight  alteration,  will  still  remain  useful. 
Thus  1  have  endeavoured  to  show  Uio 
House  the  principle  I  propose  to  adopt  i 
the  manner  of  carrying  it  into  effect;  tba 
means  of  defraying  the  eapenses  of  iti 
and  the  equity  with  which  they  will  fall 
on  all  classes  of  the  community,  rural  as 
well  as  urban.  They  will  perhaps  under^ 
stand  the  details  better  when  the  Bill  and 
its  schedules  are  in  their  hands;  but  I 
could  not  in  justice  to  the  subject  albvr 
it  to  go  to  the  public  without  this  espla^ 
nation  of  its  various  points.  I  feel  quite 
assured  that  though  there  may  be  some 
difference  of  opinion  as  to  these  detailsi  lo 
which  I  am  by  no  means  bound  if  im- 
provement can  be  ahown,  tha  gentlemen 
of  Scotland  will  support  mo  in  earning 
tha  principle  into  effect.  Men  of  nU 
parties  and  opinions  will  approach  Um 
subject  with  but  one  feeling,  and  lend 
their  aid  and  influence  to  promote  ibo 
cause  of  justice  and  humanity,  and  reader 
our  country  as  distinguished  for  the  ordnr 
and  regularity  of  our  prisooi  as  she  boa 
long  b^n  for  the  ioteUigeaoe  and  morality 
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of  her  peoplew  I  beg  to  nipve  for  leftte 
to  bring  id  a  Bill  to  itnnroye  prisons  and 
pritOD  diBCtpline  in  Saotiand» 

Major  ChnMniihg  BfutB  waa  aura  the 
House  would  agree  with  him,  that  ho  apo- 
logf  was  necessary  for  his  hon.  Friend  for 
oeenpyhig  their  time  with  the  able  state- 
ment with  which  he  bad  introdticed  the 
pffHeM  important  measure  t  a  measure 
which  he  trusted  would  soon  remote  the 
disgrace  which  at  present  attached  to 
Seoiland  from  the  state  of  her  prisons. 
Me  liked  not  only  the  general  principles 
of  the  measure,  but  the  details  also,  and 
he  antteipated  the  happiest  results  from  its 
operation.  Though  not  a  friend  to  the 
pfinoiple  of  centralization  in  all  matters,  he 
was  conYinced,  and  he  waa  sure  that 
others  would  agree  with  him,  that  this  was 
a  ease  in  which  centralization  was  neces« 
sary,  seeing  that  this  was  a  matter  not  of 
petty  local  interests,  but  of  national  con«> 
oern,  and  that  it  was  only  by  putting  the 
prisons  of  Scotland  under  one  general  direc* 
tion,  that  any  efficient  and  permanent  re- 
form could  be  obtained.  If  he  had  bad  any 
doubt  of  the  necessity  of  this  and  the  other 
leading  principles  of  the  Bill,  those  doubts 
have  been  rsmoved  by  the  perusal  of  the 
reports  of  the  inspector  of  prisons  for 
Scotland.  In  all  the  principles  and  Tiews 
brought  forward  by  Mr.  Hill  in  those 
reports  he  heartily  concurred,  .and  he 
thought  that  the  more  the  present  measure 
was  made  io  accordance  with  those  views 
and  principles,  the  more  good  it  would 
contain.  The  advantage  was  to  be  general, 
and  thereCore  it  was  quite  reasonable  that 
there  should  be  a  general  assessment,  and 
that  all  should  contribute  according  to 
their  ability,  whether  they  happened  to  be 
inhabitants  of  Irnrgbs  or  not.  The  burghs 
had  already  borne  their  peculiar  burdens 
too  long,  and  he  was  glad  to  find  that  this 
measure  would  afford  them  relief. 

Sir  WUUam  Roe  said,  that  the  country 
ought  to  feel  obliged  to  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man for  haYing  brought  this  measure  for- 
ward. He  trusted  that  this  was  a  Qovem- 
ment  measure,  as  it  was  the  only  mode 
10  which  it  could  be  effectually  carried 
through.  He  had  paid  much  attention  to 
this  subject,  and  had  endea? ouked  to  apply 
a  remedy  to  the  acknowled^  evils  at 
present  existing.  His  chief  difficulty  had 
been  in  providing  the  large  district  prisons 
Sad  procuriag  the  necessary  funds,  but  the 
hen.  Member  would  not  have  the  sane 
difficulties  to  contend  with,  if  he  obtained  | 


the  asaistance  of  Government  in 
the  penitentiaries  required ;  if  he  needed 
to  raise  any  large  sum  by  a  new  form  of 
assessment,  he  would  perhaps  be  beaten* 
The  rates  in  counties  in  Scotland  were  at 
present  levied  according  to  a  valuation 
made  nearly  200  years  ago,  which,  of 
course,  does  not  show  the  value  of  pro- 
perty. The  right  hon.  Member  concluded. 
by  saying  that,  he  would  be  very  happy  to 
afford  any  assistance  in  bis  power  in  aid 
of  such  an  important  measure. 

Lord  J.  Ruisell  said^  that  the  Bill  was 
a  Government  measurei  and  that  Govern* 
ment  would  do  all  in  Us  power  to  carry  it 
through  Parliament. 

The  Lord  Jdvecait  said,  that  the  pre- 
sent system  of  prison  dl$cipllne  was  a  dis- 
grace to  Scotland,  and  could  not  be 
allowed  to  ctmtinue.  It  was  also  a  con- 
sideration not  unworthy  of  the  attention  of 
the  House,  that  the  proposed  measure  was 
likely  to  prove  a  measure  of  economy. 
That  it  must  be  so,  was  evident  from  this 
-*-that  if  crime  be  dimiuished,  expense 
must  be  diminished  in  the  same,  or  nearly 
in  the  same  proportion. 

Captain  Gtjrdon  consklered  that  the 
plan  was  exceedingly  good,  and  one  whksh 
it  was  most  desirable  should  be  carried 
into  immediate  effbct.  He  wished  to 
know  whether  it  was  the  intention  of  his 
hon.  Friend,  In  cases  where  nothing  could 
be  established  against  particular  prisons,' 
that  the  parties  maintaining  those  gaols 
should  be  put  to  additional  expense. 

Mr.  Fox  Maule  replied,  that  if  the  pro* 
posed  measure  becamean  Actof  Pariiamettt, 
the  prisons  of  Scotland  would  be  placed 
under  one  board  possessing  power  to  levy  a 
general  assessment  over  the  whole  ooun-* 
try,  by  which  means  counties  and  boroughs 
would  be  relieved  from  any  future  expense. 

Mr.  Forbes  did  not  much  approve  of 
any  further  increase  of  centreliEatlon,  and 
certainly,  before  he  gave  his  assent  to  the 
measure  then  before  the  House,  he  raus^ 
see  what  was  said  to  its  detfiMs  in  the 
county  which  be  bad  the  honour  to  re- 
present. 

Mr.  t!aw€$  said,  it  would  be  highly 
advantageous,  if,  in  establishing  regula- 
tions of  the  kind  proposed,  arrangements 
should  be  made  for  rendering  the  gaols  of 
Scotland  selfniupperting  estabHshments* 

Sir  WiUiam  Rae  inqttured  whether  or  not 
it  was  intended  that  the  same  fesponsibility 
as  formerly  should  attach  to  magistrates 
in  casea  wharc  debtors  effected  their  ei6a{ie» 
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Mr.  Manle  said,  it  was  expected  that  in 
fatore  a  more  rei^ctable  class  of  men 
would  fill  the  office  of  gaoler  than  had 
done  so  formerly ;  they  would,  therefore, 
be  enabled  to  find  sufficient  security,  and 
the  magistrates  would  then  be  relieved 
from  further  responsibility. 

Motion  agreed  to.  Bill  brought  in  and 
read  a  first  time. 
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Friday,  April  14,1837. 

Ifimrrsfi.]  BUM.  Read  a  leoond  time:— Trial  by  Jury 
(SooUand) ;  Affidarits  (SooUand  and  Irdaiid). 

PetitMOf  prescaled.  By  Lords  Bbzlky,  Knrrox.  and 
oUwr  Noble  Lobm,  from  RodietCer  and  oUier  plaoe^, 
against  the  AbolitioB;  and  by  Lords  PourrMOEB, 
Bkougram,  H0LI.AJID,  and  the  Duke  of  Norfolk,  from 
^rarioitt  plaoei,  for  the  Abolitioa  of  Chardi-ratci«— By 
Lnd  Kurot  from  GuiUlbid,  ffunst  Altentioa  of  Poor* 
law  AiDcndment  Act. — By  Viscount  BsaaaroBO,  from  the 
Medical  Professiao  at  Conham  and  Chippcnhani,  for 
AltetmttoD  of  the  sidd  Aet,  relatire  to  Heaauneratioii  of 
Mfldkal  Men  Ibv  attradaaw*  on  the  Poor. 

Trial  by  Jury  (Scotland)  Bill.] 
The  Lord  Chancellor  moved  the  second 
reading  of  the  Trial  by  Jury  (Scotland) 
Bill,  the  object  of  which  was  to  assimilate 
the  law  in  Scotland  on  this  subject  to  that 
of  this  country.  It  provided,  that  in  case 
a  party  were  dissatisfied  with  the  verdict 
of  the  Jury,  or  the  rule  of  the  Judge  in 
his  case,  he  might  apply  to  the  Court  for 
a  new  trial ;  and  in  case  of  failing  of  re- 
ceiving satisfaction  by  this  means,  he  may 
resort  to  a  writ  of  exceptions. 

The  Earl  of  Mansfield  did  not  rise  to 
oppose  the  Bill,  but  thought  that  before 
any  alteration  was  made  in  the  existing 
law,  it  ought  to  receive  the  most  deliberate 
attention,  which  he  hoped  this  Bill  would 
receive  at  the  hands  of  their  Lordships. 

Lord  Brougham  supported  the  Bill,  and 
observed,  that  its  great  object  was  to  pre- 
rent  endless  litigation  before  Juries.  It 
left  the  merits  of  the  case  to  the  Juries, 
and  only  left  the  question  of  law  to  the 
Judges* 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Friday,  April  14, 1837. 

MimTTBa-l  PeUtions  presented.  By  Sit  Jorit  Bkckbtt 
jHid  other  Hon.  Mbmbsiis,  ftom  NfwcaitlempoiwTyiie, 
md  Ynknis  other  p)aetM$  ftgidnstt  and  by  Mr.  Lisrcn, 
Colood  LAjroTON,  a&dother  Hon.  Mcicbkbs,  ftom  vaiioos 
plaoes,  for  the  Abolition  of  Cburdt-iates.— By  Mr.  LiariK 
and  other  Hon.  MxuBmnBp  ftom  Dcriaei  and  other  plaoes, 
ffar  Amendment  of  IH)oc4aw  Aet^— By  Mr.  HAsrn&vr 
»d  oUier  Hon.  Msmhcbs,  ftom  Wisbeaeh  ^d  other 
P»«j  oomptatningof  the  undue  privU^D  e^joTed  6T  the 
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Proprieton  of  similar  Papen.— By  Mr.  Ssabvait  CnAW« 
roBO,  ftom  various  places,  for  AbtditioQ  of  Tithes  (Ire- 
land).^By  Mr.  SukHMAn  Crawvord  and  other  Hon. 
MniBCM,  ftom  Wigan  and  other  plaees,  UmI  a  Gcnerai 
Bin  may  be  altowed  lo  pass  tfarough  a  Committee  of  «Im 
whole  House,  for  the  Better  Observance  of  the  Sabbath.^- 
By  Mr.  W.  Oiu>,  ftom  Newcsstlempon-Tyne,  for  Redae« 
tion  of  Duty  on  Marine  InronmcCTu    By  Mr.  Ymmmum 
Suits,  ftom  Northampton,  Ibr  Univeral  5alBRge.-^-Bj 
Bfr.  F.  Shaw,  ftom  Dublin,  for  a  prohibition  of  the  Sale 
of  Sptritnoos  Liquors  on  the  Sabbath.— By  Mr.  Moom, 
ftom  Mold,  Ibr  the  Repeal  of  Dnty  on  CoCtoo.-4lly  lia;. 
F.  Sbaw,  from  Down,  GunncM',  and  other  plaoes.  ooais* 
pUining  of  the  unequal  operation  of  the  present  system  of 
Natk)oal  EducatioQ  (Ireland).— By  Mr.  W.  MiiB»  fttoart 
Martintele,  eomplaining  of  the  Bxpcnse  jncunwl  by  tl»r 
present  Survey  for  the  oompletion  of  tJie  Voluntary  Agre^* 
mcnt  tmder  the  Tithe  Commutations  Act 

Business  of  tu£  House.]  Sir  /Z« 
Peel  believed  the  time  was  fast  appioacb-* 
ing  when  the  House*  by  the  general 
consent  of  all  parties,  would  make  sonoe 
great  improvement  in  the  manner  of 
conducting  the  public  business.  He  did 
not  impute  blame  to  any  one ;  but  di»* 
cossions  had  been  allowed  to  proceed  to 
such  a  length,  and  they  had  got  into  such 
a  habit  of  adjourned  debates,  that  nobody 
could  feel  sure  when  a  question,  even  of 
the  greatest  importance,  would  be  brought 
under  consideration.  Like  the  horse,  of 
whom  it  was  said,  that  it  was  easy  to  brings 
him  to  the  water,  but  that  it  was  not  easy  to 
make  him  drink,  it  was  easy  for  an  hoii. 
Member  to  bring  in  a  Bill,  but  it  was  not 
easy  for  him  to  force  the  House  to  come  to 
a  satisfactory  conclusion  with  it.  All 
parties  ought  to  wait  and  to  direct  their 
undivided  attention  to  the  remedy  of  thia 
evil.  At  present,  the  discussion  of  one 
subject  was  immediately  followed  by 
the  discussion  of  another.  A  month 
perhaps  intervened  before  the  discussion 
of  the  first  subject  was  resumed ;  by  that 
time  all  the  arguments  that  had  beea 
urged  were  forgotten,  and  it  became 
necessary  to  repeat  them.  It  would  be 
highly  satisfactory  to  the  subject  if  some 
better  arrangement  could  be  made;  if,  for 
instance,  they  were  to  select  two  or  three 
of  the  most  imporUnt  and  pressing  Bills, 
and  perfect  them  before  proceeding  with 
any  other.  Such  a  course  would  be  much 
more  satisfactory  to  all  concerned,  than 
the  manner  in  which  the  business  waa  now 
done. 

Mr.  Roebuck  said,  if  the  leading  Mem« 
bers  of  the  parties  in  that  House  were  to 
make  their  speeches  before  ten  o*clock,  it 
would  be  found  to  have  a  beneficial  effect* 
At  present,  the  House  was  nearly  emptied 
from  soon  after  five  o'clock  until  that  houri 
as  it  va$  well  understood  that  no  great 
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gaQ  would  go  off  before  ten  o*cl6ck. 
If  it  were  noderstood  that  all  the 
artillery  of  a  debate  would  be  discharged 
a  little  before  that  hour»  the  House  would 
not  be  so  deserted ,  nor  would  its  time  be 
so  much  wasted. 

Sir  B^  Peel  was  quite  sure  that  all  those 
who  were  expected  to  take  up  a  subject, 
after  every  argument  had  been  exhausted, 
would  heartily  concur  in  the  suggestion  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  G.entleman.  It  was 
a  most  harassing  task  for  any  one  to  get 
up  after  a  three  nights'  debate,  and  ad- 
dress  the  House  after  all  bad  been  said 
upon  the  question  that  it  was  possible  to 
advance. 

Subject  dropped. 

Canada.]  On  the  motion  of  Lord 
John  Russell,  the  House  resolved  itself 
into  a  Committee  on  the  paragraph  in  the 
King^s  speech  respecting  Canada, 

The  Chairman  stated,  that  It  was  the 
iifth  resolution  which  was  to  be  con* 
Mdered. 

Mr.  Boehuck  rose  and  said:  Having 
what  I  belteye  to  be  an  important  propo- 
sition to  lay  before  the  Committee,  I  am 
exceedingly  desirous  of  obtaining  their 
attention  while  yet  untired  and  undis- 
turbed by  the  warmth  and  asperities  of 
debate.  I  am  now  about  to  endeavour, 
for  the  last  time  at  which  the  attempt  can 
be  successful,  to  propound  a  plan  for  the 
reconciliation  of  the  people  of  Canada  and 
this  country,  and  for  the  amicable  and 
immediate  arrangement  of  the  perplexing 
and  fatal  dissensions  which  have  so  long 
existed  between  the  provincial  Govern- 
ment and  the  imperial  Administration. 
We  are  on  the  eve  of  taking  a  step  which 
will  for  ever  preclude  all  hope  of  peace 
and  content  hereafter.  I  say  this  is  no 
spirit  of  boasting  or  of  taunt.  To  me,  a 
qnarrel  between  England  and  Canada  can 
bring  nothing  but  pain  and  regret ;  but  I 
thus  warn  this  House,  and  the  Ministers 
of  the  Crown,  because  I  know  the  subject 
on  which  I  am  speaking,  and  but  too 
plainly  perceive  the  long  train  of  disaster 
and  distress  which  the  fatal  course  we 
now  meditate,  will  inevitably  entail  upon 
the  people  of  both  countries.  In  order  to 
avert  this  evil,  I  deem  it  my  doty  to  make 
one  efibrt  more,  and  a  solemn  duty  I 
esteem  it;  and,  in  order  that  I  may  per- 
form it  to  the  best  of  my  ability,  I  beseech 
the  attention  and  indulgent  consideration 
^f  the  Committee*     If  the  resolutions 


proposed  by  the  noble  Lord  are  perseverecl 
m  and  carried,  all  hope  of  peace  is  for 
ever  precluded.    The  province  of  Canada, 
together   with  our  other  possessions  in 
America,  may  for  a  few  years  still  remain 
under    our    dominion ;     but    fatal    dis- 
content will  pervade  the  minds   of  the 
colonists,  and  their  every  aspiration  will 
be  for  the  happy  time  of  their  deliverance 
from  our  yoke ;    they  will  watch  with 
eager  anxiety  and  impatience  for  the  first 
favourable  opportunity  for  contemptuously 
spurning  our  control,  and  will,  with  ardent 
belief  in  the  glories  and  happiness  of  a  life 
of  national  independence,  rear  at  once  the 
standard  of  revolt,  and  assume  the  name 
and    port    of  an    independent    people. 
Whatever  may  be  the   course  we  may 
pursue,  the  time  must  inevitably  come, 
when  our  American  colonies  will  become 
independent  states;  but  I,  for  one»  am 
not  anxious  that  this  event  should    be 
anticipated  and  brought  about  before  its 
natural    period;    and  above  all,    I  am 
desirous    that    when    this   period   does 
arrive,  we  may  separate  in  peace  and 
good-will  towards  one  another ;  that  we 
may  voluntarily  resign  our  supervising  care, 
and  that  the  colonies  may  assume  it  with 
our  sanction  and  approval ;  that  no  bitter- 
ness should  result  from  this  new  relation, 
but  that  reciprocal  kindness  should  beget 
lasting  and  reciprocal  good-will.  In  order, 
then,  that  this  good  feeling  may  exist, 
it  is  necessary  that  our  connexion,  while 
it  lasts,  should  not  be  accompanied  with 
strife,  with  contempt,  and  ill-treatment 
on  the  one  hand,  and  i11..suppressed  hate 
and  desired  revenge  on  the  other.     I  n  the 
hope  of  preventing  this  disastrous  con- 
summation, and  of  promoting  a  kindly 
feeling  between  Lower  Canada  and  our- 
selves, I  entreat  the  House  to  pause  while 
yet  there  is  time  for  consideration.     I 
beseech  them  to  listen  to  a  proposal  which 
I  believe  will  meet  the  many  difficulties 
which  attend  the  present  unhappy  disputes, 
and  remove  from  the  minds  of  the  wise 
and  prudent  of  all  parties  in  the  province, 
all  cause  of  distrust  and  discontent.  '  In 
the  full  confidence  that  this  proposal  will 
accomplish  this  purpose,    I  shall  now  pro- 
ceed to  detail  it  to  the  Committee.     Any 
plan  for  the  pacification  of  Canada  must 
necessarily  have  reference  to  two  sets  of 
difficulties,  first,  while  it  is  so  extensive 
and  effective  in  its  reform  of  abuses  long 
complained  of  as  to  satisfy  the  Canadian 
people,  it  must,  secondly,  also  be  of  such. 
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a  charftcter  at  to  meet  the  opproval  of 
the  people  of  tbit  eoantry  and  its  rulers^ 
in  spite  of  all  their  manv  prejudices,  and 
peculiar  interests  and  feelings.  This  is 
certainly  a  diflficult  problem  to  solve.  Our 
American  colonies  are  in  the  immediate 
neighbourhood  of,  and  in  constant  inter- 
course with,  the  United  States.  In  those 
states  democratic  forms  of  government 
and  democratic  feelings  reign  trramph- 
dnt;  The  people  are  hsppy,  proud  of 
their  iostitutiond^  and  ascribe  much  of 
their  well-being  to  the  blessings  of  self- 
government.  The  spirit  of  this  great 
republic  naturally  pervades  every  region 
of  the  great  continent  which  they  inhabit. 
The  inhabitant  of  the  blesk  shores  of  La- 
brador, and  of  New  Brunswick,  as  well  as 
be  who  dwells  under  the  genial  sun  of 
Mexico,  is  subject  lo  the  moral  and  men- 
tal influence  of  the  United  States:  the 
people  of  Canada)  both  of  the  Upper  and 
the  Lower  province,  have  their  minds  In* 
sensibly-  fashioned,  and  their  wishes  and 
ideas  formed  and  directed,  by  the  opinions 
and  habits  of  their  happy  and  powerful 
neighbours.  Thus,  as  there  is  a  Buropean, 
so  has  there  been  created  an  Ameriean, 
asode  of  thinking  and  feeling  {  and  we  may 
estimate  and  understand  this  new  sentt* 
menti  when  we  remember  that  the  pro* 
geuitors  of  the  people  who  have  created  it 
left  this  very  country  in  which  we  now 
are,  and  landed  as  pilgrims  on  the  bleak 
and  barren  rock  of  Plymouth,  iu  New 
England,  because  they  would  not  suffer 
any  one  to  dictate  to  their  consciences,  or 
control  or  coerce  their  persons,  or  com* 
mand  their  property,  without  their  fore* 
known  and  declared  assent.  This  deter- 
mination has  been  handed  down  to  their 
deseendantS'—hQs  iieeo  sanctioned  and 
kaliowed  in  their  remembrance  by  the 
(l^arftil  trial  of  their  great  revolution*-^ 
and  is,  at  this  day,  the  political  religion 
of  all  the  people  of  America,  whether  they 
be  of  English,  French,  Dutch,  Ger- 
man, or  Spanish  descent.  On  the  other 
hand,  the  people  of  £ngland  are  a  proud 
people,  and,  though  generous,  they  love 
dominion;  added  to  this,  their  Govern- 
ment, and  everything  emanatmg  from  it, 
is  aristocratic  in  its  character.  Here,  t  hen, 
we  have  two  difficulties  in  our  path ;  first, 
we  have  to  conciliate  the  proud  prejudices 
of  the  people  at  large,  not  to  aft'ront  their 
acknowledged  supremacy  and  sovereign 
rule;  and,  secondly,  we  mnst  avoid  clash- 
i<»g  as  6kr  «s  posaibie  with  the  aristocratic 


feelings,    I    may  say    pasrion,  of  their 
rulers ;  and  while  we  do  all  this,  we  must    ' 
both  rectify  the  acknowledged  abuses  of 
the  Canadian  government  and  satisfy  the 
democratic  longings  of  her  people.    My 
plan  endeavours  to  accomplish  this  ar- 
duous task,  and  to  avoid  these  opposite 
difficulties.      It   is     necessary    for    me, 
however,  to  premise  that  the  plan,  aa  f 
shall  lay  it  before  the  Committee,  most,  to 
obtain  the  objects  in  view,  be  taken  as  a 
whole.     The  adoption  of  any  part,  and  re- 
jection of  the  remainder,  will  not  satisfy 
the  demands  of  the    Canadians.    They 
seek  a  change  of  system,  not  simply  a 
partial  alteration  as  respects  one  or  two 
abuses.     The  plan  which  I  shall  now  sub- 
mit  to  the  Committee    in   its  entireness 
contemplates  a  change  of  system  sufficient 
to  satisfy  the  just  wishes  of  the  cdooists^ 
while  it  in  no  degree  diminishes  that  sopt- 
riority  about  which  this  House  and  this 
country  are  so  peculiarly  sensitive.    But 
this  eflTect  can  be  produced  only  by  the 
adoption  of  the  scheme  in  all  its  essential 
particulars.    The  proposed  scheme,  then, 
refers  to  the  following  subjects  of  dbpatac 
•^First,  the  Legislative  (jouncil ;  saeondp 
the  Executive  Council ;  third,  a  Qeoeial 
Assembly.    So  far  the  plan  relates  to  a 
change  in  the  present  constitution  of  the 
Canadas.   Fourth,  the  Finances;  fifth,  th« 
Tenures  Act ;  sixth,  the  Land  Company  ; 
seventh,  and  lastly,  the  proposed  change 
in  the  boundaries  of  the  provmceof  Lower 
Canada.     1  would  first  solicit  the  attention 
of  the  Committee  to  the  changes  which 
my  plan  contemplates  in  the  constitution 
of  Ix>wer  Canada,  and  our  North  Americaa 
provinces,  generally.    Of  these  ehanfiae 
the  first  regards  the  Legislative  Co««ctL 
The  Committee   have    dready    decided 
against  that  amendment  of  the  Council 
which  the  people  of  Canada  have  thein^ 
selves  solicited.    It  remains   for   ui    to 
inquire  whether  some  change  palatabU  to 
the  people  can  be  devised,  which,  at  (bo 
same  time,  wtU  meet  with  the  approbntton 
of  th»  House.    If  this  cannot  be  dooo* 
there  is  no  means  of  an  amieabie  armnge* 
ment  of  the  present  question.     The  peopio 
of  Canada  are,  from  long  experience,  so 
thoroughly  persuaded  of  the  miscbievoiae 
nature  of  the  present  conslitutioo  of  %hm 
Legislative  Council,  that  their  minds  ^re 
irrevocably  made  up  respecliHg  i|»     If fosa 
refuse  them  all  change  in  this  part  of  aho 
constitution,    you   wlll«  in  thttr  opinion, 
determine  to  continue  bed  gofemmeiii   io 
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Canada,  f  speak  on  this  subject  advi- 
sedly; and,  while  so  doing,  I  appeal  to 
every  person  who  knows  the  feelings  of 
the  people  as  to  the  truth  of  my  assertion, 
when  I  say,  that  unless  the  Legislative 
CJouncil  be  reformed  by  being  made 
elective,  or  altogether  abofished,  the  peo- 
ple of  Canada  will  remain  discontented — 
that  every  thing  you  do  in  the  way  of 
reform  will  be  viewed  with  contempt  and 
suspicion,  and  yourselves  with  hatred.  It 
is  useless  to  disguise  this  fact,  I  do  not 
dwell  on  this  point  without  great  regret ; 
but  necessity  compels  me  to  press  it  upon 
the  House,  and  thus,  by  reiteration  to 
awaken  their  attention  to  it.  It  mnst  be 
remembered,  that  everybody  who  has  yet 
inquired  into  the  conduct  of  the  Legislative 
Council  has  gravely  condemned  it.  Tlie 
Committee  which  sat  in  1828,  condemned 
it,  and  recommended  what  the  House  a 
few  days  since  by  its  resolution  adopted, 
while,  by  the  very  same  resolution,  it 
tacitly  acknowledged  that  the  reform  re- 
commended so  slronglvin  1828,  remained 
to  this  day  unaccomplished.  Again^  the 
Commissioners,  whose  report  is  now  on 
your  table,  speak  in  unequivocal  terms  of 
the  necessity  of  sonfie  reform,  and  admit 
the  propriety,  at  some  future  day,  of  mak- 
ing the  Council  elective.  The  words  of 
the  Commissioners  deserveserious  attention. 
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We  have  as  yet,"  (say  ihc^)  **  only 
spoken  of  those  causes  of  imperfection  in 
the  upper  chamher  which  were  of  an  adventi- 
tious nature,  depending  upon  the  mixed 
quality  of  the  population,  or  growing  out  of  the 
false  position  whieh  the  council  assumed, 
wkeii  it  charged  itself  with  the  duty  of  sup- 
potting  the  political  ascendancy  of  a  minority. 
To  whkh  we  might  have  added  the  damage  it 
repeived  from  the  frequent  and  injudicious 
compliments  that  were  in  former  times  {)aid  to 
it  at  the  expense  of  the  Assembly,  in  the 
speeches  at  the  prorogation  of  Parliament,  or 
on  other  public  occasions.  We  have  still  to 
notice  the  more  essential  dtsadTantages,  that 
highly  respeetable  and  well-qaalified  as  are 
nsany  of  the  individuals  who  might  be  found 
to  till  the  places  of  councillors^  yet  in  a  new 
country,  wnere  there  are  no  distinctions  of 
title,  and  few  of  fortune  it  is  difficult  for  the 
mere  nomination  of  the  Cfown  to  confer  upon 
any  person  sufficient  importance  to  maintain 
Irim  with  effect  \n  the  position  of  a  legislature 
tlwt  in  sttdi  a  cauntry  the  people  will  be  little 
inclined  to  respect  any  Legislative  body 
ivbic.h  does  not  emanate  from  thems  :lves ; 
and  that  this  efiect  must  be  enhanced  in 
Lower  Canada  by  the  example  of  the  powerful 
slates  wliich  flourish  so  immediately  in  her 
Miglibourhood.  .   For  thtse'  considerations, 


though  we  feel  ourselres  forced  to  pronounce 
our  opinion  against  the  expediency  of  an 
eleotive  council,  we  should  by  no  means  Im. 
understood  as  opposed  to  the  institution  on 
piiuciple  ;  so  far,  at  least,  as  any  country 
in  America  is  concerned.  We  will  even  say 
that,  under  more  favourable  circumstances,  at 
an  earlier  time,  or  had  less  animosity  been' 
excited^  we  can  conceive  that  good  might 
have  resulted  frora  the  introdaetion  of  a 
principle  of  election,  by  appointing  a  olass  of 
voters  with  a  raised  qualification  i  and  also. 
providing,  in  order  to  secure  a  due  perma^. 
nence  of  interest  in  the  province,  that  the 
individuals  to  be  elected  should  be  ;  osscssed 
of  a  substantial  quantity  of  real  estate  ;  but 
we  cannot  advise  the  experiment  now." 

Pages  7— -15.  They  say  of  the  Legis- 
lative Council. — 

"In  the  course  of  these  protracted  disputes] 
too,  it  happened  that  the  Assembly,  composed 
almost  exclusively  of  French  Canadians,  have 
constantly  6gured  as  the  assettofs  of  popular 
rights,  and  as  the  advoeates  of  itbenl 
institutions  ;  whilst  the  council*  in  which  the 
English  interest  prevails  havci  oq  the  other, 
handf  been  made  to  appear  as  the  supporters 
of  arbitrary  power,  and  of  antiquated  political 
doctrines;  and  to  this  alone,  we  are  persuaded 
the  fact  is  to  be  attributed  that  the  majority 
of  settlers  from  the  United  States  have  hitherto 
sided  with  the  French  rather  than  the  BngUsli. 
party.  The  representattvee  of  the  oounties  of. 
Stanstead  and  Misisquoi  have  not  been  sent, 
to  Parliament  to  defend  the  feudal  system,  to 
protect  the  French  language,  or  to  oppose  a 
system  of  registration.  They  hare  been  sCnt 
to  lend  their  aid  to  the  assertors*  of  popular 
rights,  and  to  oppose  a  Government  by  wtitoh, 
in  their  opinion,  settlers  frora  the  United  States 
have  been  neglected,  or  regarded  with  dis* 
favour.  Even  during  our  own  residence  io 
the  province  we  have  seen  the  council  con* 
tinue  to  act  iri  the  same  spirit,  and  discard 
what  we  believe  would  have  proved  a  most 
salutary  measure,  in  a  manner  which  can 
hardly  be  taken  otherwise  than  to  indicate  at 
least  a  coldness  towards  the  establishnieftl  of 
customs  calculated  to  exercise  the  judgment 
and  promote  tlie  general  improvement  of  the 
people  :  we  allude  to  a  Bill  for  enabling  pa- 
rishes and  townships  to  elect  local  officers  and 
assess  themselves  for  local  purposes^  which 
measure,  though  not  absolutely  rejected,  was 
suffered  to  fail  in  a  WAy  thai  showed  110 
Friendliness  to  the  prinoiple/' 

Condemned,  then,  by  all,  standing  iti  (be 
way  of  any  permanent  settlement  of  the 
disputes  now  pending  between  the  people 
of  Canada  and  the  imperial  administra- 
tion, why  shoirld  this  council  be  suffered 
to  remain  ?  The  House  has  rejected  the 
proposal  to  make  it  elective — wiH  it  not 
give  satisfaction  to  the  people  by  abolish^ 
jng  the  council  entirely  ? .  It  n  said,  in 
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objection  to  this  plan  of  abolition^  that 
hereby  the  control  of  the  imperial  go. 
vernment  will  be  materially  and  ioju- 
riously  diminished.  They  who  make  this 
objection  appear  very  little  to  have  con- 
sidered the  real  nature  of  this  Legislative 
Council,  and  its  actual  working  in  the 
whole  machine  of  the  government.  The  only 
actual  advantage  which  the  home  Govern- 
ment derives  from  this  anomalous  body  is 
sometimes  the  power  of  proposing  amend- 
ments to  the  Bills  passed  by  the  Assembly. 
I  allow  it  to  be  desirable  that  the  Gover- 
nor should  not  be  reduced  to  the  alterna- 
tive of  absolutely  rejecting  measures  pro- 
posed by  the  Assembly,  or  of  accepting 
them  entirely  and  without  alteration. 
It  is  desirable  that  he  should  have  the 
power  of  saying  to  the  Assembly,  "  I  ap- 
prove of  80  much  of  your  Bill,  but  to 
such  and  such  parts  I  object,  and  for 
the  following  reasons.  Have  you  any 
objection  so  to  modify  your  measure  as  to 
obviate  my  objections?^  This  he  may 
now  do,  perchance,  through  the  medium 
of  the  Legislative  Council,  and  thisis  the  only 
real  advantage  which  is  derived  by  the  Im- 
perial Government  from  the  Council.  There 
is,  there  has  been,  much  talk  about  making 
the  Council  independent — all  this,  on  both 
sides,  I  deem  to  have  been  erroneous.  The 
object  should  never  have  been  to  make 
the  Council  independent.  The  people 
have  found  out  their  error,  and  so  I  sus- 
pect has  the  Government.  The  true  aim 
of  those  who  wish  good  government  would 
be  to  make  the  Council,  or  those  who 
perform  the  functions  which  the  Council 
ought  to  perform,  responsible.  The  peo- 
ple have  demanded  that  the  Council 
should  at  once  be  made  responsible  to 
to  them,  the  people.  This  demand  the 
House  haa  refused.  I  now  propose  a 
plan  by  which  a  sort  of  joint  responsibility 
should  be  created,  a  responsibility  direct 
to  the  Imperial  Government,  indirect  to  the 
people ;  immediate  in  the  one  case,  me- 
diate in  the  other ;  and  this  I  propose  to 
effect  by  means  of  an  Executive  Council^ 
to  be  called  the  Governor  in  Council. 
The  Legislative  Council  being  abolished, 
I  have  to  devise  some  scheme  by  which 
the  Governor  should  possess  the  power  of 
amendment,  which  I  have  already  al- 
lowed to  be  necessary.  At  present  he 
possesses  it  in  an  imperfect  and  round- 
about manner.  I  propose  to  give  it  to  him  in 
all  cases  directly  and  openly,  and  this  is 
tp  be  effected  by  the  means  of  the  Bxecu- 


tive  Council.  This  body  is  to  be  composed 
of  the  Attorney  and  Solicitor-general,  to- 
gether with  ten  Councillors,  all  to  be 
chosen  by  the  Governor,  on  his  arrival  at 
his  Government,  and  they  are  to  retain 
their  office  of  Executive  Councillor  during 
the  pleasure  of  the  Governor.  This  body 
istobecalled  the  Governor  in  Council.  The 
functions  of  this  Council,  as  respects  Le- 
gislation I  can  best  describe  by  following  a 
measure  through  its  several  stages.  First, 
a  Bill  is  brought  into,  and  passed  by,  the 
House  of  Assembly.  It  is  then  sent  to  the 
Governor' in  Council.  It  may  there  be 
amended,  or  not.  If  not  amended,  it  is 
at  once  forwarded  to  the  Governor  for  his 
assent  or  veto ;  but  if  amended,  it  is  sent 
back  to  the  Assembly.  They  either  adopt 
or  reject  the  amendments;  and  in  either 
case,  the  Bill  is  now  at  once  sent  to  the 
Governor,  and  not  to  the  Governor  in 
Council.  And  on  the  Governor  rests  the 
ultimate  responsibility  of  rejecting  or  ac- 
cepting the  measure.  I  mast  here  guard 
myself  against  misconceDtion.  It  must 
be  carefully  borne  in  mindi  that  no  power 
of  rejecting  an^  measure  passed  ay  the 
Assembly  is  given  to  the  Governor  in 
Council.  That  body  can  only  amend — ^it 
cannot  reject.  This  is  a  matter  of  vital 
importance — so  important,  that  if  such  a 
Council  should  be  created,  and  tlie  power 
of  rejection  given  to  it,  no  satisfaction 
whatever  could  be  given  to  the  people, 
who  are  now  discontented.  The  grand 
object  of  my  plan'js  to  concentrate  respon- 
sibility, and  to  bring  it  to  bear  upon 
known  individuals.  The  Governor  is  he 
whom  we  seek  to  render  circomspect  and 
careful,  and  no  subterfuge  can  be  per- 
mitted by  which  this  object  may  be  frus- 
trated. The  plan  which  I  here  propose  is 
no  novelty,  for  at  this  moment  it  exists  in  re* 
ality  in  most  of  our  colonies.  In  most  of  our 
Colonies,  it  is  true  that  two  Councils  in 
name  exist;  but  they  are  in  reality  com* 
posed  of  the  same  persons,  and  are  oho-* 
sen  during  pleasure  by  the  Governor^  I 
propose  to  have  only  one  Council  in  name 
as  well  as  reality,  and  to  make  it  depen* 
dent  directly  upon  the  Governor.  The 
direct  responsibility  to  the  Governor  is  ma 
indirect  responsibility  to  the  House  of  As*^ 
sembly.  The  House  of  Assembly  his 
always  been  able,  in  process  of  time,  to 
direct  the  conduct  of  the  Governor ;  and 
thus,  through  him,  they  would  eventually 
control  indirectly  the  Executive  Council  t 
thus  the  joint  responsibility!  of  which  1 
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spoke  some  time  stncei  is  eflfecied.  By 
this  plan  we  get  rid  of  a  body  of  persons 
responsible  to  no  one,  whom  no  one 
honours  or  confides  in,  and  who  perma- 
nently oppose  all  reforms,  whether  pro- 
posed by  the  Assembly  or  the  Government. 
And  what  evil,  I  ask,  can  be  done  by 
the  abolition  of  this  obnoxious  body.  The 
supremacy  of  this  country  is  maintained 
even  more  completely  than  now  by  the 
proposed  plan.  All  the  really  useful  ob- 
jects that  are  sought  to  be  obtained  by  the 
present  Legislative  Council  are  really  and 
effectually  obtained  by  the  plan  proposed ; 
while  all  the  evils  which  are  acknowledged 
by  every  impartial  inquirer  to  result  irora 
the  Legislative  Council  would  be  avoided. 
What  is  it,  let  me  ask)  that  stands  in  the 
way  of  our  adopting  this  measure  ?  Not 
its  novelty ;  for  it  is  actually  existent  in 
most  of  our  colonies-^Upper  and  Lower 
Canada  being  exceptions  to  the  general 
rule :  not  its  want  of  efficiency  for  all  the 
ends  proposed,  for  no  one,  I  think,  can 
donbt  that  it  will  really  effect  the  purpose 
intended.  What,  then,  is  the  obstacle? 
I  fear,  a  name;  an  analogy  founded  sim* 
ply  on  the  fact  of  the  Legislative  Council 
being  a  second  chamber,  and  because  the 
demand  for  a  reform  in  this  legislative 
body  comes  at  the  inopportune  period 
when  we  ourselves  are  discussing  the 
merits  of  our  House  of  Lords.  But  are 
we  to  be  frightened  by  a  name,  and  to 
be  driven  from  our  purpose  by  the  shadow 
of  a  forced  analogy?  The  House  of 
Lords  does  itself  no  honour  in  supposing 
that  the  grounds  on  which  it  can  be  de- 
fended are  the  same  as  those  which  must 
be  urged  in  favour  of  a  body  unconnected 
with  the  people  at  large — ^not  engaging 
their  sympathies— -not  linked  to  their  me- 
mories by  any  associations  of  glory  or  re- 
nown. If  the  House  of  Lords  bore  the 
same  relation  to  this  House  and  this 
country  which  the  Legislative  Council  of 
Canada  bears  to  the  House  of  Assembly 
and  the  people  of  Canada,  I  would  to- 
morrow move  for  its  instant  abolition, 
with  a  certainty  that  I  should  carry  my 
proposal  by  an  overwhelming  majority. 
No ;  the  true  strength  of  the  House  of 
Lords  lies  in  their  wedth  and  in  the  feelings 
of  the  people.  Veneration  for  that  House 
has  been  handed  down  from  one  genera- 
tion of  Englishmen  to  another;  and  it 
requires  a  powerful  effort  of  the  judgment 
—a  superiority  to  established  prejudices 
of  feeling  and  thought,  very  rare  in  this 
VOL.  XXXVIL  {SSi} 


or  any  other  country,  to  throw  off  onr 
inbred  respect  for  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament ;  and  to  see  that  what  has  been 
taught  us  in  our  cradle  and  in  our  youth 
are  the  phantoms  of  a  misdirected  Imagi- 
nation— the  lusty  offspring  of  what  Ben- 
tham  called  '*  an  interest-begotten  pre* 
judice."     No  such  power  no  such  hallu« 
cination  can  attach  to    the    Legislative 
Council  of  Canada.    They  are  not  an 
aristocracy — have  no  wealth,  no  blood, 
no  historical  recollections  to  support  them. 
They  are    a    clique  of  hungry  officials, 
hated  as  well  as  despised  by  the  commu- 
nity whom  they  plunder.    As  my  whole 
hope  of  reconciliation  rests  upon  the  adop- 
tion by  this  House  of  this  part  of  my  plan. 
I  have  presumed  to  dwell  upon  it    at 
greater  length  than  otherwise  I  should  have 
considered  myself  justified  in  doing.  But 
this  is  the  foundation  of  my  whole  fabric ; 
if  this  be  not  laid,  all  that  follows  will  be 
useless  labour  and  words  thrpwn  away. 
This  House  will,- 1  hope,  give  me  credit 
for  speaking  plainly  on  all  occasions — 
will  acknowledge  that  I  never  shrink  from 
avowing  my  convictions,  no  matter  how 
unpalatable    they    may    prove    to    my 
hearers.      On    the    present   occasion    I 
would  intreat  them  to  put   faith  in;  my 
assertions,  and   to  believe   me   when   I 
say,   that  peace   will   never  again  exist 
in  our  colony  of  Lower  Canada   if  the 
rash    measures    proposed    by    his    Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  be  adoptea— and    that 
content    would   immediately  follow    the 
adoption  of  the  measure  which  I  have  here 
propounded  to  the  House.    If  the   part 
which  I  have  already  explained  meet  witk 
their  favour,  I  have  little  fear  for  the 
remaining  portions — but  if  this  be  rejected, 
what  follows  would    be  utterly  useless* 
Having  thus  provided  a  legislature  for  the 
colony  which  would  deserve  and  obtain 
the  respect  of  the  people,  all  is  not  effected 
which  IS  yet  required  to  satisfy  the  just 
demands,  and  to  obviate  the  well-founded 
complaints,  of  the  Canadians.    Up  to  the 
present  time  complaints  have  been  con- 
tinually made  by  the  House  of  Assembly 
of  the  insufficient  mode  in  which  justice 
is  administered  in  the  province.    The  im- 
perial   government    is    pertinacious  and 
urgent  in  its  demands  upon  the  Assembly, 
to  make  the  judges  independent  of  popu- 
lar control,  but  nothing  has  ever  yet  been 
done  to  make  these  said  judges  responsible 
to  some    body,    and  thus  render    them 
active,  just,  and  prudent.    I  must  take 
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iMt  oppoftonity  op€fil]r  to  MiNieH  my 
opifiioii  M  10  tk«  5»tttiiiiied  appMte  of  the 
homB  gotemmenm  tto«  AMembiy  r^sptot^ 
iiif  ^  iitutlicm  of  depen^mee  m  wbieb 
IhijiidgM  tfow  are,  in  conseqiMiioe  of  an 
aim««l  vote  being  required  to  pay  them. 
THiii  dread  of  a  popalwr  aeaembi  j  I  at  otioe 
Btftte  lo  be  feigned.  I  tbtnk  ihe  wbole 
ooiicry  that  baa  been  nade^  a  part  of  a 
wieked  plan  to  enslave  tbe  colony.  The 
dedre  wae^  to  baite  a  governineot  enticely 
independent  of  the  people,  ami  the  case  oif 
tlie  judges  hae  been  pot  promioently  for- 
waid,  boea««e  there  iras  some  plausibility 
hi  the  aoggetlion  of  makia^  them  free  of 
immediate  and  pressing  inflaenees.  But 
the  real  tmth  is,  that  oo  evil  has  ever  yet 
arisen  in  ooaseqoence  of  their  present  de- 
pendence on  the  Assembly  t  on  the  con- 
ti^fy,  had  thet  not  been  so  dependent 
they  wottM  all  of  them  have  been  ten 
limea  more  ttsdaas  and  misohiavotis  than 
at  pmseiil^  I  am  the  moro  alfengthened 
in  iMs  Hew  <f  the  ease  as  I  find  that  the 
quarrel  Iwtareen  this  eesmlry  and  the  pro* 
tlnses  tMHr  eoMtitiitiog  Ihe  United  8taiee 
began  pf«eisely  on  the  same  subject^  and 
kilhe  aame  meaner.  The  Home  Govern* 
meat  asked  4or  permanent  salaries  for 
the  judges  and  govarnors,  and  a  permanent 
Oivil  list.  The  people  vehemently  resisted 
tlm  demand,  and  eventually  tamed  out  in 
arms  lathev  than  accede  to  it.  Untaught 
by  rtiat  iatal  experiment,  again  our  Go- 
ternment  are  driving  headlong  to  the  same 
precipice,  urging  the  saaae  misohievoos  de- 
anaiidS)  and  stirring  up  by  the  same  means 
confusion  and  resistance  in  our  colonies, 
nie  simiiaiity  of  the  language  used  by 
both  parties  to  that  employed  in  the  year 
1775t  ia  absolately  starllmg,  and  if  we 
BobsiieBte  Massachusetts  or  Virginia  for 
Lower  Canada,  one  feoord  would  serve  for 
both  aeti  of  transactions.  It  is  lamentable 
lo  think,  that  no  govemmetit  will  learn  by 
miy  enperieoco  bnt  its  own.  Bat  in  order 
lo  allay  tho  discontent  on  this  headi  my 
aebemecontemplatea  a  remedy  for  the  evils 
oomplaffoed  of.  Tho  Government  has 
always  acknowledged  that  some  tnbnnal 
ahooM  exist  by  which  delinquent  Judges 
nighl  be  brought  to  panishmeni,  but  they  ! 
have  continoaUy  declared  their  own  ina*  | 
Ulity  to  frame  a  competent  tribunal.  The 
people  havo)  therefore,  very  steadily  pre* ' 
served  in  their  own  hands  the  only  check 
they  possessed  over  their  magistrates, ' 
nmnely^  the  annual  vote  of  the  Assembly, 
■^r  lioweeer,  a4Mw  and  aflicieiU  means  of 


checking  and  eontfoMng  the  jtfdicalmia 
eonld  be  devised,  the  House  of  AsseaAhly 
woidd  willingly  yield  np  thia  annaal  vole, 
and  grant  satariei  to  the  judges  for  a  term 
of  years.    Now,  ihe  method  i  propose  for 
obtaining  this  desirable  objed  is  at  fol- 
lows : — ^I  prnpoAe  that  a  General  Assem- 
bly should  sit  at  Montreal,  composed  of 
delegates  chosen  by  the  Houses  of  Assem- 
bly in  Upper  and  Lower  Canada^  in  Nova 
Scotia,     New    Brunswick,    and    Prince 
Edwani's  island.    Each  province  shoold 
send  Hve  delegates,  and  the  Genersl  As- 
sembly ahoold  represent  the  Tarkms  colo- 
nies thos  electing  them.    The  term  for 
which  this  assembly  shoald  esist  ought  lo 
be  four  years.    The  most  diflficoit  matter 
connected  with  this  body  would  bp,  the 
describing  and    accurately    defining   iu 
separate  powers  and  datiesk    These  ought 
to  folate  to  two  distinet  subjocts^    "Hiia 
Oeneml  Assembly  ooghl  to  be  both  a 
judicial  aad  a-  legislative  body.    The  in- 
dielal  ^nctiona  ought  to  be  two-fold,  fsti 
It  ought  to  constHote  a  tribunal  before 
which  the  judges  of  tlho  varions  provinoea 
might  be  impeadiedt  and  out  of  Ihe  Aa* 
semMy  a  court  composed  of  uot  more  thftn 
three  members  might  ooostiiufe.  Mly^  ti 
court  of  appeal,  and  perform  all  the  judi- 
oia)  functions  now  inefficiently  eaercieed 
by  our  Privv  Council*    It  would  net  be 
difficult  to  oescribe  accuratelv  and  cAearly 
the  precise  extent  of  theee  judicial  powers, 
and  tbe  flMuner  in  which  they  were  to  be 
eftereised.    A  law  of  impeachment  wooM 
be  required,  together  with  acodeofpvo* 
eedure.  But  no  difficulties  of  any  memeel 
would  here  obstfuct  the  path  of  the  Legia- 
lator.    if  this  tribunal  were  erealsd  for 
the  trial  of  the  delinquent  judges,  no  dtffi* 
cuhy  would  arise  in  granting  thetu  a  aa« 
lary  for  a  term  of  years.     I  shall  have  lo 
speak  on  this  subject  when  i  come  to  the 
questkm  of  finance,  and  therefore  defot 
further  eaplanatioo  until  I  errire  at  that 
part  of  my  subject.    The  real  matter  of 
difficulty   wouM    be    Ihe    defining    lh« 
Legislative  powers  of  this   GenemI  Aa^ 
sembly.  As  the  delegates  would  repreeent, 
each  of  them,  the  province  which  aent 
them,  and   not  the  people  numerionily, 
this  General  Assembly  ought  in  its  legis- 
lative capacity,  to  be  confined  wholly  to 
matters  affecting  the  various  proviocea  sin 
separate  states,  if  I  may  use  the  term  in 
llieir  case  {  as,  for  example,  to  matlera  in 
4itspute  tjctween  two  or  more  provinces — 
i.0  means  wof  junend  oonunupicalion^ 
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Aerbj^merSi  cmmIs,  fotds,  or  railroftdb, 
mmI,*  perhsfs^  the  post*ofiice  might  ad* 
▼mtftficottily  be  placed  aiider  their  super- 


hand,  they  wiU  find  a  meiaafe  fmn  htni. 
Dorchester,  the  (hen  Governor  of  Camda,. 
to  the  House  of  Assembly.    That  message 


vttioB,  Ghmt  care  and  much  mastery  of .  contains  a  description  of  all  the  sources  of 
language,  great  jurisprudeDtial  science  revenue  in  the  province.  At  present  thera 
would  be  needed  to  frame  tlie  law  by  is  no  dispute  about  any  part  thereof,  ex- 
whieh  the  powers  and  duties  of  this  As-  cept  the  casual  and  territorial  revenue,  in- 
sembly  would  be  created.  We  need  not,  eluding  the  land  and  timber  fund.  It  m 
however,  doubt  the  possibility  of  drawing  contended  by  those  who  have  so  long 
up  such  a  law,  when  we  know  that  the  resisted  responsibility  to  the  Assembly ,  tliat 
same  sort  of  difficulty  had  to  be  en*  this  casual  and  territorial  revenue  belongs 
cowiftered,  and  was  encountered,  by  to  the  Crown,  and  that  it  never  was  given 
those  who  framed  the  constitution  of  up  to  the  Houae  of  Assembly.  On  this 
the  Federal  Qovemment  of  the  United  point  I  beg  the  attention  of  the  Committee 
Stales.  I  would  here  take  occasion  to  to  the  first  paragraph  of  the  message  of 
remark,  that  the  language  so  prevaknt  Lord  Dorchester,  and  to  those  remarkaU» 
when  Gosllenett  speak  of  the  disputes  j  words  contained  therein.  "  The  Governor 
BOW  exisling  between  Upper  and  Lower  ;  has  given  directions  for  laying  before  the 
Canada,  lei^  to  very  erroneous  coneep-    House  of  Assembly  an  account  of  the  pro* 


tiorn.     People  fancy  that  the  two  pro- 

vinces  are  quarrelling  with  each  other, 

and  thai  Lower  Canada  is  endeavouring  to 

impose  upon  the  upper  province.  This  is  by 

no  meens  the  case.     The  uodersunding  |  lished,    prior    to    the    conquest,   which 

between  the  two  provineea  has  hitlierto    bis   Majesty  has  been   most  grae&oiMiy 

been  of  the  nsost  frigidly  nature,   and  I  pieaaed  to  order  to  be  applied  towntda 


vineial  revenue  of  the  Ciowo  from  the 
eommenoement  of  the  new  constitution  to 
the  10th  of  January,  1704.  First,  the 
casual  and  territorial  revenue  as  eals^* 


Upper  GanaAa  has,  in  reality,  had  no 
cause  4sf  eomplaint.  It  nan  only  be  for 
oiiehievesie  purposes  that  cectaia  persons 
talk  of  disputes,  and  endeavour  to  create 
ilUwJU  where  none  now  exists.  I  have 
now.  Sir,  explained  so  much  of  my  plan 
ae  telaies  to  ohange  in  the  political  Con- 
sftitutioa  of  Lower  Canada  and  the  neigh* 
bouring  colonies ;  but,  unhappily,  Ihave 
not  yel  exhausted  the  catalogue  of  dis» 


wottkl  have  been  done  towards  creating 
good -will  Mid  establishing  peace,  if  we 
were  not  fairly  to  meet  smi  definitely  to 
eettle  the  nfiaoy  difficulties  surrounding 
the  delicate  question  of  finance  in  Canada. 
The  difiBculties  e<maeeted  with  finance  in 
Lower  Canada,  are  of  a  twofold  descrip- 
tion. First— The  first  relate  to  the  col- 
lection and  supervision  of  the  revenue. 
Sneond-*The  second  to  its  distribution. 
i  will  endeavour  to  explain,  as  briefiy  as 
poseiUe,  the  peculiar  difficulties  of  each  di- 
vision, and  then  stale  my  proposed  remedy. 
When  the  ptesent  constitution  was  granted 
totheCanadas,  the  whole  of  the  revenues 
of  the  province  of  all  descriptions  were 
imssMy  and  solemnly  given  up  to  the 
Assembly,  to  provide  for  the  civil  expenses 
of  the  province^  If  the  Committee  will 
torn  to  the  32od  page  of  Uie  minutes  of 
•videnoetaken  before  the  Select  Committee 
of  1834,  and  which  1  now  hold  in  my 


drfraying  the  dvil  expenaes  of  this  pro* 
vince."  Burelv,  after  ,this,  we  shall  not 
have  it  denied,  in  this  House  at  ieaet, 
that  the  casual  and  territorial  revenue  wai 
distinctly,  formally,  and  advisedly  brought 
under  the  control  of  Uie  Houie  of  Ae« 
sembly  by  this  message.  The  House  of 
Assembly  requires  that  this  declaration  of 
Lord  Dorchester  should  be  acted  up  to  s 
it  requires  that  the  whole  revenue  without 


putea  and  complaints  in  Canada.    Little  j  reserve,  that  is,  the  whole  gross  revenues 


should  be  submitted  to  the  supervision  of 
the  Assembly,  so  that  the  people  may  in 
IK)  shape  bo  taxed  without  the  assent  of 
their  representatives.  Various  subter- 
fuges have  been  resorted  to  te  order  to 
withdraw  part  of  the  revenue  from  the 
eupervision  of  the  Assembly ;  and  one  of 
the  pretences  to  this  end  was  repeated  by 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  North  Laa* 
cashire,and  late  Secretary  for  the  Colontea. 
A  notable  pretence,  truly.  It  is  in  a  few 
words  as  follows  : — In  &igland  the  King, 
as  a  King,  haa  certain  private  estates,  ex 
much  his  estates  as  that  of  any  Gentleman 
who  hears  me ;  what  the  King  now  poa- 
sesses  are  part  only  of  the  hereditaty 
estates  of  our  ancient  kings — estates  from 
which  they  formerly  drew  their  means  of 
subsistence,  just  as  any  private  gentleman 
does  from  his  own  property  at  the  present 
day.  These  revenues  the  King  gives  up 
at  the  eommeoceoient  of  each  reign,  ana 
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makes  an  advantageous  bargain  for  so 
doing ;  inasmuch,  as  the  revenues  derived 
Irom  these  estates  are  now  actually  nothing, 
since  the  cost  of  collection  quite  equals  the 
ivbole  return  ;  but  ihe  civil  list,  which  the 
Monarch  acquires,  is  good  solid  money  to 
a  very  large  extent.  These  private  estates 
of  the  King  are  called  Crown  lands  in 
England ;  but  it  so  happens  that  all  the 
lands  not  settled  in  Canada  are  also  called 
Crown  lands,  and  because  these  two  things 
bear  the  same  name  they  are  quietly  as- 
somed  to  be  identical.  That  is  to  say*,  the 
whole  of  New  South  Wales,  for  example, 
discovered  and  acquired  by  the  English 
nation,  is  the  same  thing  as  the  King's 
private  estate  in  Dale ;  and  the  Canadas, 
acquired  by  the  blood  and  treasure  of 
England,  made  fertile  and  valuable  by  the 
labour  of  the  colonists,  are  to  be  deemed 
the  private  appanage  of  the  King.  This 
pretence  is  too  monstrous  to  be  maintained 
when  once  explained.  What  then  do  I 
p^ropose  to  do  with  the  revenues  of  Lower 
Canada?  I  propose,  at  once,  without 
reserve,  to  submit  them  to  the  control  of 
the  Asisembly ;  and  I  am  the  more  strongly 
convinced  of  the  necessity  of  this  proceed-* 
ing  by  the  declaration  of  Sir  George 
Murray,  when  Secretary  for  ihe  Colonies, 
to  the  following  effect : — In  his  dispatch 
to  Sir  James  Kenipt,  of  the  29th  Septem- 
ber, 1828,  he  says:  '*  So  long  as  the 
Asieinbly  is  called  upon  to  provide  for,  and 
to  regulate,  any  portion  of  the  public  ex* 
penditure,  it  will  virtually  acquire  a  con- 
trol over  the  whole.  If  the  entire  charge 
of  the  civil  government  of  the  province 
could  be  limited  to  the  amount  of  the 
Crown  revenues,  it  might  be  possible  to 
act  without  any  dependence  on  the  As* 
sembly.  But  whether  such  result  would 
be  desirable,  or  would  be  really  conducive 
to  the  welfare  of  the  province  at  large,  it 
is  unmecessary  for  me  to  inquire.  It  is 
sufficient  to  say,  that  under  the  existing 
law  the  executive  government  of  Lower 
Canada  cannot  be  relieved  from  a  state  of 
virtual  pecuniary  dependence  upon  the 
Assembly  by  any  constitutional  means, 
and  methods  of  a  different  nature  must 
not  be  resorted  to."  Such  is  the  Ian- 
*giuige  of  a  Tory  Secretary  of  State? 
Would  that  the  Whig  Government  would 
imitate  his  respect  for  the  constitution  and 
the  law.  If  then,  it  be  impossible  for  the 
Government  to  avoid  being  virtually  de- 
pendent on  the  Assembly,  1  cannot  but 
think  it  the  wisest  plan,  without  subter. 


fuge,  or  trick,  or  contrivance,  at  oace  to 
give  up  the  whole  revenue,  and  without 
bickering  and  quarrelling,  to  submit   to 
a     necessity     from    which     you    cannot 
legally  escape.     So  far,  then,  as  respects 
the  collection  and  supervision  of  the  re- 
venue.    I  now  proceed  to  the  distribution ; 
and  here  I  arrive  at  the  great  source  of  all 
the  bitter  waters  of  this  painful  dispute. 
The   Government  unwisely,   as  I   think, 
being  urged   by   no   evil  yet  arisen,  de- 
manded, in  a  fatal  hour  for  the  peace  of 
Canada,  a  permanent  civil  list.     This  was 
steadily  refused  while  the  question  of  the 
revenues  was  left  unsettled,    and  while 
no  tribunal  was  provided  for  the  trial  of 
delinquent  judges.     If,  however,  the  tri« 
bunal  I  have  already  proposed  should  be 
established,    and    if  the   revenues    were 
honestly  given  up  to  the  Assembly,  a  civil 
list  would  at  once  be  granted  by  the  As- 
sembly for  the  term  of  seven  or  ten  years, 
to  the  following  officers :  the  Governor,  the 
judges,  the  ten  senior  executive  council- 
lors,  including  the  Attorney  and  Sohciior- 
General.    And  lest  any  doubt  should  arise 
as  to  the  fulfilment  of  this  promise  on  my 
part,  I  should  desire  the  measure  I  con- 
template to  pass  in  such  a  form  as  that  ita 
coming  into  execution  should  be  depend- 
ent on  the  passing  of  a  civil  list  by  the 
Assembly.    At  this  time  I  cannot  stop  to 
discuss    the  accusation  so   often    made 
against  the  Assembly,  and    reiterated  by. 
the  noble  Lord  opposite,  of  breach  of  faith 
as  respects  the  civil  list.    The  field  I  have 
yet  to  travel  is  so  extensive,  that  I  cannot 
deviate  from  the  straight  path ;  but  I  pro- 
mise this  House  and  the  noble  Lord  that, 
before  the  evening  has  passed  over,  that 
accusation  shall  be  answered,  and  answered 
at  once  and  for  ever.    At  this  point  I  may 
he  met  with  the  lamentations  respecting 
the  misery  of  the  official  people,  whose 
salaries  are  at  this  period  unpaid ;  and  I 
may  be  asked,  if  I  contemplate  the  leaving 
these  distressed  officers  in  their  present 
unhappy  condition.    My  answer  is — ^paaa 
this  measure  I  propose  tb  you,  and,  as  a 
part  of  it,  pay  the  officers  out    of   the 
English  treasury.    By  this  means  yon  will 
relieve  the  distress  which  so  bitterly  affliete 
your  official  hearts,  and  you  will  not  oat- 
rsge  the  feelings  of  the  Canadian  people  t 
but  I  beg  it  to  be  rememberedi  thai  1  con- 
sent to  the  payment  of  these  people  in  ibis 
way  only  on  the  underetandmg  that  Ihe 
plan  I  propose  is  adopted.    Any  paymeaty 
without  redressing  the  grievances  of  ibe 
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Canadian  people,  no  matter  whether  the 
money  is  furnished  out  of  our  treasury^  or 
that  of  Canada,  would  be  a  gross  and 
flagrant  violation  of  the  Canadian  consti- 
tution, a  breach  of  faith  on  our  part,  and 
an  unjustifiable  insult  to  an  injured  people. 
On  the  remaining  points  of  dispute  I  shall 
not  lay  any  very  great  stress  at  present. 
The  Tenures  Act  has  already  been  g^ven 
up  by  the  Government,  and  the  Land  Com- 
pany may  for  the  present  be  left  out  of  our 
consideration.  Let  its  claims  rest,  as  they 
now  rest,  on  an  Act  of  Parliament,  and 
let  us  not  encumber  the  present  question 
by  any  special  reference  to  its  concerns. 
If  1  might  be  permitted  to  suggest  a  course 
on  this  subject  to  his  Majesty's  Ministers, 
I  would  recommeud  them  to  enter  into 
negociattons  with  the  Land  Company.  I 
suspect  by  this  time  that  corporation  is 
getting  heartily  tired  of  its-  bargain,  and 
would  be  glad  to  withdraw  themselves  from 
a  country  in  which  they  are  looked  upon 
with  no  kindly  feelings.  They  would,  I 
fancy,  not  be  backward  to  accept  an 
equivalent  on  lands  situated  in  the  genial 
climate  of  Australia,  where  no  jealousy 
would  impede  their  progress — where  they 
might  found  a  colony  in  place  of  disturb- 
ing one.  On  the  subject  of  the  bounda- 
ries of  Lower  Canada,  I  would  entreat  the 
Government  to  do  nothing.  They  have 
enough  in  their  hands  already  in  the  shape 
of  dispute,  let  them  not  add  another  diffi- 
culty to  a  subject  already  complicated. 
They  may  say,  and  with  some  truth,  there 
is  land  at  the  mouth  of  the  river  St.  Law- 
rence unsettled,  and,  perhaps,  they  may 
propose  to  create  a  new  government  in 
those  parts,  and  offer  lands  to  the  poor 
emigrants  from  Ireland.  Should  they 
persevere  in  this  plan,  I  would  suggest 
that  they  should  offer  these  lands  to 
the  Land  Company,  and  perhaps  they 
might  then  (could  they  persuade  the  Com- 
pany to  accept  them)  allay  the  discontent 
that  will  infallibly  arise  in  consequence 
o^  any  change  of  the  present  boundaries 
of  Canada.  But  the  most  prudent  course 
would  be,  to  say  nothing  of  either  subject 
at  present,  and  at  the  earliest  opportunity 
to  endeavour  to  remove  the  Land  Company 
to  another  country.  Such,  Sir,  is  my 
phin  for  the  pacification  of  Canada — a 
plan  which  I  believe  adequate  to  the  end 
in  view'--8ufficiently  extensive  in  its  re- 
forms to  satisfy  the  just  demands  of  the 
people  of  Canada,  and  containing  nothing 
fAMk  ought  to  alarm  or  ftfiroot  the  pride 


of  this  country.  The  most  important  por- 
tions of  the  scheme  are  actually  in  exist* 
ence  in  many  of  our  colonies,  and  all  that 
is  really  novel  is  rather  in  opposition  to,  than 
in  favour  of  the  peculiar  and  democratic 
leanings  of  the  Canadians.  I  am,  there- 
fore, at  a  loss  to  learn  on  what  public 
grounds  this  proposal  can  be  opposed.  I 
can,  indeed,  easily  understand  the  per-> 
sonal  vanity,  the  private  interests,  and  the 
ignorant  prejudices  that  stand  in  my  way ; 
but  I  would  entreat  his  Majesty's  Ministers 
to  prove  themselves  on  this  great  occasion 
superior  to  these  wretched  inducements; 
and  I  would  also  address  myself,  with  all 
due  courtesy,  to  the  noble  Lord,  late  Se- 
cretary for  tt^  Colonies,  and  beseech  him» 
if  be  desire  the  happiness  of  his  country, 
the  peace  and  kind  fellowship  of  all  our 
various  citizens,  to  check  and  subdue  in 
the  present  instance  the  bitter  asperity  of 
manner  and  of  language  which  distin- 
guished his  address  in  his  attack,  (un- 
founded as  I  pledge  myself  to  prove 
it  at  the  fitting  opportunity)  upon  the 
whole  Canadian  people,  when  this  per* 
plexing  question  was  last  before  the 
House.  That  address  will  not  soon  be 
forgotten  by  the  colony  to  which  it  was  in 
reality  directed.  The  position  of  the 
speaker  gave  it  importance.  A  man  who  had 
held  a  great  and  responsible  office,  who  had 
been  intrusted  with  the  rule  of  all  our  vast 
colonial  possessions,  must,  by  the  world 
at  large,  who  are  ignorant  of  the  many 
secret  influences  which  govern  public 
affairs,  be  considered  as  one  deemed  by 
his  countrymen  generally  worthy  of  trust, 
and  capable  of  shaping  his  conduct  so  as 
to  make  it  accord  with  the  feelings  and 
wishes  of  the  nation  which  confides  in 
him.  The  colony,  then,  looking  at  the 
noble  Lord's  late  position  —  considering 
also  the  sort  of  pre-eminence  which  he 
enjoys  in  his  own  party  —  cannot  but 
believe  that  he  expresses  the  policy  of  one 
large  section  of  the  English  community—* 
and  what  in  their  judgment  will  diey 
think  this  policy  to  be  ?  The  noble  Lord 
is  fond  at  times  of  indulging  in  homely 
nay  (he  must  pardon  me  for  so  saying), 
even  in  vulgar  illustrations.  These  some- 
times add  significance  to  a  sentence  which 
a  more  polished  phrase  would  not  have 
conveyed.  In  the  present  instance  the 
noble  Lord  accomplished  this  feat  with 
a  very  sinister  dexterity.  "  You,  (said  he, 
addressing  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown), 
you  show  your  teetbj  but  dare  uQt  bite*" 
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What  will  the  Canadian  people  conclude 
from  this  currish  figure  ?  Why  that  the 
noUe  Lord  having  shown,  and  pretty 
plainiyi  too,  bis  teeth,  wHl  use  them  on 
the  first  favoorable  opportonity,  and  in- 
dotge  his  snarling  disfipsition  by  snapping 
at  and  worrying  the  Canadian  people. 
He  may  soon  have  the  opportunity  afforded 
to  him.  The  Canadians  know  this,  and 
they  therefore  will  naturally  award  to  the 
Aoble  Lord's  address  a  greater  weight  than 
It  deserved  from  any  intrinsic  merit  of 
its  own.*  But  that  which  I  now  aim  at  is  to 
persuade  the  noble  Lord  to  "  sprinkle 
eool  patience  upon  the  heat  of  his  dis- 
temper,*' to  lay  aside,  on  so  critical  an 
occasion  as  the  present,  \he  personal 
vanities  of  debate  and  of  offices  and  ap- 
proach the  question  before  us  in  a  spirit  of 
calm  deliberation,  of  conciliation,  and  of 
kindness.  Let  him  extend  the  sphere  of 
his  political  horizon— let  its  circle  include 
the  future  destinies  of  a  great  people,  and 
thus  neglect  and  overlook  the  petty 
passions  of  personal  warfare,  and  despise 
the  poor  pleasure  derived  from  making 
himself  disagreeable.  He  has  done  but 
too  much  mischief  already,  by  the  unhappy 

Cetulance  of  his  uncontrolled  temper ;  let 
im,  even  at  this  hour,  endeavour  to  repair 
the  evil,  by  endeavouring  to  set  an  example 
to  those  whom  he  has  unjustly  ofTended — 
of  one  who,  in  the  very  height  and  fury  of 
his  passion,  yielded  to  prudent  council, 
and  was  ready,  by  forbearance  and  a 
hearty  desire  for  peace  and  good  order 
to  dojall  that^he  was  able ,  to  allay  heat  and 
animosities,  arrange  perplexing  difficulties 
Und  conciliate  contending  prejudices 
Und  interests.  Let  the  noble  Lord  do 
this,  and  he  will  turn  his  former  mistakes 
into  the  means  of  acquiring  an  increase  of 
reputation  and  respect.  Turning  from  the 
noble  Lord  to  his  Majesty's  Ministers,  I 
would  at  their  hands  endeavour  to  obtain 
a  deliberate  consideration  for  the  project 
which  I  have  laid  before  them.  In  an 
evil  hour  for  their  own  reputation  they 
resolved  to  tarnish  their  name  by  pro- 
mulgating the  wretched  ebullitions  of 
despotism  which  now  disgrace  our  table. 
Their  strength>  if  they  have  any,  lies  in 
the  belief  that  sotne  men  have  of  their 
being  the  apostles  of  generous  and  liberal 
principles  of  Government.  Deprive  their 
supporters  of  this  belief— let  the  people  of 
Bngland  and  the  world  at  large  once  think 
that  this  is  a  mere  delusion,  and  the  fabric 
9f  their  present  greatness  orumbles  at 


once  into  the  dust.    And  what,  I  ask, 
could  be  more  efficacious  towards  such  a 
consummation  than  the  proposal  whicli 
they  are  about  to  make,  of  deprhriog  a 
people  of  the  power  of  self-government  ? 
And  what,  I  ask,  shall  we  think  of  that 
page  of  history  which  relates  Uf  our  pos- 
terity that  the  liberty  which  was  granted 
by  the  despotic  William  Pitt,  was  de- 
stroyed at  the  instigation    and  by  the 
power  of  the  so  called  liberal  Government 
of  l837?--they  who  framed  the  Reform 
Bill,  crushed  the  liberty  of  Canada — fhey 
who  desired  good  Government  for  Ireiand 
annihilated  at  one  blow  the  constitotion 
of  the  Canadian  people,  and  in  fervent 
emulation   of  Lord    North,    when    he 
denounced  the  people  of  Massachusett's 
Bay,  and  with  far  less  palliation  than  he 
could  offer  for    his  mad  career  (for  the 
example  of  that  ill-fated  minister  Is  before 
them),  they  set  themselves  zealously  to 
work  to  rear  up  On  the  ruins  of  our  colonial 
dominion  another  Independent  nation  {n 
America.     Again,  let  me  ask,  for  what  ia 
all  this  atrocious  conduct  pursued  ?    Doea 
not  the  noble  Lord  who  proposed  these 
resolutions  plainly  perceive  that  be  fa  a 
tool,  and  mere  puppet,  in  the  hands  of 
others — of  others  who  are  now  employing 
his  name  and  power  to  the  furtherance  of 
their  own  sinister  and  personal  pnrposeat 
Does  not  the  noble  Lord,  when  he  feela 
this  feel  also  somewhat  degraded  bv  the 
foul  uses  to  which  he  has  allowed  himself 
to    be    turned  ?      Let   him    disenthrall 
hhnself— let  him  trust  to  his  own  feeltngi 
in   this  case,  and  pursue  by  oonsistetit 
conduct  the  reputation  he    has  already 
acquired.      Let  him  be  known  in  one 
hemisphere  and  in  the  other  as  the  assertcr 
of  liberal  principles  of  Government,  not  as 
the  lover  Of  freedom  in   Europe,  bat  a 
despot  in  America.     Before  the  Hoiiaa 
decides  upon  this  momentous  questton,  I 
would  entreat  them  to  contemplate  for  a 
moment  with  me  some  of  the  consequences 
that  may  result  from  our  determinatiODS. 
In  the  plan  that  I  have  presuined  to  lay 
before  them  I  have  endeavoured  to  provide 
for  the  future  as  well  as  the  present.    The 
time  must  come  when  the  whole  of  our 
American  possessions  shall  become  iiide- 
pendent  states  ;  and  there  are  two  pecuKar 
combinations  that  mav  occur  when  th^ 
happens;    one  fraught  ii4th   danger  to 
England,    aye,  to    Europe  t    the   other 
carrying  with  it  protection  to  the  world  a^t 
large.    If  any  cirettmsfaaM  shovM  leed 
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tiM  English  ctrfonieft  of  Atneriea  to  join 
themselves  with  the  United  States^  and 
thus  confer  upon  that  already  powerful 
people  an  unbroken  line  of  coast  from  the 
Ciulf  of  Mexieo  to  the  North  Pole,  and 
also  a  territory  stretching  from  the  Pacific 
t^  the  Atlantic  ocean — if  such  an  event 
•hoold  4iappen,  a  very  few  years  would  be 
required  to  make  the  American  republic  as 
formidable  to  all  the  nations  of  the  earth  as 
was  ancient  Rome  in  her  days  of  greatness. 
But  if  we  could,  by  care^  erect  a  northen 
federal  republic  out  of  our  colonies,  to 
check  and  control  this  mighty  power,  we 
should  act  wisely  and  with  forethought. 
Let  us,  then,  not  so  anger  and  thwart 
these  our  colonies  while  under  odrdominion 
as  to  make  them  turn  to  the  United  States 
for  sympathy  and  support ;  but  let  us 
teach  them  to  act  together,  to  look  also 
to  ua  for  kindness  and  assistance,  so  that, 
when  the  time  of  separation  does  occur,  we 
shall  still  be  closefriends,aidingeach other, 
and  protecting  and  reciprocally  forwarding 
the  interests  of  both  nations.  The  scheme 
I  have  proposed  hss  this  end  in  view  i  it 
remains  to  be  seen  whether  that  end  meets 
with  the  approbation  of  this  Mouse,  and 
whether  the  means  suggested  are  in  their 
opinion  adequate  to  the  purpose  intended. 
If  they  should  agree  with  me,  however, 
that  the  object  I  aim  at  deserves  their  ap* 
provaly  I  intreat  them  to  pause  before  thcv 
for  ever  shut  themselves  out  from  all 
possibility  ot  attaining  it  by  adopting  the 
resolutions  proposed  by  the  noble  Lord. 
Let  tbem  hesitate  ere  they  refuse  the 
means  now  offered  to  tbem  of  Establishing 
peace  and  content  in  this  long-disturbed 
and  ilUgovemed  colony  of  Canada. 

Lord  iS'/an/sy  said,  that  perhaps  his 
Aoblc  Friend  (Lord  J.  Russell)  would  ex* 
ouse  him  if  he  did  not  attempt  to  enter 
further  into  the  general  question  than  to 
address  himself  to  that  part  of  the  speech 
of  the  hoo.  Gentleman  which  had  been 
diiected  most  pointedly  at  him.  What* 
ever  the  hoii.  Member  for  6ath  might 
think  of  that  uncontrollable  temper  with 
wbioh  he  had  been  pleased  to  compliment 
bimi  he  could  assure  the  hon.  Member 
that  his  want  of  control  was  never  ^ess 
ptit  to  trial  than  on  the  present  occasion, 
and  Us  object  in  now  rising  to  address  the 
Houee  was  to  give  an  etplanation  on  one 
potato  which  explanatioo  might  save  the 
hon.  Gentleman  and  the  House  some 
tfoobb*  It  appeared  by  what  the  hon. 
MeoibM  bad  laidi  that  be  bad  done  soma 


inj  ustice  to  the  House  of  Assembly*    Bwi 

it  was  not  an  injustice  which  in  lb* 
slightest  degree  affected  his  view  of  tbo 
merits  of  the  queatkm,  or  its  politkal 
bearing  in  ralatioo  to  the  mother  eonntry^ 
and  the  colonies,  or  the  policy  that 
ought  to  be  maintained,  or  the  apiril  that 
dictated  the  policy  whkh  bad  been  niain^ 
tained.  However,  from  an  enaninaiioit 
of  papers  which  be  now  held  in  hia  band 
relating  to  the  subject,  he  believed,  that 
the  obMrvations  which  he  did  make  with 
regard  to  the  House  of  Assembly  were 
stronger  than  the  facts  would  seen  to 
justify.  He  wished  to  state  that  at  once, 
in  order  to  remove  any  erroneous  impres- 
sion. What*he  had  stated  was,  that  at 
the  time  his  noble  Friend,  then  Lord 
Qoderich  (now  the  Earl  of  Ripon),  brought 
forward  in  the  House  of  Lords  bispropo. 
sitioh  on  the  subject,  be  did  it  under  n 
specific  pledge  from  the  House  of  Assem^ 
k)y»  hy  which  he  waa  bound  to  obtain 
that  Act,  and  to  pass  those  measures 
which  were  then  considered  desirable,  and 
his  noble  Friend  opposite  brought  forward 
precisely  the  same  measure  in  1831*  He 
believed  it  would  be  found  then  that  he 
had  spoken  with  perfect  correctness.  He 
hoped  that  the  eiplanatiou  he  was  making 
woald  be  satisfactory  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bath  and  the  House  as  to  the  degree 
of  error  which  ought  to  be  imputed  to 
him.  In  February  1831,  the  Bill  (which 
subsequently  passed  in  the  month  of  Oe^ 
tober,  the  same  year)  was  brought  into 
Parliament  by  his  noble  Friend  Lord 
Goderich,  being  Colonial  Secretary,  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  (Vise.  Howick)  then 
aoting  under  him  in  that  department,  and 
the  questkin  being,  whether  the  House  of 
Assembly  were  bound  by  any  pledge  they 
had  given,  in  the  event  of  the  revenuea 
being  handed  over  to  their  disposal,  to 
make  the  desired  provision  for  the  Judges^ 
Governor,  and  Executive,  the  following 
was  tlie  language  used  by  his  noUe 
Friend  (Viscount  Howick)  i^^**  I  am 
willing  to  admit  that  these  persons  (the 
Judge  and  Governor)  should  not 
be  dependent  for  their  salary  on  the 
annual  vote  of  the  AssemUy«  The 
Assembly  have  recognised  that  principle ; 
and  therefore  his  Majesty's  Government 
think  they  are  perfectly  justified  in  relying 
on  the  good  feeling  of  the  Assembly  m 
proper  provision  for  conducting  the  civil 
government  of  the  colony.  In  that  con- 
fidence wa  sball  leave  the  ifhple  of  the 
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lefenaes  at  the  disposal  of  the  House  of 
Astembly.*  He  begged  the  House  to 
dbaenre  in  passings  although  this  related  to 
m^obieqneDt  ceBolutioo,  that  under  the  de- 
iMMiiioation  of  **  the  whole  of  the  rere* 
Bnes,^  his  noble  Friend,  in  precise  con- 
Ibnnitj  with  the  Canadian  Commissioners 
of^l828,  did  not  include  the  casual  and 
territorial  revenues  arising  from  the  sale 
of  waste  lands.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Middlesex,  in  the  course  of  the  same 
debate,  made  use  of  these  expressions : — 
".It  is  well  known  that  the  Canadian 
people  are  detennined  never  to  give  up  the 
point  on  which  they  conceive  their  whole 
liberty  to  rest/'  That  referred  to  the 
application  of  the  revenues  of  the  pro* 
▼mce.  '*  They  have,  however,"  continued 
the  hoD.  Member  "  been  in  advance  of  us, 
and  they  have  come  to  resolutions  which 
will  be  found  in  the  very  Report  alluded 
to— they  have  offered  to  provide  for  the 
civil  list  on  the  condition  that  you  give 
them  that  command  of  their  revenues 
which  you  are  now  about  to  do  under  this 
Bill,'*  (excepting,  as  he  had  already  stated, 
the  casual  and  territorial  revenues.)  **  I 
quite  agree  with  the  noble  Lord,  that  it  is 
better  to  trust  to  the  liberal  feelings  of  the 
Canadians  than  assert  your  authority  over 
them.*  The  hon.  Gentleman  even  at  that 
time  did  not  mix  up  other  questions  with 
this  arrangement ;  he  considered  it  as  an 
arrangement  apart  from  the  rest;  for  in 
the  very  short  speech  he  then  uttered, 
consisting  of  but  three  sentences,  he  also 
stated  very  distinctly  and  plainly — **  The 
pieaent  measure  will  remove  one  great 
cause  of  dissatisfaction ;  but  I  am  con* 
vinced,  from  the  communications  I  have 
had  with  both  the  Canadas,  they  will  not 
be  satisfied  till  they  have  the  election  of 
both  the  Councils/'  Not  to  say  that  there 
were  not  other  grounds  of  dissatisfaction ; 
but  they  were  kept  entirely  separate 
from  the  main  arrangement — stated 
broadly  thus-«that  upon  fulfilment  of  one 
condition  on  the  partoftheCrown,  the  House 
of  Assemblv  were  pledged  by  their  reso* 
lutions  to  fulfil  the  other  upon  their  part. 
Therefore,  if  he  (Lord  Stanley)  had  spoken 
as  regarded  the  time  when  his  noble 
Friend  brought  forward  his  Bill  in  May, 
1831,  he  should  have  been  strictly  accu* 
rate  in  saying,  that  the  Bill  was  then 
distinctly  grounded  on  the  condition  ac- 
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tually  conceded  by  the  House  of  Assem- 
bly of  Lower  Canada.    But  it  was  right 
he  should  state — ^and  this  was  the  admis- 
sion he  had  to  make — that  the  Bill  was 
lost  afler  passing  through  the  Commons  ia 
consequence  of  the  dissolution  of  Parlia- 
ment, occasioned  by  the  discussioos  on 
the  Reform  Bill  in   1831.    At  the  savte 
time,  when  it  was  brought  forward  in  the 
following  Session,  in  the  month  of  Sep- 
tember, the  same  year,  the  hon.  Mecaber 
for  Middlesex  asked  if  it  were  the  same 
Bill  ?  and  it  was  identically  the  same  Bill 
that  ultimately  passed.     It  was  very  little 
discussed,  till  it  came  to  the  third  reading 
in  the  House  of  Lords;  and  in  the  in- 
terval, this  happened.    The  proposal  of 
the  Government   had,  in  the  meantime, 
been   submitted    to    Upper    and   Lower 
Canada,  when  it  was  by  the  one  accepted, 
and  by  the  other  rejected.    This  was  the 
admission  he  had  to  make  with  regard  to 
the  pledge  which  had  been  given  as  aflfect- 
ing  the  character  of  the  House  of  Assem- 
bly, and  the  confidence  in  which  the  Gc»- 
vemment  and  Parliament  of  this  country 
had  passed  that  measure.     He  hoped  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bath  would  admit,  that 
he  had  fairly  stated  how  far  he  had  ex* 
ceeded  the  strict  letter  of  the  fact,  and 
how  far,  also,  he  was  borne  out  in  his  rcr 
presentation  by  the  actual  circumstances 
of  the  case.    In  September,   1831,  the 
Legislature  of  Lower  Canada,  after  re- 
ferring to  the  report  containing  the  reso- 
lutions by  which  they  were  specifically 
pledged  to  make  this  concession  on  cer* 
tain  terms,  proceeded  to  state,  in  direct 
opposition  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Hid* 
dlesex,  '*  Your  Committee  cannot,  for  a 
moment,  presume  that  the  last  recited  re- 
solution  was  intended  to  be  acted  upon 
before  the  recommendations  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Commons  on  the 
civil  government  of  Canada,  to  whom  the 
petitions  of  the  inhabitants  of  this  pro- 
vince for  a  redress  of  grievances  were  also 
referred,  should  have  their  entire  eiecu- 
tion.''    At  that  time,  the  House  of  Assem* 
bly  in  Lower  Canada  professed  to  be  en- 
tirely satisfied  with  the  recommendatioDs 
of  the  Committee  of  1828;  and  this  sin* 
gular  fact  occurred :~  Certain  resolutions 
were  at  that  time  brought  forward,  and 
carried  in   Committee  in  the  House,  of 
Assembly,  regarding  the  constitution  of 
the  Legislative  Council^  which  were  sub* 
sequently  omitted   from  the  report,  and 
studiously  excluded  from  making  wy  part 
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of  the  terms  reqaired,  and  that  fact  was  I 
noticed  by  Lord  Aylmer  in  a  despatch  to 
Loid  Godericb*  Ix>rd  Aylmer  stated^  that 
the  consideration  of  the  civil  list  had,  on 
cevtain  specified  grounds,  been  rejected 
fox  the  present,  there  being  reservations 
applying  to  particular  grievances  still  re- 
maining unredressed.  The  character  of 
the  Legislative  Council  was  not  one  of 
those  grievances,  because  it  was,  by  the 
resolution  being  repudiated  by  the  House 
of  Assembly,  excluded  from  making  any 
part  of  their  case.  But  there  were  certain 
causes  stated,  and  Lord  Ripon,  in  arguing 
the  matter  in  the  House  of  Lords,  and  in 
a  despatch  to  Lord  Aylmer,  contained  in 
the  minutes  of  evidence,  mentioned  cer* 
tain  circumstances  which  had  been  re- 
ferred to  by  the  House  of  Assembly  as 
the  gvoond  of  refusing  to  accede  to  the 
civil  list.  He  said  to  Lord  Aylmer,  and 
in  the  House  of  Lords,  "  I  am  satisfied 
the  House  of  Assembly  would  have  taken 
a  very  different  view  of  this  matter  if  they 
had  known  that,  in  the  interval  between 
these  resolutions  and  what  had  passed  in 
England,  certain  measures  which  they  re- 
ferred to  had  actually  been  conceded  by 
the  Government  at  home  with  reference 
to  the  principal  subjects  of  grievance  on 
which  they  resisted  the  consideration  of 
the  civil  list.  Therefore,''  said  his  noble 
FHend,  in  moving  this  measure  in  the 
House  of  Lords,  **  notwithstanding  the 
refusal  of  the  House  of  Assembly  in  Lower 
Canada  to  deal  with  this  question,  I  bring 
it  forward  in  confidence,  Upper  Canada 
having  acceded  to  it,  and  Lower  Canada 
refusing  to  accede  to  it  on  the  ground 
that  Government  has  not  taken  certain 
measures  wl^ich  I  have  since  adopted,  and 
which  ought,  and  I  believe  will  satisfy 
them.  I  will  not  abstain  on  that  ground 
from  bringing  it  forward,  as  applicable  to 
Lower  as  well  as  Upper  Canada."  The 
words  his  noble  Friend  had  uttered,  were 
these  :-^''  If  I  had  considered  that  these 
pfoceedings  on  their  part  arose  from  any 
insvperaUe  objection,  or  from  any  diffi- 
colty  likely  to  be  thrown  in  the  way  of 
aay  final. adjustment  of  the  queation,  I 
certainly  should  not  have  been  disposed 
to  indode  the  province  of  Lower  Canada 
in  the  provisions  of  this  Dill.  Of  course, 
if  Lower  Canada  does  not  pass  an  act  by 
which  this  olject  may  be  attained,  and 
which  will  give  them  the  disposal  of  this 
maney,  the  subject  will  remain  in  the 
jriatioii  in  whicb  it  ia  now  placed^ 


and  we  shall  then  be  nnder  the  disagree- 
ble  necessity  of  seeing  whether  any  other 
mode  can  be  adopted  by  which  the  diffi- 
culty of  the  case  may  be  remedied.  I  do 
hope,  however,  that  what  is  proposed  wiH 
satisfy  them,  as  it  ought  to  satisfy  them ; 
I  am  convinced  it  is  intended  to  do  so.''^* 
He  stated  this  with  reference  to  the'diffi* 
culties  raised  in  the  intermediate  time 
by  the  House  of  Assembly,  exempting 
them  so  far  from  the  breach  of  faith ,  that 
at  the  time  the  Act  was  really  passed  by 
the  Legislature,  they  had  in  some  degree 
got  out  of  the  obligation  they  had  under* 
taken  by  the  previous  resolutions.  But 
still  the  matter  remained  in  the  same  posi* 
tion.  The  Act  was  passed  in  the  full,  tan* 
disguised,  avowed  confidence  on  the  part 
of  the  Legislature,  that  Lower  Canada 
would  perform  its  part ;  for  the  measure 
passed  with  a  declaration  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  that  if  unhappily  they  should  be 
disappointed,  it  should  be  for  the  Legis- 
lature to  consider  what  different  steps 
should  be  resorted  to  in  order  finally  to 
settle  the  question.  He  was  anxious  to 
state  this  at  that  early  period  of  the  de* 
bate,  because  it  was  the  only  point,  on  a 
careful  consideration  of  all  the  papers,  hn 
which  he  believed  he  had  at  all  mis- 
stated the  facts  of  the  case,  but  that  mis- 
take, so  far  as  it  went,  did  not  in  his 
mind,  in  the  slightest  degree,  alter  the 
view  he  took  of  the  political  bearings  of 
the  case  in  the  implied  confidence,  condi- 
tions, and  expectations  on  which  the  Par- 
liament of  Great  Britain  had  been  induced 
to  pass  the  Bill  which  gave  the  Legisla- 
ture of  Lower  Canada  control  over  the 
whole  revenues,  always  excepting  the 
casual  and  territorial  revenues  of  the  pro- 
vince. 

Lord  J,  Ru89eU  was  very  glad  that 
he  had  given  way  to  his  noble  Friend 
who  had  just  spoken,  because  it  gave  him 
an  opportunity  of  again  explaining  the 
grounds  upon  which  these  resolutions  had 
been  proposed,  as  wdl  as  the  genera! 
comve  of  polky  by  which  the  Government 
had  been  guided  uponr  this  very  important 
queslibn.  It  was  stated  in  a  (brmer  de. 
bate,  and  had  been  made  the  ground  of  a 
charge  against  his  Majesty's  Government, 
with  respect  to  these  resolutions,  from  tw6 
very  different  quarters,  that  they  were 
totally  inadequate  to  the  object  they  pro- 
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failed  to  Iwve  in  view*  Now,  in  tbe  view 
that  tbe  GoveroroeDt  took  of  the  matter,  it 
did  ftol  f  eem  desirabtei  as  long  as  there 
was  any  ebaoee  of  coning  to  an  amicable 
anangeiBeat,  that  they  should  come  to  the 
pewotis  end  aonowf«l  conclusion  Uiat  the 
Act  of  1791  oOald  not  be  executed,  and 
that  they  should  be  obliged  either  to  yield 
entirely  to  demands  which  they  considered 
ineonsistent  with  the  lelations  that  should 
exist  between  the  mother  country  and  a 
colony  on  the  one  hand,  or  that  on  the 
other  they  should  propoee  to  put  an  end  to 
tbe  ie|H«ieotative  government  of  tbe 
colony  and  suepend  the  constitution  of 
1791.  These  were  the  two  courses  that 
might  be  considered  as  adequate  to  the 
oceasioa.  If  they  sought  upon  the  pro* 
sent  occasion  to  come  to  some  clear  and 
definitive  decision,  they  would  be  placed 
in  this  position,  that  according  to  the 
opinion  of  the  Qovernment  the  demands 
of  the  Assembly  on  the  one  hand  were 
such  that  they  could  not  yield  to  them  con* 
sistently  with  the  relations  usually  existing 
between  a  mother  country  and  a  colony ; 
and,  on  the  other  hand,  they  could  not 
propose  a  settlement  which  would  enable 
them  to  oarry  on  the  Government  for  the 
future  without  difficulty  unless  that  settle- 
ment could  be  proposed  on  tbe  basi%  thst 
the  consent  of  the  Assembly  should  uot  be 
necessary  to  grant  the  funds  that  were  es- 
sential to  the  maintenance  oC  tbe  govern- 
ment* Neither  of  those  courses  was  his 
Majesty's  Qovernment  prepared  to  taket 
because  in  a  matter  of  so  much  importance 
as  this«— in  a  matter  wberOi  after  all«  it 
must  be  considered  that  those  with  whom 
they  were  at  present  at  issue  upon  the 
subject  of  these  resolutions  were  the  re« 
presentatives  of  the  people  of  Canada,  re* 
presentatives  declared  by  tbe  Commis- 
sioners to  be  so  ehosen,  that  a  greater  pro« 
portion  of  Members  could  not  be  given  to 
their  opponents  without  doing  something 
unfair  and  unjust  in  tbe  distribution  of  the 
elective  franchise.  Contending  with  those 
lepresentativesi  his  Majesty's  Government 
were  not  willing,  se  long  as  they  eould 
possibly  avoid  it,  to  say  that  they  would 
come  to  a  final  and  decisive  breach  with 
the  House  of  Assembly,  and  surrender  alto- 
gether tbe  hope  of  carrying  on  theeolonial 
government  on  the  general  principles  of 
the  act  of  179 1«  Yet»  if  he  were  not  mis* 
taken*  the  proposal  which  his  noble  Friend 
(Lord  StanW)  opposite  wea  inclined  to 
lavour,  was  that,  which  boy  when  be  was  a 


Member  of  the  Oovermnent,  gave  notice 
of  making   to  the  House,  and  in  which 
he  must  eonfbss  his  colleagues  agceed* 
That  proposal  tended  to  this  result,  thai 
if  tha  government  of  Canada  found  that 
the  Assembly  would  not  consent  to  these 
proposals,  and  that  they  covM  not,  in 
consequence,  transact  the  business  of  Uie 
colony,  that  then  the  Government  shonld 
be  able  to  continue  for  any  indefinite  time 
independent  of  the  consent  of  the  Aesem* 
bly.    His  noble  Friend  had  spoken  with 
that  view,  as  he  (Lord  J.  Russetl)  oon- 
ceived,  of  the  Act  1  and  2  of  the  King, 
commonly  called  Lord  Ripon's  Act,  being 
the  Act  passed  in  reference  to  the  Canadaa 
whilst  that  noble  Lord  was  Secretary  for 
the  colonies.    There  was  another  reason 
why  he  (Lord  J.  Russell)  did  not  thkik  tt 
expedient  to  propose  the  suspensioo  or  re* 
peal  of  that  Act :  it  was  an  Act  founded 
not  so  much  upon  any  difference  of  opinion 
with  respect  to  the  particular  allegstiona 
that  had  been  made  by  the  noble  I^rd,  aa 
with  respect  to  the  general  policy  of  found* 
ing  measures  upon  such  aliegatmns.    It 
was  to  be  remembered   that  they  were 
standing  in  the  position  of  a  mother  coua* 
try  disputing  with  a  colony-^  powerfol 
state  contending  with  a  power  which,  in 
comparison,   was   of  a  very  subordinate 
kind.    In  such  a  contention  it  waa  nol 
advisable  to  make  the  disputed   point  a 
matter  of  quarrel  or  harshness  of  conduct 
either  on  one  side  or  the  other.    Il  w«a 
not   advisable  to  say  to  the  Assembly, 
"You  held  out  promises— you  gave  forth 
expectations  to  us*»you  have  not  fulfilled 
those  promises  nor  satisfied  those  expeeta- 
tions,  and,  thereforCt  as  a  punishment  of 
your  breach  of  fsith  we  impose  upon  jtm 
such  and  such  a  penalty*"    That  was  a 
course  which  in  his  opinion  would  be  the 
most  likely  of  all  to  exasperate.    Tbe  Act 
which  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Stanley)  bad 
alluded  to  was  an  act  founded  nodoubtupon 
the  expectations  entertained  by  tbe  carl 
of  Ripon  that  a  civil  list  would  be  graiOed 
by  the  House  of  Assembly.    Bui  thovgk 
founded  upon  the  expectations  so  enter* 
tainedby  his  noble  Friendi  and  by  ibtt 
Qovernment  of  which  he  was  a  Member, 
the  granting  of  the  civil  list  was  not  made 
any  part  of  the  condition  on  which  the  Aet 
was  passed.    The  act  of  the  British  LBgi»» 
lature  did  not  state  that  tbe  certain  eon* 
cemions  were  to  be  made  to  the  Houet  of 
Assembly  upon  the  condition  that  a  civil 
list  ihontd  be  graotedfor  the  miintoMM* 
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of  the  proviocial  goirerDineot«-4fc  stated 
nflkedly,  ftaeljt  abeolutely,  that  for  the 
fetiire  the  mom  in  qaeelioa  ahoeld  be  ap» 
plied  by  the  Assemblies  of  the  provmce. 
He  knew  that  it  was  the  advice  of  some 
•^^  Sir  James  Kempt  id  particular^^that 
the  eendftioii  should  be  made  before  the 
retentfe  was  parted  with ;  bat  the  Earl  of 
Ripoii  Choaght  it  right  to  rejeel  that  advieey 
and  the  Oofemment  and  Parliament  of 
the  day  agreed  with  him  in  the  f^opriety 
of  not  aeling  opon  it)  and  the  act  as  it 
now  stood  opon  the  statute^book-^he  bad 
read  it  over  and  over  again-^simply 
aeknowledged^  that  for  the  future  the 
Assembly  shottid  have  the  disposal  of  the 
Grown  lefeoae.  Now,  if  tbev  repealed 
or  suspended  an  act  of  that  kind,  upon 
ihle  speeial  ground  that  the  House 
of  Assembly,  upon  certain  allegations 
that  had  been  made,  and  which  were 
matters  of  oircurostaotial  proof,  bad  not 
kept  faith  with  the  mother  oeontry,  it 
would  be  a  mode  of  proceeding  the  most 
likely  of  any  either  to  produce  an  ill* 
feeling  between  the  mother  country  and 
the  colony,  or  make  the  colony  and  every 
individual  member  of  its  Assemblies  feel 
that  he  was  attacked  for  a  want  of 
honour  and  good  faith,  make  him  resent 
the  imputation,  and  maintain,  as  mem« 
bers  of  popular  Assemblies,  were  apt  to 
do  when  speaking  as  the  representatives 
of  others,  that  what  had  been  done  was 
not  a  breach  of  faith,  but  the  result  of 
a  eonvietton  of  wl>at  was  due  to  the 
people  of  a  colony  which  had  been  treated 
with  iajostice  by  the  mother  country. 
It  was  with  a  view  to  avoid  that  questioo, 
which  he  thought  the  most  likely  of  all  to 
eactte  angry  feelings,  that  in  bringing  the 
queeck>tt  before  the  House  he  had  stated 
it  entirely  upon  general  grounds.  He 
staled  I  that  it  was  the  opinion  of  the  Go* 
vernment  that  the  propositions  made  by 
the  House  of  Assembly  were  not  ooaso* 
nant  with  the  constitution  of  a  oolonyi  that 
they  diffeved  from  the  Assembly  upon  that 
point  of  opinion,  that  opon  that  point  of 
opinion  they  could  not  agree  with  their 
demands,  and  therefore,  thev  asked  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  the  Imperial 
Legislature,  to  state  their  opitkion  upon 
the  point.  In  that  question  he  imacloed 
there  was  nothing  Uiat  ought  natorally  to 
provoke  or  irritate  an  ill  feeling  in  the 
4Solony.  The  eoloay  no  doubt  would  say, 
that  dieif  demands  ought  to  have  been 
ffmm  \ff  tho  toporiid  Legislaturoi  but 


the  colony  could  not  say  that  the  Imperial 
Legislature  had  acted  upon  any  other  than 
those  general  political  grounds  which, 
without  affecting  the  personal  honour  or 
character  of  the  Assembly,  were  the  fair 
and  legitimate  grounds  upon  which  the 
general  government  and  general  legislature 
of  the  British  empire  mi^t  be  conducted 
in  reference  to  any  of  iis  dependenciee. 
Having  stated  thus  much  with  respect  to 
the  inadequacv  of  the  propositions  made 
on  the  one  sicle,  he  came  next  to  the  prO" 
positkms  made  on  the  other  side,  and  which 
had  been  stated  at  the  commeneemeot,  as 
he  forasaw  it  would  be ,  with  the  utmost 
ability,  and  in  the  manner  most  likely  to 

Krsaade  the  House,  by  the  hon.  and 
irned  Member  for  Bath  (Mr.  Roebuck.) 
The  statement  of  that  boo.  and  learned 
Gentleman  favoured  the  views  of  iha 
House  of  Assembly*  He  must,  however, 
apply  to  the  statement  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath  this  reflection, 
which  appeared  to  him  to  be  decisive,  that 
although  if  they  decided  against  the  de* 
mands  of  the  House  of  Assembly,  and  the 
House  of  Assembly  should  say,  **  The 
Parliament  of  Great  Britain  having,  by  a 
great  majority,  put  a  negative  upon  our  de« 
mands,  we  will  point  out  other  methods 
by  which  we  are  ready  to  co-operate  in 
the  government  of  the  colony  in  accord- 
ance with  the  views  of  Great  Britain  *'— 
alUiough,  in  such  a  case  it  would  be  the 
duty  of  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  to  listea 
anxiously  and  carefully  to  every  proposk 
tion  that  might  be  made,  yet  he  must  say, 
that  after  so  long  and  so  protracted  a 
discussion  with  the  House  of  Assembly  of 
Canada,  it  would  not  be  prudent-— it 
would  not  be  dignified— it  would  not  be 
safii  for  them  to  accept  the  representa- 
tion of  the  hon*  and  learned  Member  for 
Bath  as  a  representation  of  the  terms,  even 
if  they  were  desirable,  by  which  the  Hoose 
of  Assembly  of  Lower  Canada  was  dia* 
posed  ultimately  to  abide.  CommissioniBia 
w^e  seat  out  by  the  King  to  inquire  imo 
the  alleged  grievances  of  the  colooy }  and 
the  Assembly,  on  varknm  oocasioaa,  ftoHi 
the  time  of  their  arrival  to  the  last  time  on 
which  the  Assembly  entered  into  a  do- 
bale,  spoka  of  the  Commissmnars  as  wholly 
miauthorised  persons,  havmg  no  right 
to  interfere  in  any  of  the  affaire  or  any  of 
the  ooncems  of  the  colony.  He  would 
read  to  tho  House  tho  words,  not  Tory 
decorous  or  becoming,  he  thought,  ent* 
ployod  by  tho  Anmb\y  towi^di  thou 
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persons— persons  of  high  character  and 
station  commissioned  by  the  King. 
The  Assembly  said,^- 

'*  The  presence  in  the  provinces  of  certain 
pretended  authorities,  whose  powers  and  at- 
tributes are  not  to  be  found  either  in  the  con- 
Hitutton,  or  in  any  law,  has  so  often  been 
alleged  by  your  Excellency,  and  by  the  execu- 
tive  authorities  in  the  metropolitan  state,  as 
being  of  a  nature  to  retard  to  a  future  period 
the  restoration  of  order  and  the  introduction 
of  those  improvements  demanded  by  the 
people,  that  we  cannot  refrain  from  here  making 
a  few  general  observations  which  mtist  have 
attracted  the  attention  of  every  public  roan. 
We  believe  that  this  House  is  the  legitimate 
and  authorised  organ  of  all  classes  of  inhabit- 
ants in  the  country,and  that  its  representations 
are  the  constitutional  expressions  of  their 
wishes  and  of  their  wants.  We  believe  that 
the  impartial  use  we  have  made  of  the  powers 
vested  in  us  for  the  protection  and  happiness 
of  all  oar  fdlow^subjects  ought  to  have  secured 
to  OS  due  confidence  when  we  solemnly  ex«> 
ercised  those  high  privileges.  It  must,  how- 
ever, have  been  the  result  of  an  unjust  distrust 
of  this  House,  and  the  people  of  this  province, 
that  his  Majesty's  Government  has  rejected 
our  prayers  to  defer  to  the  opinions  of  a  few 
individuals,  strangers  to  the  country,  the  fate 
of  which  was  thereby  committed  to  men  whose 
vague  and  subordinate  mission  could  not  be 
acknowledged  by  any  independent  authority 
recognised  by  the  constitution,  the  spirit  of 
which  his  Majesty  is  particularly  desirous  to 
maintain.'^ 


Such  was  the  manner  in  which  the  As- 
sembly spoke  of  his  Majesty's  Commis* 
stoners.  If  they  refused  so  absolutely,  so 
continually,  ana  so  peremptorily  to  point 
out  their  grievances  to  the  Commissioners 
af>poiiiled  by  the  King,  were  they  to  be 
told  that  the  Ck>mmons  and  Lords  of 
England  were  to  accept  from  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bath  a  representa- 
tion that  be  was  aothorised  finally  to 
adjust  all  the  matters  hi  dbpute,  that  the 
solema,  deliberate^  and  repeated  assertions 
of  the  Assembly  were  not  to  be  taken  as 
ezpresBiTe  of  its  wish,  but  that  all  the 
ptooeedings  of  the  Imperial  Parliament  in 
reference  to  the  colony,  should  be  founded 
uixm  the  representations  of  the  hon,  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath?  Ably  and 
aldlfttliy  as  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man had  stated  his  proposition,  be  could 
not  but  feel  that  even  if  it  were  a  propo- 
sition upon  which  it  would  be  desirable  to 
ftiittiid  the  future  government  of  the 
colony,  if  they  were  to  alter  and  vary 
their  resolutions  according  to  such  a  pro- 
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might  fairly  and  justly  say  to  them  "  We 
told  you  that  you  were  to  look  to  the 
House  of  Lower  Canada  alone  as  the  re- 
presentatives of  Lower  Canada  —  we 
utterly  deny  anything  that  has  been  said 
by  any  Member  of  your  House  of  Com- 
mons— we  repudiate,  reject,  and  disavow 
every  statement  that  he  has  otiTered— we 
call  for  an  elective  Legislative  Council — 
we  call  for  a  responsible  Executive,  an 
Executive  responsible  to  the  elected  As- 
sembly of  the  province,  and  removable 
upon  their  address ;  and  to  any  other 
terms  we  will  not  consent."  Such  might 
be  the  answer  of  the  House  of  Assembly 
of  Lower  Canada,  if  the  House  oif 
Commons  were  to  say,  that  it  was 
prepared  to  adopt  the  propositbn  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bath.  He  came  then  to  the  question 
of  what  would  be  the  best  course 
for  the  Imperial  Legislature  to  pursue. 
In  considering  the  point,  it  would  be 
necessary  for  him  to  make  a  few  observ- 
ations on  some  parts  of  the  statement 
made  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Bath.  It  appeared  to  him  (Lord  John 
Russell),  that  the  best  manner  in  which 
they  could  proceed  would  be  to  consider 
and  to  agree  to  the  resolutions  which  he 
had  had  the  honour  to  propose  to  the 
House.  Those  resohitions  did  not,  as  the 
boo.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath  atated 
in  the  first  debate  upon  this  question — 
the  resolutions  did  not  look  merely  to  the 
supplying  the  wants  of  the  judges  and 
official  persons,  who  had  now  been 
several  years  without  that  support,  and 
that  payment  which  they  had  a  right  to 
expect ;  they  went  to  other  points — tbej 
went  to  points  on  which  the  House  of 
Assembly  had  chiefly  dwelt — they  declared 
folly  and  decidedly  the  opinions  of  the 
House  of  Commons  on  those  points ;  and 
when  ^e  House  had  taken  the  means, 
which  he  thought  it  ought  to  takCt  for 
relieving  the  embarrassment  of  the  judges 
and  official  persons  whose  salaries  had  not 
been  paid,  there  would  then  arise  an 
occasion  on  which  the  House  of  Assembly 
could  fully  reconsider  its  position.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath  had 
stated,  taking  a  tone  somewhat  diSerenI 
from  that  which  he  had  adopted  the  oilier 
evening,  that  the  Assembly  of  Lower 
Canada,  or  rather  the  people  of  Lower 
Canada,  would  raise  the  standard  of  retoU, 
and  place  themselves  under  the  govern- 
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Nowt  bis  (Lord  John  RuMeiri)  coDviction 
was,  that  it  was  not  the  interest  of  the 
people  of  Lower  Canada,  to  seek  to  place 
themselves  under  the  United  States  of 
America,  His  conviction  was,  that  they 
would  then  be  less  likely  to  have  their 
own  wants  and  wishes  consulted,  their 
own  habits  and  customs  considered  and 
attended  to,  than  they  were  at  the  present 
moment.  His  opinion  also  was,  that  the 
United  States  of  America  would  not  be 
anxious  to  seek  a  quarrel  with  Great 
Britain  in  such  a  question.  He  thought, 
therefore,  there  was  every  reason  to  expect 
that  the  Assembly,  on  receiving  the  reso- 
lutions of  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
knowing  its  determination,  would  then 
fully  and  deliberately  reconsider  their 
position,  and,  awakening  themselves  to  a 
sense  of  the  advantage  of  living  under  a 
mild  and  free  government,  subject  only 
to  very  light  and  trifling  taxes,  having  the 
disposal  of  their  own  revenues  for  the 
advancement  and  improyement  of  their 
own  local  concerns  and  interests,  no  part 
of  them  being  appropriated  to  the  ad- 
vantage of  the  empire  of  Great  Britain — 
and  considering  how  little  there  was  of 
real  practical  grievance,  and  how  much 
of  their  former  resolution  had  been  owing 
to  the  then  existing  excitement  and  ex- 
asperation— would  either  altogether  aban- 
don their  former  propositions,  or  state  their 
wishes  in  a  manner  in  which  it  would  be 
possible  for  the  Government  of  this  country 
to  come  to  a  final  and  satisfactory  agree- 
ment. With  respect  to  the  other  points 
on  which  the  hoo.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  touched,  he  owned  that  he  very  much 
agreed  with  him — indeed  he  agreed  with 
almost  every  party  in  that  respect,  that 
the  Legislative  Council  of  Lower  Canada 
.  had  not  answered  the  purposes  and  objects 
.for  which  it  had  been  instituted.  To 
show  what  these  purposes. and  objects 
were,  it  would  be  sufficient  to  quote  a 
part  of  the  constitution  of  Lower  Canada 
which  never  had  been  enforced,  but  which 
■erved  to  show  the  intention,  the  ojiwius, 
with  which  a  portion  of  that  constitution 
was  formed.  He  alluded  to  that  part  of 
ibe  constitution  of  Lower  Canada,  whereby 
it  was  permitted  to  his  Majesty  to  grant 
hereditary  titles  and  honoors,  and  here- 
ditary  estates  to  such  individuals  in  the 
colony  as  might  suit  his  royal  pleasure. 
At  the  time  that  that  constitution  was 
granted,  there  were  two  great  principles 
atriving  for  the  mastery  in  the  British 


Legislature.  On  the  one  band,  it  was 
contended,  that  aristocratic  privileges  were 
the  security  of  every, good  government; 
and  on  the  other  there  prevailed  a  no« 
tion  more  false  as  he  thought — that  aris* 
tocratic  privileges  ought  everywhere  to 
be  done  away  with.  One  side  of  the 
Legislature  said,  '*  let  us  have  every • 
where  an  aristocracy  ;*'  the  other  side  said, 
"  let  aristocracies  every  where  be  abo- 
lished." That  was  the  prevailing  quarrel 
in  Great  Britain  at  the  time,  and  it  en- 
tered, as  might  have  been  expected,  into 
the  acts  passed  for  the  future  constitution 
of  the  colony.  He  thought,  that  in  prac- 
tice, the  constitution,  so  impregnated  with 
the  spirit  of  the  quarrel  that  occupied  the 
attention  of  Europe  at  the  time,  had  not 
been  found  an  advantageous  constitution 
for  Canada.  The  Crown  had  not  always 
elected  the  most  distinguished  persona  in 
the  colony  to  sit  in  the  Legislative  Coun* 
cil,  and  it  was  questionsdble  whether  there 
were  any  of  sufficient  distinction  to  be 
admitted  to  hereditary  honours.  There-^ 
fore,  it  was  not  on  the  excellence  of  the. 
Legislative  Council  of  Lower  Canada,  that 
he  took  his  stand,  or  founded  the  resolu- 
tion he  had  proposed  to  the  House.  That 
resolution  was  an  answer  to  the  detiMmd 
of  the  House  of  Assembly  for  an  elective 
Legislative  Council.  What  was  the  de- 
mand ?  It  said,  they  expressed  their  coo. 
stant  and  unalterable  conviction,  that  the 
present  opposition  between  the  Legislative 
Council  and  the  House  of  Assembly  could 
not  be  ended  until  tlie  principle  of  popular 
election  should  be  introduced  into  the 
constitution  of  the  Legislative  Council. 
Now,  it  was  that  demand  of  the  House  of 
Assembly  to  which  the  first  resolutioQ  that 
had  been  carried,  was  a  decision  of  the 
opinion  of  this  House  of  Commons.  This 
House  thereby  declared,  that  the  adoption 
of  an  elective  Legislative  Council  in  the 
colony  was  unadvisable.  With  respect  to 
the  opinion  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  given,  that  instead  of  doing  every* 
thing  possible  to  make  the  Legislative 
Council  an  independent  body,  acting  upon 
its  own  views,  it  ought  to  be  a  body  con^ 
nected  more  immediately  with  the  Crown; 
that  was  a  suggestion  which  he  certainly 
thought  worthy  of  the  utmost  consideration. 
He  should  have  himself  supposed,  tliat  the 
opposition  to  that  suggestion,  if  he  had 
made  it  at  an  earlier  time,  would  have 
come  rather  from  the  representatives  of 
popular  opinions  in  the  colonies  than  from 
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Mherfl.  If  tbe  Asseftitly  w«re  to  My,  dMt 
th«y  ifioald  prefer  a  Legielfttiye  Cottiieil 
in  which  were  persons  who  held  their  seats 
either  for  a  certain  period  of  time,  or 
ddrin^  the  pleasure  of  the  CroWn,  he 
thought  it  would  then  be  well  worthy  of 
consideration  whether  the  constitntion  of 
Lower  Canada  was,  as  it  at  present  stood, 
equal  or  superior  to  those  constitutions 
which  had  been  established  in  our  West 
India  colonies  in  former  times.  His  hon. 
Friend  had  just  reminded  him  that  in  our 
other  North  American  colonies  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Legislative  Council  did  hold 
their  seats  during  the  pleasure  of  the 
Crown.  But  were  that  a  good  amend- 
ment or  were  it  a  bad  one^  it  was  not 
an  amendment  which  could  be  considered 
as  complying  with  the  requisition  hitherto 
made  by  the  Assembly  of  Lower  Canada ; 
who  had  demanded,  not  that  the  Mem- 
bers of  tbe  Council  should  be  placed  more 
under  the  control  of  the  Crown,  but  that 
they  should  be  dh-eetly  responsible  to  tbe 
people.  The  Committee  of  181^8  thought 
that  tbe  Legislatire  CohmO  ibeald  be 
made  independent;  but  he  bad  always 
doubted  the  wisdom  of  that  recommenda- 
tion, bceause,  while  he  saw  the  advantage 
of  having  the  principle  of  independence  In 
a  Legislative  uoundl  where  there  existed 
all  the  elements — as  in  this  country,  for 
example — for  constituting  an  independent 
Assembly,  or  Council,  or  as  it  might  be  a 
House  of  Lords,  he  was  not  convinced  of 
the  advantage  of  having  an  independent 
council,  where  that  council  could  not  be 
formed  of  persons  who  were  naturally  qua- 
lified and  pointed  out  to  be  members  of 
stich  an  independent  tx>dy.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  had  spoken  of  the  situation  of 
the  judges.  He  would  read  presently  the 
proposition  which  it  was  intended  to  sub- 
mit to  the  Qottse,  as  to  the  constitution  of 
a  joint  CJommittee  between  the  two  pro- 
vinces of  Upper  and  Lower  Canada ;  but 
he  must  refer  for  a  moment  to  the  conduct 
which  had  been  pursued  by  the  House  of 
Assembly  with  respect  to  the  judges.  The 
Crown  of  England  had  declared  its  wil- 
lingness to  permit  the  judges  to  hold  their 
otiices  during  good  behaviour,  and  not 
during  the  pleasure  of  the  Crown.  The 
Assembly  were  witling  to  adopt  that  pro- 
position ;  but,  while  doing  so,  they  adopted 
a  proposition  of  their  own— namely,  the 
•alaries  of  the  judges  should  be  voted  from 
year  to  year  by  the  Assembly.  From  the 
•piiit  which   had   been   Aown   by  the 


Aiiemblf ,  he  etmid  not  fofesee  any 
result  from  thatptopoaitloa  than  Oms^  tkmc 
while  on  the  one  hand  tbe  judges  were 
to  be  made  independent  of  Cbe  Aeaeniisly, 
on  the  other  hand,  occasion  was  to  be 
taken  year  after  year-— according  to  tlie 
opinions,  according  to  the  judgmetHs, 
aoeording  to  the  conduct  of  those  y»dgC9 
in  their  tribunals — of  dimtiilshcn|r,  taking 
away,  or  of  agreeing  to  vole  in  favoor  of, 
their  salaries.  Tbe  proposition  whieii  he 
and  the  Government  made  upon  this  sub- 
ject was  connected  with  the  ettMkb^ng 
of  a  joint  Committee  for  the  two  provtneca; 
and  it  was  proposed  to  eonstitute  moi. 
that  joint  Committee  itself  a  tribunal,  bat 
Co  give  that  Committee  the  power  to  ibrm 
some  tribunal,  before  which  aecusaticMra 
against  tbe  judges  eould  be  brought,  fie 
would  now  repeat  the  varioM  impoeismt 
subjects  which  it  waa  propoaud  AotiM  be 
referred  to  that  joint  Committee.  He  did 
so,  beeaiwe  be  thought,  if  he  rightly  eol* 
ieeted  the  import  of  the  hon.  GeniloMMiii'e 
observations,  that  the  hon.  GcntlosMM 
did  not  differ  firom  ^opinkMi^el  a  joiM 
CoBMbitteef  or  some  body  of  thai  ktaidl, 
might  fsm  a  most  importtnt  elemeBt  in 
the  future  govermttent,  and  tend  lowania 
the  future  prosperity  of  those  proviaeee. 
The  joint  Committee  was  to  oansiat  «pf 
twenty-four  members;  eight  to  be  ep- 
pomted  by  each  Assembly,  and  four  by 
each  Legislative  CounciL  The  duties  of 
this  joint  Committee,  as  had  been  alaied 
on  a  former  occasion,  were  to  otigieeie 
laws  that  were  to  take  effect  in  both 
colonies,  for  the  re^latton  of  the  duties  of 
export  and  import  m  the  commeroiel  inter- 
course between  tbe  two  provinces,  for  tbe 
regulation  of  drawbm^ks,  for  tbe  improee- 
ment  of  the  navigation  of  the  ^  Law- 
rence, for  establishing  insolvenev  ooerts, 
for  constituting  a  general  court  or  appeal, 
and  for  establishing  a  court  before  wnieb 
impeachments  of  tiie  judges  and  other 
officers  of  the  executive  might  be  fairly 
heard  and  decided.  It  would  be  seen  thmit 
the  last  of  these  subjects  comprehended 
one  upon  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bath  had  spoken »  He  woutd 
next  address  himself  to  another  point 
which  had  been  alluded  to  by  that  bon. 
Gentleman,  namely,  the  Land  Company. 
The  hon.  Gentleman,  when  speaking  on 
this  subject,  h  d  laid  down  positions  witli 
respect  to  the  revenues  of  the  King  of 
England  which  he  (Lord  John  Russell) 
should  hardly  have  expected  from  such  eo 
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ftilciter  of  fivedom  m  tbe^ion.  Oefitte*  I 
mftfi.  The  hon.  Geatfeman  had  laid  it 
down  a8  a  position,  that  there  were  cer- 
tain revenues  of  the  King  of  Rogland 
which  were  as  the  revennes  of  a  private 
individnal.  Now,  thftt  wss  not  the  doc- 
trine of  the  constitution  of  this  country. 
It  was  not  th  J  doctrine  that  the  King  held 
private  revenues  which  he  might  dispose  of 
as  a  private  individual.  If  such  had  been 
the  case— if  James  the  Second  had  held 
those  revenues  as  a  private  individual,  it 
wooM  have  been  unjust  to  have  takefi  tliem 
away  from  him ;  he  might  have  continued 
— ^notwithstanding  any  fa::lt  or  crime  he 
eommitted — to  hoUl  those  revenuei,  and 
Parliament  would  not  have  settled  them 
upon  William  HI.  They  were  the  revenues 
of  the  Grown  of  England ;  they  were  re- 
venues belonging  to  the  Crown,  out  of 
which  the  Crown  was  to  provide  for  the 
public  service.  la  th«  coarse  of  events, 
the  Grown  had  been  unable  to  provide,  out 
of  those  revenues,  both  fbr  the  household 
and  dignity  of  the  Grown ;  and  likewise  to 
provkle  lor  the  army,  the  aavy,  ami  other 
things  for  the  service  of  the  country. 
Hence  had  arisen  an  arrangement  between 
the  people  and  the  Crown,  by  which  the 
Grown  surrendered  its  revenues  during  the 
life  of  the  sovereigfi;  and  the  country  took 
possession  of  them,  and  in  return  made 
certain  grants  to  the  Crown.  The  hon. 
Gentleman,  therefore,  had  reasoned  from 
an  incorrect  analogy  in  this  respect. 
These  revenues  of  the  King  of  England 
were  the  revenues  of  the  Grown ;  and  so 
likewise  were  the  revenues  which  were  held 
in  Canada  and  other  provinces,  such  as 
the  land  revenues  of  the  Grown  in  Canada. 
ft  was  a  pretension  never  before  put  forth, 
and  certainly  not  supported  by  any  argu- 
ment, that  the  Assembly  of  Lower  Canada 
should  say  :«^"  We  are  constituted  by  the 
Act  of  Parliament  of  1791 ;  and  although 
there  is  no  clause  in  that  act  which  gives 
to  QS  the  possession  of  the  land  revenues 
of  the  Crown*— and  although  the  only 
clause  that  there  is  bearing  on  the  question 
has  a  tendency  directly  the  other  way— -yet 
the  Grown  is  entirely  deprived  of  any  con- 
trol over  those  revenues,  and  that  by  the 
aiiAple  fiict  that  the  act  of  1791  having 
passed,  we  are  entitled  to  the  whole  con- 
trol over  these  lands  in  the  colony."  He 
could  not  assent  to  that  doctrine.  He 
did  not  think  it  could  be  maintained ;  and 
eertainly  he  thought  that  ail  the  lawyers, 
61  any  authority,  were  it  necessary  to  quote 
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aulffiorities,  held  a  oirectly  opposite  doe>* 
trine.  However,  he  did  not  thinks  after 
all,  that  as  a  matter  of  practical  govern., 
meat,  there  would  be  found  a  very  mat 
difference  between  the  Assembly  and  the 
Government  appointed  by  the  Kmg ;  be- 
cause, if  he  understood  the  hon.  Gentfe* 
man  aright  (and  indeed,  in  that  respect, 
it  appeared  to  him  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  supoorted  by  the  resolutions  and 
addresses  of  the  Assembly  themselves),  what 
the  Assembly  desired  was,  that  the  ma- 
nagement of  these  land  revenues  shoukl  be 
considered  as  a  matter  of  public  concern, 
and  that  while  that  management  was  In 
the  hands  of  persons  appointed  by  the 
Crown  an  exact  account  should  be  civen 
by  them  of  the  receipts  and  appropriation  of 
those  revenues.  With  respect  to  that,  he 
(Lord  John  Russell)  did  not  think,  if  all 
the  other  subjects  of  difference  were  ar« 
ranged,  there  would  remain  much  matter 
in  dispute  on  that  point.  It  was  onoe  the 
intention  of  Lord  Ripon,  and  he  believed 
it  was  also  fortnerly  the  Intention  of  Lord 
Aberdeen,  and  Lord  Olendg  had  sinee 
stated,  that  it  was  his  intention,  that  all  the 
colonial  retenites  should  ht  snbjeet  to  the 
general  control  of  the  Assetnbly,  provided 
a  certain  ctvii  list  were  settled.  But  when 
he  said  this,  there  was  one  pcnnt  upon 
which  there  might  be  a  mi8iinderstand{ii|^ 
between  the  hon.  Gentleman  and  faimeelf. 
When  he  sai^,  that  the  eivil  list  should  be 
settled,  his  notion  was  that  the  Assembly 
should  agree  to  a  certain  civil  list  either 
during  the  life  of  the  King  or  for  a  certailt 
term  of  years;  and  upon  the  expiration  of 
that  civil  list,  then  the  casual  and  territorial 
revenues  should  revert  to  and  he  at  the 
disposal  of  the  Grown.  But  he  believed  the 
understanding  on  the  part  of  the  Assembly, 
when  his  propositk>n  was  origifially  made, 
was,  that  th^  vrere  to  eome  at  once  and 
for  ever  into  the  control  of  the  casual  and 
territorial  revenues,  et  the  same  time  tltat 
the  civil  list  would  only  be  settled  for  some 
ten  years,  perttaps ;  and  at  the  expiration 
of  those  ten  years,  the  civil  list  was  1o 
cease  if  it  should  so  please  them,  although 
the  casual  and  territorial  revenues  wereetlll 
to  remain  under  their  control,  and  wet 
revert  to  the  Grown.  Now,  that  was  not 
his  understanding  with  regard  to  the  settle* 
ment  of  this  question.  His  understanding 
with  regard  to  a  settlement  which  ikumM, 
be  honorable  to  theCrown,  andsafe  for  the 
Atture  government  of  the  colony,  was, 
that  whatever  period  might  be  fixed  fbr 
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the  civil  list,  if  at  the  period  of  renewal 
a  new  civil  list  was  not  made,  then  the 
casual  and  territorial  revenaes  should 
revert  to  the  Crown.  Upon  this  point 
he  thought  that  the  different  colonial 
secretaries  that  had  during  the  last  five 
or  six  years  held  office  under  the  differ- 
ent Governments  that  existed  in  this 
country  in  that  space  of  time,  entertained 
no  difference  of  opinion;  and  that  they 
were  all  willing  to  concede  to  this  arrange- 
ment upon  the  understanding  and  upon 
the  terms  which  he  had  now  stated.  He 
thought  that  upon  these  various  points 
the  result  was,  that  upon  the  general  state- 
ment between  the  hon.  Gentleman  and 
himself  there  was  not  a  very  wide  difference 
of  opinion.  But  if  these  questions  came 
to  be  settled  in  terms,  and  came  to  be  laid 
down  in  propositions  which  were  to  be 
finally  adopted,  a  difference  which  did  not 
appear  in  their  general  opinions  might 
arise,  and  no  arrangement  could  be  con- 
cluded. He  therefore  arrived  at  the  same 
result  which  he  stated  in  the  beginning — 
that  he  was  most  anxious  that  there  should 
be  a  finalt  a  pacific,  and  a  satisfactory 
settlement  of  these  matters,  but  he  was 
not  disposed  to  postpone,  delay,  or  abandon 
the  present  resolutions.  He  did  not  wish 
to  ask  for  any  power  by  which  the  govern- 
ment of  Lower  Canada  could  go  on  for 
the  next  twenty  or  thiry  years,  but  in  the 
meantime,  keeping  the  Assembly  in  a  state 
of  continual  and  perpetual  hostility.  He 
had  stated  one  argument  already  with 
respect  to  the  repeal  of  Lord  Ripon  s  act  ; 
he  might  now  state  a  few  words  additional 
upon  that  subject,  which  he  thought  must 
occur  to  any  one  on  reading  the  last  des- 
patch laid  before  this  House  from  Lord 
Gosford.  He  there  stated  that  the  duty 
raised  under  the  imperial  act  of  the  14th 
Geo.3rd.  was  47,602/.  in  1835,and  in  1836 
It  was  only  28,432/.,  being  a  decrease  of 
19,170/.  Lord  Gosford  stated,  that  the 
principal  decrease  was  under  the  head  of 
importations  from  the  West  Indies — the 
diminution  chiefly  arising  from  the  quan- 
tity of  mixed  rum  being  consumed  by  the 
Canadians  instead  of  the  genuine  West 
India  rum.  That  was  a  statement  solely 
relating  to  the  finances  of  the  province ;  but 
he  begged  to  observe  the  effect  which  this 
financial  fact  might  have  upon  political 
affairs  if  this  country  were  to  say,  ''  We 
will  rely  upon  these  duties  for  the  manage- 
ment and  goyeroment  of.  Lower  Canada, 
and  will  not  look  to  any  grants  from  the 


Assembly.^      Whatever     otber 
quences  might  ensue,    those  which  oc- 
curred in  the  beginning  of  the  contest  with 
our  North  American  colonies  would  inevit- 
ably  result  from  this  line  of  policy.    Those 
people  who  bad  aleady  diminished  by  nearly 
one  half  their  usual  consumption  would 
say,    "We  will  not  consume  those  articles 
by  which  these  revenues    are   obtained. 
We  will  not  oppose  the  Government  by 
arms,  by  riot,  or  by  insorrectioo ;   bat, 
as  far  as  abstinence  and  non-consump- 
tion,    we  will    oppose  the    GoverasAeat 
by  that  means  and  endeavour  to  prereiit 
the  Crown  from     obtaining  a    revenue 
for  carrying  on  the  government  of  the 
colony."    This    was   a   most    impolitic, 
he  would  add  a  most  degrading,  manner 
in  which  the  Government  of  a  great  coun- 
try like  this  should  carry  on  the  afiaira  of 
one  of  her  colonies.    He  would  say,   that 
upon   every  ground*  as  long  as  it  was 
possible  to  delay  matters;   upon  every 
ground  they  ought  not  to  eodeavoor  by  iot- 
politic  and  ineflScient  means  to  maintain 
the  government  of  tbexolony  in  apite  of 
the    House   of   Assembly;    upon  .every 
ground  of  this  kind  they  ought  not  to  adopt 
a  measure  by  which  they  would  be  daclnr- 
ing  their  determination  in  future  to  carry  on 
the  government  of  the  colooy  independent 
of  the  Assembly.     It  might  happen  that 
when  the  House  of  Assembly  should  receive 
the  decision  of  the  Parliament  of  this 
country,  they  might  decide  that  that  deci- 
sion formed  a  sufficient  ground  for  accom* 
modation,  or  for  some  new  proposition.     It 
might  happen,  however,that  they  would  per* 
sist  in  their  original  demands,  andcontiette 
to  refuse  any  other  terms  whatsoever.     If 
they  should  take  this  latter  course^   be 
thought  they  would  by  their  own  condnct 
put  an  end  to  the  operation  of  the  conalitu- 
tional  act  by    which  the  Canadas  were 
governed ;  but  he  thought  no  blame  would 
be  imputable  to  the  Crown  and  the  Legis* 
lature  of  this  country,  if  in  those  circirau. 
stances  they  were  to  endeavour  to  carry  on 
the  government  of  Lower  Canada  by  other 
means  than  those  which  that  act  had  pro«^ 
vided.    But  until  he  was  thoroegUy  ooa* 
vinced  that  this  would  be  the  ceae  hm 
should  use  the  only  means  in  his  power  of 
healing  the  question,  by  stating  as  clearly 
as  he  could  the  reasons  why  it  was  impos- 
sible for  him  to  concur  in  the  demands  of 
the  Assembly  of  Lower  Canada;  at  the 
same  time  expressing   a  hope  that  there 
might  be  means  still  of  accommodaiioQ. 
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hmng  said  this  much  be  would  only  add, 
that  the  retolotion  then  immediately  before 
the  House  referred  to  one  of  those  demands 
which  he  thought  it  was  utterly  impossible 
foe  them  to  agree  to ;  it  referred  to  the  de- 
mand that  the  Executtye  Council  of  Lower 
Canada  should  be  responsible  to  the 
House  of  Assembly,  and  should  be  remov- 
able in  the  same  manner  as  the  Ministers 
of  the  Crown  in  this  country  were — that 
was,  removable  when  it  lost  the  confidence 
of  that  Assembly.  It  was  obvious  that  if 
the  House  agreed  to  a  demand  of  this  kind, 
they  would  have  an  inferior  and  independ- 
ent government  in  Canada.  It  might  be 
a  wise  provision  for  a  mother  country, 
but  it  was  not  a  wise  provision  for  a  colony. 
It  was  quite  impossible  to  have  a  governor 
there  acting  by  the  orders  of  the  King, 
and  to  say,  at  the  same  time,  that  he  was  to 
be  guided  by  responsible  advisers,  but  that 
those  responsible  advisers  whom  he  should 
choose  should  be  under  the  control  of  the 
House  of  Assembly.  Therefore,  in  pro* 
posing  this  resolution,  he  was  not  going 
any  further  than  was  absolutely  necessary 
in  order  to  preserve  the  connexion  be- 
tween a  mother  country  and  the  colonies. 

Lord  StanUi^  wished  to  ask  a  question 
,of  the  noble  Lord.  Treating  as  these  re- 
solutions did  of  a  variety  of  different 
subjects,  it  was  quite  impossible  to  mix 
them  up  in  one  discussion,  or  to  come  to 
one  decision  upon  the  various  subjects 
involved  in  them.  He  wanted  to  know 
what  course  in  fulfilment  of  these  resolu* 
tjons  was  intended  to  be  taken  by  his 
noble  Friend.  He  wished  to  know  which 
of  the  resolutions  was  to  be  made  the  sub- 
ject matter  of  those  Bills  which  it  was  ab- 
solutely necessary  should  be  introduced 
and  passed  in  order  to  give  them  the 
slightest  effect.  The  first  resolution  re- 
quired no  Bill  at  all ;  but  the  fifth  resolu- 
tion, which  thev  were  now  discussing, 
ought  to  form  the  subject  of  a  separate 
Bill.  He  was  quite  satisfied  that  it  was 
not  advisable  to  subject  the  Executive 
Council  to  the  control  suggested  by  the 
House  of  Assembly.  If  the  noble  Lord 
vacant  to  follow  up  this  resolution  with  a 
Bill  to  enforce  it,  he  should  not  object 
to  the  general  statement  in  the  resolution, 
that  it  was  expedient  to  adopt  means  of 
improving  the  Executive  Council  of  Lower 
Canada.  If  no  Bill  was  to  be  introduced, 
be  should  protest  against  being  mixed  up 
with  anything  like  an  implied  pledge  of 
Oiekind.    If  the  noble  Lord  intended  to 
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bring  in  a  Bill  on  the  subject  he  would  not 
say  one  word  more  upon  it ;  if,  however, 
he  did  not  intend  to  bring  in  a  Bill,  let 
the  noble  Lord  at  once  state  to  the  House 
the  precise  modifications  intended  to  be 
proposed  by  the  Government.  As  to  the 
other  concessions,  if  they  were  not  foU 
lowed  up  by  Acts  of  Parliament  they 
would  be  nothing  more  nor  less  than  so 
much  waste  paper.  With  respect  to  the 
present  resolution  there  was  a  considerable 
degree  of  vagueness,  both  in  point  of  form 
and  substance. 

Mr.  Roebuck  was  surprised  that  the 
noble  Lord  did  not  make  his  objectioa 
before  they  agreed  to  the  last  resolution^ 
He  should  have  asked,  before  the  last 
resolution  was  put,  what  measures  were 
to  be  founded  on  it,  and  whether  an  Act 
was  to  be  introduced.  , 

Lord  Stanley  replied,  that  in  the  Re- 
port of  the  Committee  of  1828  it  was  dis. 
tinctly  declared  that  the  composition  of 
the  Legislative  Council  did  not  require  the 
interference  of  the  Parliament  by  Legisia* 
tive  enactment,  as  its  composition  could 
be  improved  in  the  degree  required  by  the 
sound  judgment  of  the  executive.'  On 
this  ground  he  did  not  think  that  any 
legal  enactment  was  required.  / 

Mr.  Roebuck  begged  to  remind  the 
noble  Lord  that  the  Government  did  not 
state  that  it  adopted  the  resolutions  of  the 
Committee  of  1828.  The  Executive 
Council  was  created  by  Act  of  Parliament, 
and  not  by  the  Crown,  and  therefore 
would  require  the  agency  of  the  former 
to  alter  its  constitution. 

Lord  John  RusseU  stated,  that  it  cer* 
tainly  was  his  intention  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
to  carr^  into  effect  the  changes  he  proi 
posed  m  sach  cases  as  required  an  Act  of 
rarliament.  This  would  not  be  necessary 
in  all  cases.  He  would,  however,  men- 
tion one  as  an  instance.  It  was  proposed 
to  exclude  the  judges  from  sitting  as 
members  of  the  Executive  Councili  and 
this  would  be  effected  by  a  Bill. 

Mr.  Ward  said,  that  it  was  hardly 
possible  for  him  to  express  the  pleasure 
he  felt  at  hearing  the  early  part  of  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord,  but  this  had 
been  damped  by  the  latter  part  of  it.  It 
was  not  without  great  pain  that  he  listened 
to  the  noble  Lord  when  he  alluded  to  the 
intention  of  adopting  steps  for  the  en- 
forcement of  the  suggestions  embodied  in 
their  resolutions.  He  differed  from  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath  on  one 
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j^iftt  «^  MdffleW,  fli  to  tile  principle  ti^ 
liid  ddwti  for  the  c(iipd§ti]  Of  Wfl«t«  landi 
10  ibo  colofiie$.  H6  dtflfefed  M  much 
from  hit  boti.  Friend  on  this  point  as  he 
did  ifota  the  noble  Lord  on  the  neceisKy 
4>f  eilbjocting  Canadft  to  a  tiol&tioti  of  the 
oodatUtrtion  of  that  coontry  with  a  view 
tff  putting  An  end  to  the  unfortunate  differ-' 
enoes  whieh  prevailed  there  now.  Hig 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  popo^ed  that 
ibe  oontrol  over  the  whole  a?  the  Waste 
lands  in  LoWer  Canada  should  be  in  the 
House  of  Assembly  and  Legislature  of  the 
eo[oity«  He  thought  thii  was  a  most 
important  subjeet,  and  the  House  should 
be  made  fully  aware  of  the  consequences 
thai  might  result  from  pursuing  kn  erro-^ 
AooQs  course  on  this  poitt.  He  did  not 
beiiove  that  the  power  of  disposing  of  the 
waste  lands  of  Lower  Canada  vested  in 
any  other  authority  than  in  the  Crown  of 
England.  He  acknowledged  the  right 
trhieh  thechartef  Of  1791  gave  the  colo- 
nists CO  the  land  which  were  bronght 
within  etielOaures :  btit  be  did  not  acknow- 
ledge their  right  to  those  lands  which 
werd  not  leolftimed  s  on  the  contrary,  be 
believed  that  the  title  to  them  vested  in 
ibe  Crown.  At  pi'esent,  however,  they 
were  at  the  disposal  of  the  Parliament  of 
Great  Britain'  for  in  1880  his  Majesty 
Made  t  surrender  of  these  lands  on  the 
Settlement  of  the  Civil  List.  In  the 
Speech  from  the  throtie  he  said,  *'  I  place 
without  reserve  at  vour  disposal  niy  in« 
lerest  in  the  hereditary  revenues  end  in 
Ihose  funds  which  tnay  be  derived  from 
any  droits  of. the  Crown  or  Admiralty, 
from  Ibe  West^India  duties,  or  frota  any 
easual  tcvMnt^  either  in  my  foreign  pos- 
sessions of  in  the  United  Kingdom/'  By 
this  arrsngenient  it  was  dear,  thnt  the 
dCmtfol  over  the  waste  lands  in  the  colonies 
was  transferred  to  the  Parliament.  Par- 
itamenf,  however,  had  never  yet  exercised 
fbe  right  of  stipulating  as  to  the  dtsposSl 
of  Waste  lands  in  the  colonies,  but  left 
the  matter  to  the  control  of  the  Coloniel. 
OAoe.  This  was  a  course  which,  in  his 
Opinion,  Would  lead  to  much  evil,  and  he 
thought  that  a  Sufficient  eontrol  should 
be  exercised  to  prevent  the  land  being 
Aiade  over  for  the  purpose  of  peculation 
and  jobbing.  He  could  only  consider  the 
resolotions  as  a  whole,  and  as  embracing 
the  principles  upon  which  the  Government 
f bought  that  Canada  should  be  governed. 
Now,  bis  objection  to  these  resolutions 
was,  that  there  was  nothing  in  them  caK 


culited  to  lead  to  ii  perlbanent  settloment 
of  the  disputo  with  Canada.  Ho  iaw 
nothing  in  these  resolutions  but  a  power 
of  making  temporary  provision  for  the 
payment  of  the  arrears  of  salary  doe  to 
the  Oovernment  functionaries  in  Canada ; 
and  this  was  done  in  such  A  manner  as  to 
render  it  a  direct  violation  of  the  consti- 
tutional charter  of  the  colony  of  1791.  In 
fact  the  resolutions  were  nothing  more  nor 
less  than  the  abrogation  of  the  Canadian 
constitution.  It  was  an  act  of  power 
which  they  had  no  right  whatever  to 
enforce.  6v  the  constitution  of  1791 
nothing  could  be  more  distinct  than  the 
sacrifice  of  all  right  of  taxation  in  Canada 
on  the  part  of  the  Legisilature  of  thta 
country.  No  distinction  could  be  made 
between  the  disbursement  of  funds  be** 
longing  to  the  <5olony  in  the  hands  of  the 
receiver- general  of  the  colony  and  tite 
imposition  of  a  tax.  The  eighth'resolutlon 
declared,  that  for  the  purpose  of  defraying 
the  arrears  due  on  account  of  the  charfrea 
of  the  administration  the  balance  in  the 
hands  of  the  reeeiter-geOeral  of  the  eolotfir 
shall  be  devoted  to  that  parpOse.  Thte 
resolution  attacked  the  Only  mode  by 
which  the  Colonial  Assembly  was  M0  to 
check  the  abases  of  the  Oovemment  of 
Great  Britain.  They  had  no  annual  esti- 
mates ;  they  had  no  army  or  navy  eati** 
mates  to  tote;  they  had  no  tneana  of 
checking  the  executive  unless  by  stoppiog 
the  supplies  in  the  way  they  had  oone : 
and  hnmediately  they  resorted  to  this 
constitutional  check,  the  Government 
turned  round  and  threatened  to  deprive 
them  of  the  rights  which  the  English 
Parliament  had  conferred  on  them.  This 
was  not  a  struggle  whether  or  not  there 
should  be  a  Government,  as  had  been 
alleged,  but  whether  the  constitutioti  of 
the  colony  should  be  sacrificed  in  the 
way  proposed.  It  was  said,  that  the 
functions  of  Government  must  be  dis- 
charged, and  these  persons  mtist  be  paki 
their  salaries.  The  Canadiiina  were  just 
as  much  interested  in  the  existence  of  m 
Government  there,  and  indeed  a  great 
deal  more  so  than  the  people  of  thta 
country.  The  question  was,  wliether  or 
not  the  Government  should  be  respoit* 
sible?  and  then  the  question  arose,  to 
whom  ?  Whether  the  heatls  of  the  de* 
pnrtment  in  Downing-street  should  ha^e 
an  uCcrssiol)  to  their  authoHly,  or  tKo!ie 
VI  bo  were  most  interested  in  the  questioA  ? 

He  should  wish  to  see  the  metiif  of  en- 
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iovem^  r«i|)OMiWiHy  kt  ike  hMid*  of  ihe 
CtnadiAiNi.  Nk  wm  latHfitd  ibat  Go- 
▼•TtttneDl  had  no  fight  lo  interfere  ivilh 
them  ID  ibis  ease.  The  oonititiitioii  of 
1791  placed  the  right  of  voting  the 
auppliee  in  the  baods  of  the  Honae  of 
Aieemhlyi  and  when  the  Gofernment 
^nd  the  eierciae  of  this  right  and 
powet  objeetiooable  to  thenii  thej  toined 
round  and  attempted  to  subvert  the  con* 
aCitotiort.  As  the  resoldtion  now  stocwl, 
it  would  seem  only  oalcylated  to  exaspe- 
rate the  House  of  Assertiblyi  whilst  at  the 
same  time  it  would  be  absolutely  neces- 
sary to  have  the  aid  of  this  Chamber  to 
carry  it  tnio  effect*  He  might  take  this 
resolution  ae  the  substance  of  the  pro* 
ceedtngs  that  ibe  Government  intended 
to  pursue.  The  sixth  resolution  con^ 
firmed  ihe  charter  of  the  North  Ame* 
rioan  Land  Gompanyi  Now  he  could 
not  help  sayiAg,  that  the  mode  of  dis- 
posing of  land  by  this  company  was  one 
of  the  most  objectionable  that  could  be 
acted  upon.*  The  seventh  resolution^ 
which  ndaled  to  the  tenure  of  laml  m  the 
colonVf  and  the  iihith«  Irhkh  pN>posed  to 
ttantm  the  oontt-ol  of  the  hereditary 
revenues  of  Ihe  Crown  16  the  House  of 
Aasemblyi  in  the  latter  giving  a  permafttent 
civil  list,  was  also  objectionable.  The 
tenth  resolution  contained  a  great  variety 
•f  subjects,  and  nothing  could  be  mere 
eiUeusive  than  the  matters  referred  to  in 
iti  He  therefore  said*  that  the  resolutions 
would  irritate  the  Houie  of  Assembly « 
which  tras  the  only  body  by  means  of 
whkib  this  House  could  enforce  sound 
government  In  the  country,  and  this 
certaiftly  Was  not  the  soendest  mofle  of 
proceeding  that  could  be  adopted.  There 
were  asany  disputed  points  whidh  would 
not  be  seitled  by  these  reiolutioilS ;  at  the 
same  time  the  constitution  of  1791  was 
violated  in  the  fullest  degretf*  It  was  the 
abrogation  of  that  constitution.  By  the 
proposed  arrangement  the  Government 
merely  stepped  in  and  paid  off  the  arrears 
of  the  salaries  of  the  judges  and  other 
civil. functionaries  of  the  colony ^  but  no  { 
provision  was  made  for  future  cases.  The  ■ 
House  of  Assembly,  therefore,  might  for  i 
ihe  future  refuse  these  grants  on  thi  same  | 
ground  that  they  had  been  refused  for  the  ' 
lest  three  years,  and  that  House  might  again  ' 
becalleil  upon  to  interfere  in  the  samenrbi-  | 
trsry  manner  as  at  present.  He  did  not 
thiuk  ibst  they  were  fHirsoing  a  prudent 
or  itatfiaMinltke  covrso  in  adopting  the  ' 


relotQtiont  of  the  moVk  Laid^>-4io  thought 
that  it  ¥rould  be  the  wise  and  mdro  pru« 
duDt  course  if,  as  had  been  anggested  by. 
his  boB.  and  lenrned  Friend^  the  Member 
for  Bath,  they  first  met  the  demands  of 
the  House  of  Assembly.  As  the  strongUse 
power,  we  should  without  hesitation  naka 
a  conciliatory  offer,  and  as  such  we  ahonUl 
be  subject  to  reproach  for  aaortfioing  it 
point  of  honour.  The  whole  questiot^ 
wasf  whether  we  were  right  or  not  ?  Had 
we  justice  in  our  demands  or  not  ?  He 
had  had  an  opportuuity  of  viaiting  the 
moat  extensive  irresponsible  Governmeotu 
that  had  occurred  in  coloniea  *^  h* 
meant  tlie  Spanish  colonies  in  America* 
Nothiog  could  be  more  degrading  tba» 
the  system  of  Government  pursued  by  th* 
ntother  country  towards  theai«  £vefy« 
thing  was  settled  in  the  mother  country^ 
and  everything  was  sacrificed  for  the  piw« 
motion  of  her  mtersats.  There  was  plenty 
of  nominal  responsibility  in  thegovernitiena 
of  these  colonies^  but  there  was  none  m 
reality.  The  result  vras,  that  Um  greaiost 
dissatisfaction  existed  in  them  $  and  audi 
was  the  emteni  Of  this  feeUng,  that  Ifa^ 
very  first  instance  that  an  opportumiy 
offered  itself,  the  ooloniea  th^ew  c^  Ibo 
yoke  of  the  mother  eotintry,  and  the 
whole  power  of  Spain  orumUed  aiway  hs  H 
year.  There  were  no  kindly  fedings*^ 
none  of  those  attachments  trhicb  be  hoped 
would  always  exist  between  Great  BHiaia 
and  those  states  #hieh  had  been  her 
cokmies«  All  the  feelings  of  these  i^oloniee 
were  of  one  kind,  namely,  of  detiatalioB 
to  the  mother  eoufltry*  To  Our  Nmrtii 
American  colonies,  before  we  forced  thens 
to  separate  themselves  from  Us  by  one 
tyrannical  proceedings,  we  gave  almoat 
the  full  power  of  governing  ^iCmselvusi 
Privileges  wete  extended  to  them  by  ^m 
StuartSi  without  the  slightest  hesitatioiti 
which  we  refnie  to  the  people  of  Canada^ 
such  aa  the  nomination  of  the  Executive 
Council.  It  appeared,  that  out  of  the 
thirteen  American  coloniesi  not  less  than 
Eleven  possessed  the  right  of  appointing 
the  Bxeentive  Council.  Could  aaylfainp 
be  more  loyal  than  those  coionie*  befons 
the  attempt  itas  made  to  deprive  them  of 
their  privileges  ?— Kind  they  would  hav^ 
been  unworthy  of  them  if  they  had  not 
resisted  that  attempt.  This  was  also  the 
case  in  Canada.  He  did  not  believe  that 
it  was  possible  to  perpetuate  the  con« 
nexion  between  a  mother  country  and  her 
cdooies  s  for  when  a  colony  grew  |o  a 
2S«  ^ 
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certain  extent,  and  became  ripe,  tt  would 
drop  off.  The  object,  therefore,  should 
be  alwayg  to  separate  in  such  a  manner 
that  there  would  bea  continuation  of  kindly 
feeling  between  the  mother  country  and 
colony.  He  would,  therefore,  implore  and 
entreat  the  Government  to  suspend  these 
resolutions.  The  Ministers  and  that  House 
•hould  again  make  overtures  for  an 
accommodation.  He  cared  very  little  for 
the  dignity  of  the  House,  but  was  roost 
aniious  for  the  welfare  of  this  colony. 
He,  therefore,  called  upon  the  noble  Lord 
to  pause  and  to  consider  before  he  carried 
these  proceedings  into  execution  whether 
they  would  be  satisfactory  to  the  colony  and 
to  his  well-wishers  in  the  country,  :«nd 
promote  the  welfare  of  the  empire* 

Mr.  /?o6tn80ft  reminded  the  noble  Lord, 
that  be  told  him  what  would  be  the  con- 
aequence  of  postponing  the  consideration 
of  these  resolutions,  and  he  now  saw  the 
retolt.  When  the  resolutions  were  first 
brought  forward,  they  were  considered  in 
ft  fall  House,  and  this,  of  course,  would 
hftve  its  effiect  in  the  colony;  if,  however, 
they  passed  the  House  when  such  a  small 
number  of  Members  were  present  as  then 
occupied  the  benches,  they  would  have 
little  or  no  effect  in  the  colony.  He 
thought  that  it  was  a  most  unwise  course 
of  proceeding.  He  knew  that  the  object 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath 
was  delay,  and  he  did  not  blame  him  for 
the  course  he  had  taken ;  but  he  could 
BOt  help  finding  fault  with  the  Govern- 
asent  for  so  readily  yielding  to  his  de« 
niands.  The  hon.  Member  for  Bridge- 
water  said,  that  he  would  oppose  the  re- 
solutions by  every  means  in  his  power; 
and  now  the  noble  Lord  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  seeing,  that  when  a  delay  was 
fttked  for,  on  the  ground  that  there  was 
not  sufficient  information  before  the 
House,  it  was  intended  that  the  moral 
efiect  of  passing  these  resolutions  by  a 
large  majority  should  be  taken  away  ; 
for  if  they  were  agreed  to  In  a  House 
like  the  present,  when  not  one-fifth  of 
the  Members  were  there,  they  would  have 
little  influence  in  the  colony.  The  Com- 
missioners, indeed.  In  their  Report,  stated 
that  the  effect  of  the  course  taken  would 
depend  on  the  state  of  the  majority  by 
which  it  was  sanctioned  in  that  House. 
With  respect  to  the  subject  matter  of 
debate,  he  must  observe  that  it  was  of  too 
mruch  importance  to  allow  of  its  being 
mixed  up  with  personalities;    he  should 


therefore,  eantioosly  abstain   from  any* 
thing  calculated  in  the  slightest  degree  to 
irritate  the  feelmgs  of  any  man.     Ther 
hon.    and    learned    Member    for    Bath, 
instead  of  going  into  the  examination  of 
the    resolutions,    proceeded    to    propose 
some  project  of  his  own  for  governing, 
not  merely  the   colony    with  which  the 
learned  Member  was  connected,  and  the 
affairs  of  which  were  then  under  consider- 
ation, namely.   Lower  Canada,  but  the 
whole  of  our  American    colonies.     The 
hon.  and  learned  Member,  as  the  agent  for 
Lower  Canada,  had  a  right  to  get  up  m 
that  House  and  express  the  sentiments  of 
the  persons  he  represented ;  but  he  must 
express  his  surprise  that  the  hon.  Member 
claimed  the  right  of  expressing  the  sentt* 
ments  of  the  inhabitants  of  all  the  Amencan 
colonies.    He  denied,  that  the  hon.  Mem* 
ber  had  the  slightest  right  to  speak  in  the 
name  of  those  colonies.    When  the  hon. 
Gentleman  said,  that  he  demanded  this, 
and  denounced  that,    and    assented  to 
something  else,  he  wished  to  know  on 
what  authority  the  hon.  Gentleman  spoke^ 
and  what  right  he  had  thus  to  address  the 
House.    The  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemani 
said,  that  his  Majesty's  subjects  in  the 
North  American  colonies  were  essentially 
democratic.     He  dented  the  truth  of  that 
statement.    There  was  a  party,  and  un- 
doubtedly a  powerful   party,    in  Lower 
Canada   which    was    thoroughly  imbued 
with  democratic  principles;   this  he  did 
not  pretend  to  deny  for  a  moment ;    but 
such  sentiments  were  not  entertained  by 
the  inhabitants  of  either  Upper  Canada, 
Nova  Scotia,  New  Brunswick,  or  Prince 
Edward's  Island.      He  distinctly  denied 
the  truth  of  the    statement,  and  could 
positively  assert  that  his  Majesty's  subjects 
m  those  North  American  provinces  were 
perfectly  satisfied  with  the  constitution 
under  which  they  lived.     There  might  oc- 
casionally arise  some  minor  points  of  dis- 
cussion between  the  inhabitants  of  these 
colonies  and  the  governor,  or  the  Colonial* 
officci  but  the  feelings  of  the  people  were 
not  at  all  in  unison  with  those  of  the  in« 
habitants  of  Lower  Canada.    He  should 
like  to  know  what  authority  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  had  for  saying,  that  the 
King's  subjects  in  Upper  Canada,  in  Nova 
Scotia,  in  New  Brunswick,  or  in  Prince 
Edward's  Island,  sanctioned  the  sugges* 
tion  which  the  hon.  Member  had  made  as 
to  the  future  Government  of  our  North 
American  colonies  t   He  again  denfed,*that 
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the  inhabitaots  of  any  of  these  provinces 
were  desirous  of  being  parties  to  any  such 
arrangements  as  those  recommended  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member.    The  hon. 
Member  for  St.  Alban's  had  attempted  to 
make  out  an  analogy  between  our  North 
American  colonies  and  the  Spanish  colo- 
nies in  South  America.    But  he  would 
undertake  to  say,  that  there  was  to  be 
found  in  history  no  instance  of  a  more 
rapid  and  striking  advance  in  knowledge, 
civilization,  and  prosperity,  than  had  been 
made  by  our  North  American  colonies. 
lo  proof  of  his  assertion,  that  there  existed 
in  Upper  Canada  nothing  of  the  feeling  of 
discontent  with  its    Government   which 
prevailed  in   Lower  Canada,    he  would 
read  a  resolution  agreed  to  by  the  House 
of  Assembly  of  Upper  Canada  last  year. 
That  Resolution  declared,  that  **  his  Ma- 
jesty's subjects  in  Upper  Canada  require 
no  other   protection  than  that  which   is 
afforded  them  by  the  laws  and  constitu- 
tion they  now  possess,  and  the  superin- 
tending power    of   the  great   empire  of 
which  they  are  proud  to  form  a  part ;  and 
notwithstanding  the  forebodings  of  disap- 
pointed and  discontented  men,  fresh  evi- 
dence is  given  day  by  day  of  the  invariable 
attachment  of  the  people  of  this  province 
to  the  King  and  his  Government,  and 
they  never  permit  a  doubt  to  enter  their 
minds  of  the  permanency  of  their  union 
with  the  parent  state.*'     After  this  distinct 
declaration  on  the  part  of  the  Repesent- 
atives  of  the  Upper  Canadians,  tne  hon. 
and  learned  Member    surely    could  not 
persist  in  stating  that  the  people  of  that 
province  participated   in  the  sentiments 
which  he,  as  the  Representative  of  the 
Lower  Canadians,  had  so  often  expressed. 
There  was    equally  good    authority  for 
stating,  that  the  inhabitants  of  Nova  Sco- 
tia, of  New  Brunswick,  of  Prince  Edward's 
Island,  were  perfectly  satisfied  in  all  main 
points  with  the  Government,  and  consti- 
tution under  which  they  now  lived.    On 
no  one  occasion  had  any  of  these  pro- 
vinces given  utterance  to  a  wish  either  for 
a  change  in  their  Government,  or  still  less, 
for  a  separation  from  the  parent  state.   As 
regarded  the  Legislative  Council,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member,  it  must  be  admitted, 
was  perfectly   consistent    with    himself, 
though   he  went   somewhat  beyond  the 
Lower  Canadians,  for  while  they  only  re- 
quired that  the  Legislative  Councils  should 
De  rendered  elective,  the  hon.  and  learned 
'Member  called  for  the  abolition  of  the 


body  altogether.    The  Executive  Council 
was  to   be   retained,    but  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  only  proposed  to  leave  it 
a  suspensive  power;  for  if  the  Executive 
Council  dissented — and  dissent  was   the 
only     alternative  .  permitted     from     any 
measure  sent  up  from  the  House  of  Asr 
sembly,  then  the  House  of  Assembly  and 
the  governor  were  to  be  empowered,  to 
settle  the  matter  between  them,  without 
consulting  the    Executive    Council    any 
further  about   it.      A   similar  miserable 
tampering  with  the  constitution  had  been 
suggested  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem<- 
ber  in  reference  to  the  House  of  Lords 
here,  whom  it  was  proposed  to  deprive  of 
the  right  of  exercising  their  independent 
legislative  functions,  and  to  invest  them,  ia 
exchange  for  this,  with  merely  a  suspensive 
power.  In  fact,  the  two  propositions  might  be 
looked  upon  as  forming  parts  of  one  great 
plan  of  a  change  in  the  constitution  con- 
templated by  a  certain  party  in  the  House. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  had  taken 
upon  himself  to  designate  the  members  of 
the  Legislative  Council,  a  set  of  hungry 
officials.     Now,  he  begged  to  tell  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member,  with  all  due  respect, 
that  there  were  many  Members  of  that 
Legislative  Council,    who    would    think 
themselves  very  far  from  highly  honoured 
by  a  comparison  being  instituted  between 
them  and  certain  Members  of  that  House. 
As  to  the  waste  lands,  he  was  perfectly 
ready  to  admit,  that  the  House  of  Assembly 
were  entitled  to  a  control  over  the  revenue 
arising  from  the  sale  of  these  lands  ;  but 
this  was  quite  a  different  thing  from  the 
claim  set  up  by  them  of  arrogating  to 
themselves,  in  exclusion  of  the  Crown,  the 
right  of  selling  or  otherwise  disposing  of 
these  lands.    This  was  a  claim  which  he 
would  never  sanction;  and  he  did  not  at  all 
understand  on  what  foundation  it  rested. 
The  Canadian  constitution  had  now  been 
in  existence  for  many  years ;  but  the  dis- 
covery of  the  alleged  right  of  the  House 
of  Assembly  to  the  disposal  of  these  waste 
lands,  was  a  very  recent  affair.    In  1796, 
when  the  King,  in  a  message  to  the  House 
of  Assembly,  formally  asserted  his  right 
to  dispose  of  these  lands,  the  claim  was 
admitted,  without  any  difficulty.  On  what 
ground  was  it  disputed  now  ?    The  simple 
fact  was,  that  the  French  party  in  Lower 
Canada,  seeing  the  happy  effects  arising 
from  the  present  system  of  government, 
and  from  the  operations  of  the  Canada 
Company,  were  apprehensive  that  the  fair 
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and    iudicious  disposal  of  these    lands,  , 
inducing  extensive  immigration  frorp  that 
coantry,  would  so  sw^ll  the  Britij^h  popu- 
lation,  as  effectually  to  destroy  all  pre- 
CeDce  for  the  ridiculous  idea  of  nationality 
now  entertained  by  the  French    party. 
There  was  one  other  topic  on  which  he 
wished  to  make  a  remark,  namely,  as  to 
what  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member 
fbr  St.  Alban's,  in  reference  to  what  he 
called  an  infraction  of  the  constitutional 
ri|^hts  of  the  Lower  Canadians,  the  dealing 
wtth  the  money  now  in  their  chest.     He 
readily  admitted  that  this  was  a  proceed- 
ing only  to  be  justifled  by  some  imperious 
necessity.    The  question  was,  did  such  an 
imperious  necessity  exist?     In  his  opinion 
It  did.    The  hon.  Member  for  St.  Alban*s 
said,  that  the  only  means  which  the  Lower 
Canadians  possessed  of  effectually  oppos- 
ing a  government  which  they  disapproved 
of,    was   precisely  the  stoppage  of   the 
supplies ;  but  he  would  put  (t  to  the  House 
10  say,  whether  the  Lower  Canadians  were 
invested  with  this  power  fur  the  purpose 
of  enabling  them  to  make  war  upon  the 
Oovernment — of  overturning  the  ponsli- 
lion  under  which  they  exercised  all  the 
rights  they  had    been   admitted   to   the 
enjoyment  of?    The  Act  of  1791    was 
passed  in  favour  of  the  Canadians  by  the 
spontanepus  will  of  Parliament.     He  did 
not  mean  by  this  to  say,  that  this  Act  had 
not  all  the  force  and  validity  of  a  compact, 
but  he  wished  to  point  out,  that  at  the 
time  Canada  was  conquered  by  this  coun- 
try,  she  possessed  np  legislative  rights 
whatever,  and  that  all  those  which  she 
now  possessed,  and  of  which  the  stoppage 
of  the  supplies  was  so  prominent  a  feature, 
were  conrerred  on  her  spontaneously  by 
this  country.     Was  it  to  be  asserted  that 
the  Lower  Canadians  were  making  a  justi- 
iiable  use  of  this  important  privilege  when 
they  attempted  to  employ  it  m  overturning 
the  constitution  which  had  been  bestowed 
on  them  ?    Surely  not.    The  eighth  reso- 
lution only  affected  monies   which  had 
lieen  raised  with  public  concurrence  for 
public  purposes ;  and  to  no  purpose  more 
essentially  public  could  they  be  applied 
than  the  one  contemplated.     The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  lor  Bath  had  taken 
upon  himself  to  state,  that  the  Canada 
Company  were  in  anything  but  a  flourish- 
ing condition ;  that  their  shares  were  at  a 
discount,  and  that  they  would  be  highly 
delighted  fp  get  rid  of  them ;  and  be  had 
9Uo  been  good  enpugh  tp  tbrpw  put  Ip 


them  a  suggestion  as  to  bow  murb  bettei 
it  would    be   for  ihem   to  iranstV  their 
operations  to  f*>outh  Australia,  or  u»m% 
other  colony,  anywhere  rather   than   in 
Canada.     He  could  asi^ure  the  hon.  ^nd 
learned  Mep[)ber,that  \he  Company  wogid 
not  adopt  any  one  of  his  suggestions,  and 
were  quite    prepared    tp  controvert  hi« 
statement?.     The  Compapy  wfie  quit^ 
content  to  remain  where  they  wer^,  resting 
secure  in  their  Act  of  Parli^iment,  ^qd  OQ 
their  charters  and  he  might  pbserve,  \\v^i 
although   he   was  glad  the  noble  Lor4 
opposite  bad  introduced  among  his  reso^ 
lutions  one  confirmatory  of  the  validity  pf 
the  Company's  title,  yet,  without  offppc^ 
to  the  nol)le  Lord,  he  wpifld  say,  that  the 
title  pf  the  Company  already  rested  oi| 
the  best  and  strongest  foundation,  apd  h^ 
would   boldly  s^tate,   that  no   Cpmpaay 
ever  existed^  which  bad  dpne  more  good 
to  the  country  in  which   its  opera tiouf 
were  carried  on   than  had   the  Canadct 
Compiiny.     He   reserved  to  himself  tb^ 
right,  at  a  future  opportunity,  of  dcfendin|[ 
the  Government  for  having  chartered  th^t 
Company.     In    conclusion,  he  said,   he 
supported  the  Government  in  their  pre- 
sent   course,    because    he    believed    ^][ 
other  means  of  conciliation  had  been  ex« 
hausted, 

Mr,  Grote;  The  hon.  Gentleman  wbg 
spoke  last  expressed  his  regret  that  Gqt 
vernment  had  delayed  iliese  resolut.ions  sp 
long  as  they  had.  He  took  a  different 
view  of  that  circun^st^nce,  and,  pn  the 
contrary,  rejoiced  at  the  delay,  thinking 
that  Government  would  thereby  have  an 
opportunity  of  reviewing  some  of  the  mos^ 
prominent  points  in  these  resolutions.  Hp 
regretted  much  that  they  had  not  hecn  in* 
duccd  to  Salter  their  course.  The  language  of 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  J.  Hussetl)  vvhp 
had  passed  over  the  eighth  resolution  waS| 
that  he  did  not  perceive  the  tendency  of  the 
eighth  resolution.  It  insulted  the  people 
of  Canada,  and  went  to  deprive  them  of 
all  chance  of  good  government  for  thp 
time  to  come.  The  noble  Lord  took  credit 
to  himself  for  not  repealing  the  Act  of  Wi|r 
liam  4th.  This  resolution  did  more,  for  it 
disposed  of  the  whole  revenue  of  Cf^nad?.. 
without  the  consent  of  the  people,  anj 
subverted  all  those  maxims  on  which  good 
government  had  been  always  considered 
to  rest.  The  noUe  Lord  knew  the  history 

pf  EnjglfiQd.    lie  musl^  recpUf 9t  4i^t  t9 
the  time  of  the  long  Parliament  Lord 

Strafford   W^^   Chvl««   npt  \»  Qf4l 
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tqotber  Pdrliamcot  bii|  to  bring  over  the 
army  from  Irelnod,   ^'  Your  Mujesiy/'sRid 
lift,    **  hat  inado  trial    of  ail   iegtilative 
meutireB  of  cotieilialion.     Nothing,  tlieri!- 
fore,  now  remains  but  to  have  recourse  to 
arms,  and  you  are  JustiQed  in  employing 
them/*   The  noble  Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell  J, 
for  tba  first  time  since  the  reign  of  Charles, 
made  use  of  similar  langnage.    The  hon. 
Member  who  spoke  last  said  that  the  hon« 
Member  for  Beth  proposed  an  entirely  new 
plan.     But  these  resolutions  embraced  a 
new  system  of  government  for  Cansda, 
and  the  hon.  Member  foi*  Bath  was,  there- 
fore,  justified  in  proposing  a  substitute. 
Ho  proposed  a  maana  of  control  over  the 
Legislative  Council,  and  gave  the  House 
of  AsseniMy  a  right  %ot  voita  and  dispose  of 
the  revenee.     In  his  fMr.  Orete's)  opinion 
tbe  pfoposals  of  the  House  of  Assembly 
should  be  aecaded  to.     First,  as  to  the 
Legislative  Council,  he  had  heard   much 
leas  of  argument  upon  that  brunch  of  the 
subjfct  than  when  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bridgewatar  bmught  forward  his  motion. 
The  noble  Lord  did  not  show  sny  decided 
objection  to  a  change  in  tbe  Council,  as 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath. 
There  were  only  two  parties  interested  in 
tbe  aobjeotM-tbe  people  of  Canada  and 
tho  people  of  this  country.  The  Assembly 
would  be  c{qH«  sufficient  to  maintain  the 
interests  of  Oaoada,  and   the  Governor 
might  maintain  the  interests  of  the  mother 
country.    The  hon.  Member  who  spoke 
last  spoke  of  an  analogy  to  the  House  of 
Lofds.    He  did  not  entertain  the  highest 
opinion  of  that  Assembly ;  bat  he  would 
not  degrade  the  House  of  Lords  by  a  com* 
parispn  wHh  the  Legislative  Council  of 
Gaoadtt   to  tbe   House  of    Lords.     He 
thought  tbat  the  members  of  tbe  Legis- 
lative Council  roiglii  with  greater  truth  be 
likened  to  tha  aldermen  for  life  of  our  old 
fiorpQvatioM.    The  hon.  Member  for  Wor- 
cester had  also  alluded  to  the  division  of 
tho  popululioo  of  Canada  into  two  diatinct 
raeea^  and  had  contended  that  tbe  Legis* 
lativa  Comioil  was  nacoNanr  for  the  pro* 
teetkm  of  the  minority.    He  coold  not 
admit  any  such  necessity.    The  House  of 
Assembly  represented  not  only  the  ma- 
jority, but  the  whole  of  the  population  of 
Canada,  and  thoagh  the  deoisions  of  that 
body  were  necessarily  determined  by  a 
majority,  th4  interaatsof  the  minority  were 
not  tb*  less  duly  representtd.    If,  indeed, 
ft  separate  leglsiatufe  was  to  be  established 
foe  ^fffTf  separate  cU«i  or  miaorityi  erery 


principle  of  a  representative  government 
would  be  totally  disregarded.  Those  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  maintained  such  a  doctrine 
with  regard  to  Canada  were  bound ^  in 
consistency,  to  apply  the  same  principle  to 
Ireland,  and  to  support  a  proposition  for 
the  repeal  of  the  Union.    It  had  been  as- 
serted by  some  hon.  Gentlemen,  and  ha 
found  t)ie  statement  recorded  in  the  report 
of  the  Canada  Commissioners,  that  the 
population  of  the  colony  was  not  homoge* 
neous.    Now  be  must  declare  that  ha 
could  discover  no  proof  of  the  existence  of 
any  antipathy  in  the  different  classes  of  the 
population  to  one  another.    Indeed   all 
the  evidence  which  he  knew  of  went  tp 
establish  the  direct  contrary.    He  thought 
the  proposition  of  the  boo.  Member  for 
Bath,  a  material  improvement  in  the  de« 
mands  of  the  House  of  Assembly.    Every 
person  who  desired  the  continuance  of  tbe 
conneaion    between    this   country    and 
Canada  must  admit  tbe  expediency  of 
giving  the  governor  a  veto  upon  tbe  deci- 
sions of  the  House  of  Assembly.    But 
what  he  protested  against  was  the  interpo* 
sition  of  a  third  body,  which,  though  called 
independent,  was  in  reality  subservient  to 
an  exclusive  and  quasi  aristocratic  interest. 
There  was  another  point  connected  with 
the  consideration  of  the  present  subject  of 
the  highest  importance :  he  alluded  to  the 
disposal  of  the  provincial  revenues.    The 
control  over  those  revenues  ought  to  be 
vested  in  the  House  of  Assembly,  for  if  it 
were  placed  in  other  bands  there  would 
exist  no  security  for  good  government  in 
the  colony.    He  should  vote  against  the 
resolutions  of  the  noble  Lord ;  and,  con» 
sidering  the  feelings  which  these  resolu- 
tions  were  likely    to  excite   in   Lower 
Canada,  he  could  not  imaeine  how  the 
noble  Lord  expected  to  be  aole  to  govern 
that  colony  in  future.     He  desired  an 
amicable    termination    of  the    existing; 
differences,  but  such  a  result  would  be 
hopeless  should  the  resolutions  proposed 
by  Government  be  adopted,    He^forooe^ 
would  never  consent  to  the  employment  of 
force  to  maintain  the  conoeaion  between 
the  mother  country  and  the  colony,  wheii^ 
ever  that  connexion   became  onerous  to 
(be latter;  and  he  protested  dgainst  tbe 
resolutions,  because  they  tended  not  to  con^ 
ciliation,  but  would  oblige  the  Government 
either  to  continue  in  a  course  of  coercive 
meesureS|Or  to  makeadishonourable  retreat. 
Mr.  Patrick  Stewart  thought  that  if 

Miuiit^  bad  ^teneined  any  doubt  with 
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veipect  to  the  poliey  and  expedicDcy  of 
lh«  present  resointioDi  they  might  gather 
comfort  from  the  shape  and  character 
which  the  opposition  to  them  had  at 
length  assumed.  He  believed  that  if  the 
wishes  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath  were 
acted  npon,  the  institutions  of  Canada 
would  not  be  liberalised  but  revolutionised. 
Some  hon.  Gentlemen  had  indulged  in 
rather  gloomy  predictions  of  the  con- 
sequences which  would  result  from  the 
adoption  of  the  present  resolutions.  He 
trusted  that  these  predictions  would  prove 
false,  but  should  they  unfortunately  be 
verified,  it  would  then  be  for  the  Imperial 
Parliament  and  the  Crown  of  England  to 
put  forth  its  power,  and  take  such  a 
course  as  might  be  deemed  advisable. 
The  hon.  Member  for  St.  Alban's  said, 
that  we  had  no  right  to  interfere  with  the 
local  Government  of  the  Canadians.  Why, 
the  House  of  Assembly  asked  the  Parlia- 
ment to  alter  their  constitution.  Besides, 
the  assertion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  St. 
Alban's  was  directly  at  variance  with  the 
doctrine  laid  down  by  Burke,  Sir  J. 
Mackintosh,  and  Lord  Brougham,  who 
maintained  that  the  colonial  assemblies 
were  subordinate  to  the  legislative  assembly 
at  home.  Indeed,  Lord  Brougham,  io  his 
^*  Colonial  Policy,"  gave  absolute  power,  in 
cases  of  necessitv,  to  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment over  the  colonies ;  but  he  understood 
that  this  was  one  of  the  repented  sins 
of  that  noble  Lord.  In  the  work  which 
lie  had  just  mentioned,  Lord  Brougham, 
speaking  of  finance,  attributed  the  great 
|K>wer  of  the  House  of  Commons  to  the 
Tight  of  withholding  supplies,  which  almost 
always  prevented  the  negative  of  the  Crown 
being  exerted  in  great  Britain  had  the 
following  passage : 

'*li  appears  very  clear  that  the  relation  of 
dependency  which  a  colonial  Establishment 
supposes  could  never  be  secured  by  a  delegation 
of  that  authority  to  the  Ooremor,  or  an 
extension  of  those  rights  to  the  people  whidi 
give  energy  to  the  Executive  power,  and 
secure  complete  liberty  to  the  subjects  on  this 
nide  of  the  Atlantic.'*  '<  To  take  one  example 
only  of  the  radical  difference  between  the  two 
systems,  the  influence  of  the  Commons,  from 
their  power  of  withholding  supplies,  which 
almost  always  prevents  the  negative  of  the 
Crown  from  bemg  exerted  in  Great  Britain, 
and  is,  indeed,  the  great  comer  stone  of  the 
British  Constitution,  has  almost  no  existence 
jo  the  colonial  system.  Accordingly  every 
measure  proposed  by  the  Colonial  legislature 
that  does  not  meet  with  the  entire  concurrence 

of  ibe  British  Cabinet  was  sure  to  be  rejected  1 


in  the  last  instance  by  the  Crown.    So 
whilst  die  directing  innnence  of  the  people  of 
Great  Britan  prevents  the  Crown  from  cxertiiig 
its  constitutional  prerogative,  and  ia  a  gswaC 
degree  regulates  all  the  operations  of  the  Apyal 
authority,  in  the  colonies  the  direct  power  of 
the  Crown,  backed  by  idl  the  resources   of 
the  mother    countrv,  prevents  any  measore 
obnoxious  to  the  Crown  from  being  carried 
into  effect,  even  by  the  unanimous  efibrts  of 
Uie  Colonial  Legislature,  and  indirectly  obtains 
from  it  all  the  measures  that  are  desired/' 
**  Nor  is  this   political  arrangement,  which 
altogether  reverses  the  balance  of  the  povren 
in  the  Government  of  the  colonies,  theccm- 
seqnence  of  any  arbitrary  or  accidental  part 
of  the  system.  It  is  essential  to  the  dependence 
of  the  colonies,  and  a  necessary  part  of  then 
subordinate  constitution.      It  is    the    legal 
mode  of  enforcing   subjection,    consisteotly 
with  the  forms  of  the  British  Government." 

Were  they  then  to  be  told  that  thev 
were  interfenng  by  these  resolutions  with 
the  privileges  of  the  People  ?  The  case 
was,  that  one  of  our  seven  American 
colonies  demanded  of  the  mother  country 
a  transfusion  of  Republican  principles  into 
the  system  by  which  it  was  governed.  As 
to  there  being  any  analogy,  as  had  been 
attempted  to  be  drawn  between  the  case 
of  Canada  and  that  of  our  dispute  wiiU 
America,  he  denied  altc^ether  the  similarity 
of  the  two  cases.  In  the  dispute  with 
America  the  mother  country  had  almost 
the  unanimous  voice  of  the  Americaa 
population  against  her,  while  here  she  had 
only  a  fraction  of  a  colony  demanding  a 
change  in  the  local  system  of  Government 
contrary  to  the  spirit  of  anything  that 
existed  in  the  British  Constitution.  He 
was  surprised,  from  the  general  tenour  of 
the  evidence,  that  the  hon.  and  Learned 
Member  for  Bath  should  have  considered 
it  necessary  to  have  the  report  of  the  Com- 
missioners printed,  which  consisted  chiefly 
of  the  evidence  given  by  Monsieur  Morin. 
That  Gentleman  in  reply  to  question  560^ 
which  said  :-— 

**  If  you  elected  the  second  Chamberi 
and  fpund  that,  having  elected  the  Second 
Chamber,  the  obstacle  to  the  popular  will  was 
the  sovereign  power  not  elected,  is  it  not  ia 
the  course  of  reason  natural  that  you  should 
wish  to  proceed  to  elect  abo  the  sovereign 
power  V* 

That  Gentleman,  in  reply  to  this 
question,  said — 

**  I  have  not  heard  many  opinions  expressed 
upon  that  subject,  but  I  will  take  the 
matter  even  with  a  larger  view.  If,  in  the 
course  of   time,    it    was    found    that     the 

interests    of  Ihe   colony  irere  so   widely 
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txtended,  mid  so  diTenified,  that  a  depend- 
•noa  OB  a  GovenimeBt  al  a  gn»t  distance 
aoaU  BOt  provide  adequately  for  tlie  good 
Qfnrernaient  of  the  eonntry,  then  it  might  he 
teasooahle  to  suppose  that,  in  a  frieDdly  man- 
ner^  on  one  part  and  on  the  other^  the 
necessary  change  would  take  place.  This 
has  been  the  result  recorded  by  history  in 
all  times,  and  in  this  manner  all  nations  have 
bc«B  formed.  The  powerful  empire  of  this 
United  Kingdom  was  a  colony  of  Borne.  But 
this  question  relates  to  a  time  that  has  not 
yet  come,  and  the  country  have  not  expressed 
a  wish  for  an  immediate  separation  from  Great 
Britain.  As  to  what  would  be  done  under  the 
circumstances  alluded  to,  he  would  not  pretend 
to  say.  But  we  are  sincere  in  our  wish  to 
piBserre  the  connection  between  bothcountriesy 
aad  it  is  for  that  we  seek  here  the  redress  of 
abuits.'' 

How,  then,  could  it  be  said  that  it  was 
the  object  of  the  Canadian  people  to  obtain 
American  institutions  ?  The  only  thing 
showing  any  feeling  of  this  kind  was  in 
Mr.  Papineau's  address  to  bis  electors,  in 
wbich  he  said. 

"  A  local  responsible,  and  national  Government, 
to  decide  on  peace  and  war,  and  commercial 
relations  with  the  stranger,  that  is  what  Ireland 
and  British  America  demand  ;  and  this  is  what, 
before  a  very  few  years,  they  will  be  sufficiently 
strong  to  take,  if  others  are  not  sufficiently 
just  to  give  it  to  them.'' 

The  acheme  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Bath,  was  not 
one  for  preserving  the  limits  and  balance 
of  the  British  Constitution,  but  one  for 
conferring  the  Republican  institntions 
without  relinquishing  the  advantages  of 
British  connexion.  He  did  not  believe 
that  Canada  wished  to  enlist  with  the 
United  States;  the  method  of  enlistment 
of  the  latter,  was  not  agreeable  to  them. 
His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  stated, 
that  the  Legislative  Council  had  been  de- 
nounced by  every  authority  in  Canada 
which  had  sat  in  judgment  on  it;  be 
should  have  excepted  the  Legislative  Aa- 
aembly  itself  in  the  year  1828.  His  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  had  said,  that  the 
Legislative  Council  was  a  bar  of  obstruc- 
tion to  every  good  measure;  he  denied 
that,  and  attributed  all  the  evils  which 
had  ensaed,  to  the  grasping  disposition 
and  proceedings  of  the  Assembly  itself. 
The  Legislative  Council  was  accused  of 
rejecting  good  measures.  Now  this  was 
owing  to  two  practices  of  the  Assembly ; 
t(ie  first,  that  of  huddling  a  great  number 
of  measures,  good  or  bad,  into  one  Bill; 
tbe  lecondi  that  of  rejecting  the  whole  of 


a  Bill  so  composed  if  a  single  alteration 
had  been  made  in  it  by  the  Counoil,  The 
House  had  already  disposed  of  the  propo- 
sition  that  the  Council  should  be  changed, 
and  now  they  were  asked  to  abolish  the 
Council  altogether,— *-to  abolish  tibe  Conn- 
cil,  and  to  leave  the  Assembly  trinmphant, 
perhaps  tyrannical.  He  thought  the  House 
would  rather  preserve  the  pence  of  the 
colony,  and  adhere  to  the  resolutions  of 
the  noble  Lord.  He  would  address  the 
inhabitants  of  Lower  Canada  in  the  lan- 
guage used  to  the  American  colonists  by 
Mr.  Burke;  in  that  language  he  would 
address  them,  and  say,  **We  view  the 
establishment  of  the  English  colonies  on 
principles  of  liberty,  as  that  which  is  to 
render  this  kingdom  venerable  to  fntnre 
ages.  In  comparison  of  this,  we  regard 
all  the  victories  and  conquests  of  our  war- 
like ancestors,  or  of  onr  own  tiroes,  as 
barbarous  vulgar  distinctions,  in  which 
many  nations  whom  we  look  upon  with 
little  respect  or  value,  have  equalled,  if 
not  far  exceeded,  us.  This  is  the  peculiar 
and  appropriated  glory  of  England.  Those 
who  have  and  who  hold  to  that  foundation 
of  common  liberty,  we  consider  as  the 
true  and  only  Englishmen.  Those  who 
depart  from  it,  whether  there  or  here,  are 
attainted,  corrupted  in  blood,  and  wholly 
follen  from  their  original  rank  and  value. 
They  are  the  real  rebels  to  the  fair  consti« 
tution  and  just  supremacy  of  England.* 
Such  was  the  language  he  would  address 
to  the  Canadians.  The  House  he  would 
entreat  to  recollect,  that  there  were  six 
other  North  American  colonies,  that  there 
was  a  population  of  1,300,000  persons 
whose  opinions  and  interests  would  be 
neglectea,  sacrificed,  and  deserted  if  these 
demands  were  conceded.  His  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  he  would  implore  to  use 
his  influence  to  render  a  further  exertion 
of  power  by  Parliament  unnecessary;  as 
he  must  well  know  that,  in  any  event,  it 
would  be  attended  with  great  sacrifice  by 
the  Canadians. 

Mr.  Leader  reminded  the  noble  Lord 
who  so  much  desired  to  see  an  over- 
whelming majority  in  support  of  these 
resolutions,  and  who  expected  that  they 
would  meet  with  that  degree  of  support 
from  the  House  that  all  the  Bills  of  Lord 
North--*all  the  measures  which  succeeded 
in  exasperating  the  American  people  in  the 
last  age — were  carried  by  overwhelming 
majorities.  He  maintained,  that  the  pre- 
sent position  of  Canada  tallied  exactly 
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with  the  former  state  of  the  North  Arpe- 
rictti  colgijk?0  under  parallel  circuin* 
^tainccii,  with  ihis  most  important  addi- 
tion^  that  the  Canadians  had  at  their 
doors  a  very  powerful  nation,  well  dis- 
posed to  afford  them  aid  should  they  com- 
mence an  active  strug;gle  to  maintain  their 
independence.  The  noble  Lord  had  said, 
that  the  people  of  Lower  Canada  were 
really  very  happy,  if  they  would  but  think 
themselves  so,  and  that,  if  they  bad  any 
sense,  they  would  be  contented  with  their 
present  condition!  instead  of,  by  their 
present  and  other  threatened  proceedings, 
runniof  tho  risk  of  much  worse  conse- 
quences. Why,  this  was  precisely  the 
language  held  in  the  former  case,  between 
which  and  the  present,  he  (Mr*  Leader) 
aaw  so  exact  a  parallel.  In  a  King*s 
Speech  of  that  dny  almost  the  very  same 
words,  and  certainly  the  sentiments,  of 
the  noble  Lord  were  anticipated,  B^t  if 
the  Canadian  people  were  so  peaceful  and 
happy,  why  attempt,  b^  the  introduction 
of  arbitrary  principles  m  their  treatment 
of  them,  to  put  an  end  to  that  so  much 
vaunted  tranquillity?  Thi$  was  no  mote 
a  party  question.  It  was  a  question  whe- 
ther or  not  the  Canada*  should  be  re* 
tained  under  the  dominion  of  the  British 
Crown  by  such  an  administraiion  of  their 
affairs  as  would  temper  indulg^ence  with 
firmness.  The  proposition  or  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bath,  did  seem 
to  him  to  be  in  an  extraordinary  degree 
conciliatpry,  when  the  circumstances  of 
aggravation  were  considered.  It  seemed 
to  be  an  exc^lUnt  plan  for  the  pacification 
of  Canadai  in  answer  to  which  the  Go« 
varnmen(  had  nothing  to  offer  but  their 
resolutions,  which  were  alike  ol^ected  to 
by  their  supporters  and  their  opponents, 
Tney  were  founded  on  no  principle  what- 
ever, but  were  merely  an  expedient  to  put 
off  the  evil  day.  Too  strong  for  concilia- 
tioQ^  they  were  too  weak  for  coercion; 
and|  feeling  as  he  did  that  it  was  useles9 
to  ask  theUovemment  to  re-consider  them, 
all  that  he  cquld  da  was  solemnly  to  enter 
bis  protest  against  them. 

Sir  Love  Parry  could  net  agree  in  the 
condemnatioa  which  the  hon.  Member 
who  bad  just  sat  down  had  passed  on 
these  resolutions ;  on  the  contrary,  he 
bpped  that  the  people  of  Canada  would 
aq^  tliat  they  were  really  adapted  to  the 
exvgenotes  of  tho  pa9«»  ajid  VQuld  receive 
them,  accordingly,  in  the  spirit  of  thanks 

fUoeas.    tl9  gonli^awdi  that  be  exjf^gi^ 


thia  rea«i1tj  for  his  Ipng  and  iptimate  know* 
ledge  of  that  people  led  him  to  believe 
that  there  were  not  in  the  whole  reoge  of 
the  dominions  of  Great  Britain,  a  more 
loyal  and  attached  people  than  the  people 
of  Canada,  when  allowed  to  think  for 
themselves.  If  they  had  wished  to  revolt 
from  Great  Britain,  and  go  over  to  tb« 
United  Statea,  they  had  ample  op{>ortiini- 
ties  for  gratifying  that  desire  during  the 
last  war;  but,  so  far  from  their  having 
attempted  such  a  thing,  they  had  pre- 
served a  consistent  loyalty  and  attach* 
ment  to  the  British  Crown.  He  maia* 
tained  that  the  privileges  of  the  0ansidi»ii4> 
aa  British  subjects,  had  beea  alweye  fo- 
speeted,  and  that  they  enjoyed  every  na* 
tional  liberty  and  political  consideraCkm 
that  good  at)d  loyal  subjects  could  deetre. 
That  they  had  had  grievances  was  true  i 
but  it  was  also  true,  that  the  greater  pari 
of  thQse  grievances  had  met  with  redro#9i 
and  aa  for  any  that  might  remaini  it  WM 
quite  evident,  from  the  tenour  of  the 
fourth  of  these  resolutions,  that  it  was  the 
determination  of  the  Government  to  afford 
them  every  rational  and  safe  means  of 
alleviation^  He  hoped-^nay,  he  felt  ns* 
sured^*"tbat  Canada  would,  like  another 
dependency  of  the  British  Crown-»«Welee 
— become  amalgamated  with  the  empira 
in  feeling,  as  w^ll  as  in  namCi  and  that 
before  long,  all  present  motives  of  diacon^ 
tent  would  die  away  and  be  forgotten. 

Mr.  Charley  Buller  felt  regret  at  prp- 
longing  the  discussion,  because  it  seemt^d 
to  him  that  the  longer  it  was  protracted* 
it  was  conducted  with  the  worse  temper. 
By  temper,  he  meant  the  spirit  in  which 
the  House  approached  the  question^  and  hf 
certainly  thought  that  they  were  legislating 
upon  this  question  in  ignorance,  in  pa^ 
sioo,  and  in  indifference,  in  a  national  an4 
perfectly  excusable  indifferenfe,  arising 
from  ignorance,  and  in  ignorance  that  very 
naturally  fomented  ana  excited  pasaioiu 
To  this  he  himself  pleaded  to  be  as  guilty 
as  any  Member  in  that  House  could  be^ 
for  it  was  bu(  within  the  last  three  or  four 
days  that  he  had  serioualy  and  sedulously 
applied  himself  to  the  consideration  of  this 
question,  and  he  now  felt  that  he  should 
be  incurring  a  very  heavy  responsibilily  if 
he  gave  the  assent  of  silence  to  these  reso- 
lutioDs,  as  he  had  already  given  the  silent 
assent  of  absence.  When  he  talked  of 
^hQ  indiflTerence  of  the  House»  be  alluded 
to  that  indifiei>eoed  which  wa»  so  yefy 
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T99|Qte  f'PQ^  ^iiis  CQUOtry,  and  wIko  b« 
^poke  of  ignorance,  be  n^fiwl  tlia(  igna* 
runcp  which  generally  sprung  froqr)  the 
iBipossibility  of  iDas^enng  complicap^d 
details,  in  >Ybicb  individual  (Qok  little  or 
00  interest.  For  the  reaultt  of  this  igno« 
raoce,  however,  should  the  act«  arising 
from  it  be  prQductive    of   f^tal  Qonse- 

Juences,  he  could  not  help  saving  this 
louse  would  qot  be  to  blame.  Upon  his 
Majesty's  IV^jnist^rs  would  rest  «11  the 
avvful  responsibility  of  precipitate  m^a- 
Bures;  for  they  were,  or  ought  to  be,  in 
full  possession  of  the  necessary  details, 
They   were  morally  responsible  for   the 

f)resent  resolutig^s  and  their  result^;  bu( 
le  was  glad  that  he  was  addressing  him* 
self  to  Ministers  who  had  a  character  tP 
maintain  in  the  country — who  had  already 
shown  themselves  amenable  to  the  ppinjpns 
of  the  people,  and  had  had  the  magna*- 
nimity,  pn  more  than  one  occasion,  tg 
retract  their  errors.  It  appeared  to  him, 
however,  that  th^  conduct  npw  proposed  to 
be  pursued  by  Ministers  was  not  merely  p^ 
repetition^  but  a  servile  imitation,  of  the 
blunders  of  a  former  ap^e;  and  he  was 
bound  to  say,  that  principle,  which  came 
with  consistency  from  the  Gr^nvilles  and 
the  N^orthsi  came  with  a  very  b»d  grace 
from  the  political  successors  of  those  whose 
whole  senatorial  career  had  been  a  defeqce 
of  the  rights  of  the  colonists  pf  North 
America,  The  '*  sagging*'  Acts  and  the 
Iri$h  Coercion  Bills  wer^  nothing  to  the 
present  proposition,  Crimes,  though  they 
were  against  freedom  and  law,  t!  ev  were 
certainly  lower  in  the  category  of  guilt 
than  the  wholesale  measure  now  proposed 
— a  plan  for  destroying  the  constitution  of 
a  country,  and  for  suspending  the  fights 
of  a  people.  There  had  b^cn  ^uspensioni 
of  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act*>Acts  had  been 
passed  for  the  suppression  of  particular 
associations,  to  restrict  the  liberty  of  the 
press,  pay,  evew  to  inflict  e;p  |»04</qjc(o 
punishment  on  individuals;  ca^ey  had 
arisen  ip  which  it  had  been  necepsgry  to 

Croclaim  martial  law  in  whole  districts— 
ut  all  these  bad  been  measures  partial  io 
their  operatiop-^Acts  operating  upon  iar 
dividuab,  or,  at  most,  but  for  a  short 
timet  operating  upon  the  rights  of  bodies 
of  men,  fp  that  as  sooo  as  their  operation 
ceasedt  the  fundamental  principles  of  the 
constitution   remained  as  sound  as  ever, 

fittf.  W^.(^  biPW  «}M  ^iov^  at  the  poi|ste 
tiitiopal  rights  of  a  whole  population — at 

ibe  yexy  root  of  .tl)«  prinpipla  of.  a  repi^ 


sentative  government;  and  |he  result 
yvould  bei  thati^onBdence  would  no  logger 
be  placed  in  those  who  could  inflict  tnat 
blow.  The  present  proposition,  in  fact, 
was  the  flrst  instance  since  the  American 
war  of  an  exceptional  measure  against  the 
rights  of  a  whole  country*  Here  the 
House  was  called  on  to  proceeds  not 
against  a  small  knot  of  violators  of  the 
public  peace,  or  against  a  turbulent  and 
overbearing  press,  but  against  the  consti- 
tutional rignts  of  a  whole  nation,  expressed 
through  the  medium  q(  their  lawful  repre^ 
sentatives.  If  this  kind  of  interference 
with  the  privileges  pf  nations  was  allowed, 
there  would  soon  be  no  right  safe  from 
might,  and  no  longer  any  respect  for  tha( 
lanctity  pf  honour  which  should  hedge 
the  majesty  of  an  imperial  legislature. 
And  these  resolutions  were  useless  to  efli^ct 
what  would  seem  to  be  their  ultimate 
object*— the  utter  abrogation  of  the  repre- 
sentative rights  of  the  Canadians,  why 
leave  the  Canadians  the  form  pf  represent 
tation,  if  you  coerce  their  representative? 
in  the  exercise  of  their  functions  i  All 
would  at  least  agree  that  before  coercive 
measures  .were  resorted  to,  conciliation 
should  firsl  be  tried*  But  this  had  not 
been  done*  It  seemed  that  while  certain 
grievances,  the  existence  of  which  was  at 
the  time  admitted  by  the  Noble  Lord, 
were  under  discussion,  the^  Canadians 
discovered,  that  their  main  grievance  con- 
sisted in  the  constitution  ot  the  Bouse  of 
Legislative  Assembly.  The  noble  Lord 
said,  they  were  wrong  in  their  view,  and  iq 
the  demands  they  built  upon  it ;  but  were 
their  blunders  any  excuse  for  our  in* 
justice?  Were  we  to  oppose  unreasonable, 
unstatesroanlike  conduct  to  their  un-r 
reasouable  demands,  merely  because  they 
were  unreasonable?  At  all  eventa»  let  us 
have  the  advantage,  if  there  must  ultii 
roately  be  a  quarrel,  of  entering  upon  it 
with  right  on  our  side,  by  having  first 
tried    all    me^ns    of  copcination.      The 

f  round  of  dispute  was  really  vefv  aimple« 
t  rested  entirely  on  what  sbpula  be  the 
Constitution  of  the  Legislative  Assembly, 
for  the  question  Uiat  bad  been  passed  as 
to  the  Executive  Council,  was  entirclv 
dependent  on  the  other.  Now,  witn 
respect  to  this  Legislative  CounciL  il 
seemed  quite  clear  that  the  Golpny  did  npt 
aflbrd  materials  for  en  aristpcracv,  and, 
tjnereforeu  90l  for  a  Legislativa  CounciL 
The  very  constitution  of  the  Legislative 

Cpnacil  ihpwed  tbii^  besides  tbeir  admit* 
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tiog  the  Judges  as  Members— a  practice 
itself  contrary  to  the  principle  of  oar  Con- 
stitution. The  real  anstocracy  of  Canada 
consisted  in  the  transient  Scotch  and  Eng- 
lish merchants.  One  of  the  most  dis- 
tinguished members  of  the  class  of  which 
the  Howards  and  the  Russells  were  here 
the  representatives,  was  an  ironmonger — 
an  individual  eminent  in  tenpenny  nails ; 
another  was  a  substantial  pig  merchant, 
eminent  in  sausages,  and  great  in  curing 
hams.  This  being  so^  it  did  seem  to  bim 
that  the  Legislative  Council  might  be 
altered  without  affecting  the  dignity  or 
shaking  the  foundation  of  the  House  of 
Lords  in  this  country.  It  seemed  to  him, 
that  the  proposition  of  the  noble  Lord  was 
an  act  of  violence  to  the  Constitution  of 
the  country.  He  called  on  the  House  in 
the  absence  of  any  explanation  of  the 
motives  of  the  noble  Lord,  for  refusing  to 
state  his  reasons  for  opposing  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bath,  not  rashly  to  enter  into  a  course  of 
violence  of  which  they  did  not  know  the 
end.  He  did  beg  Ministers  and  the 
House  to  consider  this,  that,  be  the 
consequences  of  their  present  conduct 
what  they  might— whether  they  led  to 
revolt,  whether  they  were  successful 
or  unsuccessful,  or  if  they  so  far  sue* 
ceeded  as  that  the  colonists  did  not 
revolt,  but  only  hated  the  mother  country 
^-  Ministers  must  ultimately  succumb 
before  the  load  of  unpopularity  which 
would  press  upon  those  who  would  be 
charged  with  a  course  of  misgovernment 
ultimately  destructive  of  our  interest  in 
the  colony. 

Mr.  Roebuck  must  acknowledge  that 
the  manner  of  the  noble  Lord  and  the 
language  of  his  speech  were  quite  con- 
ciliatory ;  nothing  could  be  better  in  these 
two  respects,  but,  nothwithstanding  these, 
there  lurked  under  them  the  painful 
reality — the  same  insult  and  deep  injury 
to  the  Canadian  people,  who  would  not 
be  co'nciliated  by  gentle  manner  and  gentle 
tones.  The  noble  Lord  had  heaped  injury 
and  insult  on  a  whole  nation,  by  telling 
them  that,  in  spite  of  the  remonstrances 
and  the  acts  of  their  representatives,  he 
would  do  with  them  what  he  pleased, 
because  he  did  not  consider  them  worthy 
of  self-government.  An  hon.  Member 
had  charged  him  with  a  wish  and  an 
intention  to  raise  a  flame  in  America.  He 
would  ask  that  hon.  Member  what  he 
CPuld  gain  by  raising  a  flame  in  America? 


All  his  best  bterests  lay  in  that  coulry* 
He  was  connected  with  that  country  by 
the  strongest  ties ;  it  was  for  his  inteswr 
that  there  should  be  an  amicable  coonex- 
ion  between  Great  Britain  and  Canada ; 
and  how  could  he  separate  his  interests 
from  those  who  were  in  favour  of  good 
government,  and  who  anxiously-wished  to 
bring  about  a  proper  reconciliation  ?     He 
had  been  designated  as  a  firebrand  by  an 
hon.  Member.    A  firebrand!     Who  was 
the   firebrand  ?      The    mover    of    these 
resolutions,  whom  he  and  others  bad  sup- 
ported as  a  Minister,  and  had  raised  and 
kept  in  his  present  position.     And   who 
had  supported  the  noble  Lord   in    this! 
Why  those  who  delight  in  seeing  bim 
pursue  that  course ;  those  who  know  that 
he  has  rushed  into  a  violent  path  withoat 
duly  considering  whither    it   may   lead. 
Theirs  will  be  the  profit — ^his  the  shame ; 
and  they  will  get  office  by  the  violent 
resolutions  they  encourage  him  to  carry. 
He  and  the  party  with  whom  he  acted  had 
done  all  they  could  to  support  the  noble 
Lord ;    and  what  had   been  the  return  ? 
The  noble  Lord's  friends  in  carrying  the 
present  measure  were  the  Gentlemen  op- 
posite.    It  would  be  carriedi  through  their 
support,  in  that  House,  and  it  would  go 
like  fire  through  the  other.     He  would 
say  the   measure  was  a  disgrace  to    a 
liberal  Government,  and  nothing  like  it 
had  been  sanctioned  by  any  Government 
since  the  days  of  Lord  North.    He  was 
the  worthy  precursor  of  the  noble  Lord-^ 
he  was  a  fit  subject  for  emulation ;  and 
strange  it  was,  that  statesmen  never  learned 
wisdom,  and  that  the  fatal  lesson  read  to 
the  former  Governments  of  England  were 
of  no  use  now.     That,  too,  was  done  by 
the  very  party  who  first  stood  forward  in 
the  cause  of  freedom,  and  who  had  so  long 
been  the  friends  of  liberty.     He  asked  the 
noble  Lord  what  possible  benefit  could  be 
derived,  what  could  be  obtained,  by  these 
resolutions?    Why,  he  would  be  able  to 
pay  a  few  officials  for  a  period  of  years. 
And  was  that  all?  Yes.  But  the  evil  which 
he  would  cause  would  be  far  greater,  and 
far  more  lasting;   for  he  would  thereby 
destroy    his  own    reputation *-he    would 
destroy  the  reputation  of  the  administra'- 
tion— he  would  foment  a  desire  in  a  whole 
people   to  dissever  the   connexion   with 
England  *—  and  drive  them  to  the  fixed 
determination,  on  the  first  favourable  op- 
portunity, to  separate  themselves  from  the 
mother  country  for  ever,    Ifow  the  noble 
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Lord  might  take  what  he  was  about  to  say 
for  certain  :  the  people  of  Canada  had  no 
reTolt  in  view ;  the  dominion  of  England 
was  a  dominion  of  opinion.    America  was 
held  by  love,  and  when  that  was  gone  the 
power  of  England  there  crambTed   into 
dusty  and  shame  be  to  those  who  might 
cause  such  a  result.    But  he  would  state 
facts  because  he  knew  what  the  people  of 
that  country  were,  and  the  noble  Lord  had 
deicrtbed  that  course  in  a  single   line, 
which  he  had  read  that  evening,  that  had 
spoken  volumes.    The  customs  of  Quebec 
had  diminished  one-half  by  the  change 
which  had  taken  place  in  the  feelings  of 
the  people;  and  he  could  tell  the  noble 
Loni  that    the   people   of  Canada,   on 
learning  these  resolutions,  would  assemble 
under  the  signals  of  their  leaders,  for  they 
foresaw  what  would  happen.    They  would 
assemble  and  pass  a  non-intercourse  act, 
similar  to  that  of  1775.    It  would  become 
the  religion  of  the  Canadian  people  not  to 
take  a  single  piece  of  goods,  and  they 
would    persevere    in     that     till      they 
gained  their  ends.    [Hear^   hear.]    An 
Son.    Member   cheered,    and    said  they 
would    punish    themselves.     Tlie    same 
was  saia  of  the  people  of  Massachusetts. 
That  might  appear  wonderful  to  the  hon. 
Member,  but  it  was  a  fact — the  people  of 
Massachusetts  endured  years  of  misery,^ 
but  they  persevered  and  obtained   their 
purpose,  and  left  the  beneBts  of   their 
patriotic    conduct    to  their  descendants. 
When  the  contest  began  the  people   of 
North  America  did  not  exceed  two  mil- 
lions and  a-half.     Under  their  own  Go* 
vemment  they  had  increased  to  thirteen 
millions ;  and  that  under  the  best  consti- 
tatioo  in  the  world ;  and  he  could  tell  the 
noble  Lord  further,  that  on  the  first  war 
with  America  not  a  month  would  elapse 
before  ten  thousand  rifles  would  issue  from 
that  country  to  settle  the  question,  and 
on  the  first  outbreak  that  precious  Land 
Company  would  go  over.    It  was  strange 
and  inconsistent  that  while  the  friends  of 
Canada  were  doing  all    they    could  to 
settle  the  dispute    amicably,'  the    noble 
Lord  was  doing  all  he  could  to  insult  and 
vilify  the  people  of  that  country.    He 
must  take  the  consequence.     If  he  per- 
severed in  such  a  course  he  must  not 
reckon   on  the  support   of  those  called 
Radicals;  and  why, because  he  believed 
they  should  get  much  more  if  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  were  in  power.     He  very  much 
doubted  if  the  right  hon.  Baronet  were  in 


power,  that,  with  his  wary  prudence  and 
caution,  he  would  carry  out  these  resolu* 
tions.  He  would  not  say  he  would  not : 
but  he  very  much  doubted  it.  He  ob- 
served that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  and 
Gentlemen  on  the  opposite  side  were  very 
silent  on  certain  questions;  they  never 
risked  an  opinion  on  liberal  measures  put 
forward  on  his  side  of  the  House  if  they 
could  possibly  avoid  it.  They  acted  so 
that  they  might  come  into  office  with  dean 
hands.  He  had  no  doubt,  if  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  were  to  get  into  office,  one 
of  the  first  acts  of  the  Goveicpment  would 
be  the  repeal  of  the  penny  stamp ;  and 
the  next  would  be  an  amicable  settlement 
of  Canada.  The  Radicals  could  get  more 
from  Gentlemen  on  the  opposite  side  than 
from  the  Government.  He  did  not  know 
what  could  be  worse.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet,  the  other  night,  gave  a  description 
of  the  state  of  the  country — he  adverted 
to  difficulties  in  the  colonies — he  asserted 
there  was  no  government,  and  no  laws 
passed.  There  were  no  laws  passed  but 
illiberal  laws — nothing  was  done  for  the 
advantage  of  the  people  ;  and  it  was  hard 
that  the  noble  Lord  should  show  by  bis 
acts  that  the  only  measure  he  could  carry 
was  a  measure  of  coercion  for  Canada, 
while  he  could  do  nothing  for  Ireland. 
Such  was  the  course  pursued ;  and  it  was 
his  conviction  that  it  would  be  better  to 
give  up  the  support  of  the  Crovemment 
than  submit  to  such  treatment.  He  did 
not  say  that  out  of  any  party  spirit,  for  he 
would  oppose  the  other  party  as  much  if 
they  acted  as  badly.  He  hoped  the  noble 
Lonl  would  think  on  the  subject,  and 
endeavour  to  make  up  his  mind  to  some 
plan  which  would  ensure  good  govern* 
ment.  He  did  not  wish  to  stir  up  the 
people  of  Canada ;  but  he  told  the  noble 
Lord  and  the  House  what  would  happen. 
The  same  language  as  that  used  against 
Canada  was  used  against  America.  Day 
after  day,  and  night  after  night,  were 
similar  discussions  carried  on  in  the  tin€ 
of  Lord  North— similar  resolutions  laid  on 
the  table,  and  similar  plans  of  coerdooi 
till  they  were  surprised  by  the  announce* 
ment  of  the  loss  of  the  colonies.  H« 
could  not  find  out  the  noble  Lord's  object. 
He  had  been  turning  the  subiect  about  in 
his  mind  in  every  way,  and  he  could  not 
discover  what  the  noble  Lord  was  driving 
at.  What  would  the  noble  Lord  do  nest 
year  ?  Did  he  think  the  Canadian  people 
would  be  better  disposed  after  the  sootfaiog 
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ptooeM  10  whioh  thej  wM  abofit  to  be 
8vl)g«tt«d  ?  U  wottld  iMi  bttter  to  tiy  to 
Ihea  Al  onM,  <*Yoa  aro  unirorthy  of 
takingf  any  shard  hi  the  government  of 
your  country ;  we  will  depriYe  you  of  your 
eonstitution/'  They  would  underfttand 
that  such  must  in  the  nature  of  things  be 
the  ultimate  step  that  would  be  taken 
with  reference  to  themi  and  the  House 
might  depend  upon  it  they  would  not 
relax  their  eflbrts  until  they  had  obtained 
the  freedom  enjoyed  by  their  neighbours. 
The  authority  of  Mr.  Burke  had  been 
qtaoledt  A  passage  to  which  great  weight 
had  been  attached i  had  been  cited  from  his 
work  on  colonial  government!  He  would 
beg  to  remind  the  Houie  of  a  passage  in 
the  same  distinguished  writer,  which  bore 
upon  the  difference  between  the  proposi- 
tions oontained  in  the  resolutions  of  the 
noble  Lord  and  the  substance  of  thd 
amendment  which  he  had  moved  upon 
(bem«  He  might  say,  in  the  language  of 
Mr*  Burke^  **  1  offer  you  a  simple  plan ; 
that  the  other  is  perplexed.  This  is  miM } 
that  la  harrii.  This  has  been  found  by 
axp^rience  effectual  for  its  purpose)  the 
ether  Is  a  new^rojeot.  This  il  unirersal  i 
Ihe  oth^r  only  ftro  km  t^ke."  He  asked 
the  noble  Lord,  whether  the  cases  of  Mr. 
Burke'i  proposition  and  his  own  were  not 
perfectly  analogous  in  spirit ;  whether  he 
were  not  oflfbring  »  moderate  and  concili- 
atory plan  whidh  ^ould  hurt  nobody,  and 
would  satisfy  alh  Though  the  noble  Lord 
mbst  consider  his  to  be  an  honest  and  a 
good  plan,  what  was  hiii  answer  to  it? 
"  No/'  aaid  thtf  noble  Lord,  '<  the  Cana-t 
dian  people  liete  asked  for  a  partidulaf 
plan,  anci  that  ihey  shall  not  have.''  Well, 
\^  they  were  not  to  have  that,  what  would 
iHe  noble  Lord  let  them  have  >  He  said, 
''Try  the  means  of  conciliation  ;"  but  the 
noble  l^td  answered^  ''Oh, no;  you  have 
ho  authority  to  make  that  proposition." 
Knowing  something  about  the  colonies -» 
having  some  acquaintance  with  Canada*^ 
and  a  great  interest  in  this  question,  it 
apiieat'ed  to  him  that  he  offered  his  plan 
9S  authorised  to  do  so.  He  did  not  offer 
Ihe  plan<  as  decent  for  the  colony,  but  as  a 
Ml^rnber  of  Parliament.  He  said,  it  was 
a  good  and  proper  proposal ;  and  he  again 
asked,  why  was  it  not  accepted,  1'he 
answer  was  simply  this ;  because,  having 
prepared  certain  resolutions^  hem  selves,  it 
Would  wound  the  vanity  of  the  govern- 
wteni  to  witlidraw  them.  He  had  no 
tloubl  that  Ihey  eonaidered  bis  plan  better  ' 


than  tbeiri--«iBore   calculated  to  er^mB 
satiifactkiD,  and  to   produce  a   stMe  of 
peace,  but  on  this  ground  alone-<-tbsit  it 
was  incompatible  with  their  own  reeola* 
tions^^the  Government   rejected    it«     K. 
was  Well  known,  that  his  plan  wae  not 
n^w ;  it  had  been  often  and  oftan»  ms  to 
its    principal    features,  discussed  before. 
He  had  merely  recombined  the  elements 
of  it.    The  hon.  Member  for  Worcester 
said,  that  it  was  a  new  plam     But  ia  waa 
in  actual  operation  already  as  to  its  Inore 
essential  parts,  he  might  say,  in    ererj 
part,  with  one  single  exception.    And  it 
was  like   that  which  the  goterotteat  of 
Canada    once    ihtended  to    prooiulgate* 
The  only  real  novelty  about  it  wta  thie, 
that  we  have  suggested  that  there  ahouM 
be  established  a  direct  control  over  the 
Expenses    of   the  government  Id   Uppet 
Canada.     Let  the  House  just  mark  the 
inconsistency  of  thoSfi  ihdividuals  who  bed 
set  the nf selves  up  against  Ihe  demands  of 
the  Canadians.     They  said^  that  if  you 
carry  this  plan  into  effect  you  will  regret 
your  hating  acceded  to  it^    It  had  been 
put  forth  as  a  fact  in  the  Repdrti  that  trbe 
English  pdrty  in  Canada  would  not  beat 
this  plan*    Novir  the  whole  of  tliat  party 
did  not  oompose  quite  one^fourth  of  the 
Canadian  population.   Just  imagine,  then, 
the  insolence  of  a  fraction,  who  are  as  one  to 
four,  resisting  that  which  the  great  major* 
ity  have  so  strongly  expressed  their  con- 
ourrence    in!     [^Mr.  Rohmgoni    1    wish 
to  explain.^    According  to  the  rule  laid 
down  by   the  right    hdn.   Baronet,  the 
Member  for  Tamworth,  last  night,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Worcester,  was  not  in 
order    in   interrupting  him.    Even   that 
fractional  part  of  the  Canadian   people 
were  not  represented  by  the  hon*  Member 
for  Worcester.     The  hon.  Member  had  no 
authority  to  speak  in  their  name.     But  he 
had.     He  represented  the  people  of  Ca- 
nada.     Having    been    chosen    by    their 
representatives  to  represent  them  in  that 
House;  and  he  told  this  House,  that  the 
great  body  of  the  English,  as  well  as  the 
French   colonists   were    opposed   to  the 
legislative  Council.     But  this  fact  btd 
be^n  already  acknowledged  by  his  Males* 
ty's  Coinmisjiioners.    They  distinctly  Isid 
down,  that  about  one-half  of  the  English 
population,  and  the  whole  of  the  Fretlch 
populatbn,  of  Canada  were  on  the  side  of 
the  llonte  of  Assembly.     That  being  the 
case,  had  tlie  whole  of  the  French  popu- 
lation, and  that  portion  of  the  En|;liib> 
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po^ulitltii  to  wkioh  b4  iMid  allildtdt  Um 
wutr  citim  10  haft  their  wiihai  Aod 
demaitite  Htpeeiedi  or  wm  iha  lipeGkil 
and  axciusiM  {>ro(aoiioii  of  Parliamant  to 
ba  aMrcM  (to  usa  the  noble  Lord's  Own 
arordt  on  anotkar  oocaiioo)  to  a  '*  iDisara* 
blataoaoftoliaing  minority,"  for  t^liich  the 
Dobia  Lord  seamed  to  have  some  ipeoial 
feeling  la  his  own  breast  as  it  exlstad  in 
Oesada^  which  ha  appeared  to  be  disposed 
to  pat  aiioyether  out  of  sight  in  dealing 
with  the  pretensions  of  a  similar  minority 
in  Ireland?  They  must  know^  that  if 
nothing  else  were  the  oonsequende  of  his 
persisting  in  these  resolutions*  at  least  the 
character  of  tha  noble  Lord  himself,  and 
the  inflttence  of  bis  Government  with  the 
country,  would  soflTer  in  a  very  serious  de^ 
gtise«  Onea  moie  be  entreated  tbe  noble 
Lord  to  withdraw  them. 

Lord  John  RubhUi  The  bon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath  has  aoknow* 
led((ed  that  I  have,  in  the  course  of  tbil 
debate,  spoken  in  terms  Of  moderation 
and  temper  towards  tbaOanddian  people  | 
and  1  Irusi,  that  in  the  terms  I  am  about 
to  U8e»  I  shall  not  be  fOond  wanting  in 
that  moderatio*  ind  temper ,  either  towards 
the  Canadien  people  or  towards  tlie  bon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  himself ;  but  I  do 
tkiok  myself  bound  to  say,  that  t  shall  noi 
be  turned  from  tbe  course  which  I  have 
thought  it  my  duty  to  pursue,  by  any  re* 
gard  for  the  threats  of  the  hon«  Member. 
The  case,  as  it  is  brought  before  tlie 
House,  is  this<  The  House  of  Assembly 
of  Lower  Canada  have  asked  for  an  eleo* 
tiva  Legislative  Coundil,  and  for  an  £xe^ 
outive  Council,  which  shall  be  responiible 
to  them,  and  not  to  the  Government  or 
Grown  of  Great  BrUatn.  We  consider 
that  these  demandi  are  inconsistent  with 
the  rslations  between  a  colony  and  the 
mother  cooniry,  and  that  it  would  be 
better  to  say,  at  otice,  **  let  the  two  coun- 
tries separate,**  than  for  us  to  pretend  to 
girrarn  tbe  oolony  afterwurds^  We  know, 
likowise,  that  a  considerable  number  of 
Iha  iohabitaata  of  that  colony,  of  British 
origlit,  protest  most  loudly  againit  these 
demands^  ai  leading  In  all  probabilitj  to 
their  oppression.  Thb  is  the  state  of  the 
case )  and  when  we  dome  forward  to  ask 
the  House  to  agree  to  a  resolution,  upon 
these  <|uastk)ns,  the  hon.  Gentleman  tells 
me  that  we  ought  not  to  proceed  ;  first, 
beeause  tbe  people  of  Cdnada  msy  raise 
tke  standard  of  revolt;  and,  secondly, 
beoaufe  ba  aayt  tbai,  if  i  do  proceed,  he 


and  some  oibert  may  Withdraw  front  hie 
Majesty'a  Ministers  their  support  froaa 
beliceforWafdt  Sir,  1  do  n6t  fear  eiiber 
ef  these  coniequences«  I  do  not  bellave, 
in  the  first  place,  that  the  Canadians  will 
raise  the  standard  of  revolt  i  and  I  say,  In 
the  second  place,  that  it  was  my  duty  to 
make  these  propositions  to  Ibis  House^ 
and  that  I  should  betray  that  duty  wbieh 
I  owe  both  to  the  Sovereign  wboin  I 
serve,  and  to  the  country  whose  interests 
I  stand  here  to  defend,  if  I  were  to  absiAio 
from  pressing  these  resolutions  UecaoM 
the  hon«  Gentleman  holds  out  a  threal 
of  withdrawing  his  support  from  tbe  Qo* 
vernment.  But  then  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  says,  thst  it  Is  not  the  origiaal 
demands  of  tha  Canadian  House  of  As* 
sembly  that  we  are  now  called  upon  la 
consider,  but  eertain  propositions,  wkioll 
be  and  1  respectively  have  laid  beforO  the 
House*  I  must  repeat  what  I  stated  m 
my  former  speech,  that  tHe  Canadiana 
totally  deny  that  their  opinkint  are  to  ba 
gathered  from  any  but  their  oWn  i6oulbat 
and  i  say  I  that  we  have  already  fakeW 
paine— too  great  pains,  I  tbinh«*-by  psief-' 
ring  this  questidn  egain^afid  again  'lo 
them,  in  order  to  ascertain  what  their  sen* 
timente  Were,  and  at  last  wa  have  learned 
that  their  demands  are-^an  Elecftive  Cottn«« 
cfl  and  a  responsible  Executive.  Theni 
am  1  not  justified  in  saying,  that  after  the 
division  whkb  we  have  taken  in  thie 
House,  on  the  main  proposition  contained 
in  these  resolutions  of  mine,  I  dannot  taka 
the  propositions  of  the  hon«  and  learned 
Gentleman  as  the  grounds  of  aaoommo- 
dation,  even  supposiiig  that  tliey  would  ba 
(and  we  have  no  authority  to  suppose  tbai 
they  would  be)  satisfaotory  to  the  Ca|ia* 
dians?  Am  1  not  ev^n  justified  in  aagr« 
)ng,  thai  there  may  be  every  reason  to 
suppose,  thst,  evert  if  thes«$  prOpOsitiantf 
were  enUrtained  and  acceded  to  by  the 
House,  the  Canadian  Assembly  wauM 
still,  and  again.  Say,  "  We  adhere  to  oor 
former  propositions  ?**  In  his  first  spaOek 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  laid 
down  his  several  propositions  altogetberi 
and  ha  said,  '<  you  must  taka  all  toy  pro<* 
posttmne  as  an  entire,  or  tbay  will  not 
form  sufficient  grounds  for  acoommdda- 
tioa."  1  took  down  his  eiact  wordi--^ 
which  were,  ''  you  must  take  tke  whole 
as  an  entire."  Now,  I  tell  tbe  hon.  -and 
learned  Gentlemiin  ihat  I  am  not  prepared 
to  aecept  his  propositions;  and  I  aay, 
tbacafoM,  I  cannot  racomaiand  tbia  Hoait 
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to  abandon  all  the  proposttioni  vbich  I 
baye  sabmitted  to  it,  because  he  proposes 
terns  which  he  thinks,  and  only  thinks, 
will  be  deemed  a  satisfactory  accommoda- 
tion by  Uie  Canadians.  I  say,  that  if, 
when  these  resolutions  of  ours,  and  the 
inteliigenee  of  any  measure  to  be  ground- 
ed npon  them,  shall  reach  Canada,  it, 
shall  appear  to  the  Canadian  Assembly 
unwise  in  them  to  persevere  in  their  pre- 
sent demands,  after  such  a  declaration  of 
opinion  on  the  part  of  the  Legislature  of 
Oreat  Britain,  and  if  they  shall  then  offer 
any  other  propositions  on  which  an  equit- 
able accommodation  can  be  come  to,  and 
on  which  all  parties  shall  agree,  as  a  suit- 
able basis  for  establishing  the  future  peace 
and  tranquillity  of  that  colony — it  will  be 
no  adherence  to  what  is  mere  matter  of 
form  that  should  induce  any  Government 
in  this  country  to  refuse  its  most  cordial 
cononrcence  in  carrying  these  proposi- 
tions. But  I  must  repeat,  that  a  mere 
•peech  from  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
asan,  who  has  not  even  ventured  to  say 
thai  he  has  power  from  any  people  in  the 
Canadas  to  make  these  propositions,  is 
not  a  svffident  ground  to  induce  this 
House  to  dMLudon  its  past  course,  and  the 
concisions  which  it  has  already  sanc- 
tioned. Entertaining  these  sentiments,  no 
threat,  no  menace,  shall  induce  me  to 
abandon  that  which  I  consider  to  be  the 
plain  course  of  my  duty  as  a  Member  of 
his  Majest/s  Government,  and  as  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Imperial  Parliament. 

Sir  R.  Peel  wished  to  avail  himself  of 
the  present  opportunity  to  explain  to  the 
Hotue  the  reasons  for  the  vote  which  he 
was  now  about  to  give  npon  this  question, 
and  the  view  which  he  took  of  the  resolu- 
tioiie  which  had  been  proposed  by  the 
ttoUe  Lord.  He  assured  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath,  that  he  was 
never  more  mistaken  in  his  life  than 
in  the  impression  which  he  seemed  to 
entertain  tnat  he  would  abstain  from 
delivering  his  opinions  on  this  question, 
in  order  to  increase  the  embarrassment 
of  his  Majesty's  Government  in  deal- 
ing with  this  eulgeet;  and  it  was  not 
heeaosehe  concurred  with  the  propositions 
of  the  hon»  and  learned  Member  for  Bath, 
or  blamed  the  noble  Lord  for  the  course 
whioh  he  had  marked  out  for  the  Govern- 
ment in  his  resolutions,  but  because  he 
agreed  with  his  noble  Friend  near  him 
<Losd  Stanley)  and  participated  in  the 
objections  which  he  had  made  to  those 
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resoluttoni,  that  he  now  eipresied  Un 
fears  that  these  resolutions  would  irritatn 
the  Canadians,  and  yet  not  be  eificieDt 
for  the  purposes  for  which  they  wene  in* 
tended.  He  should  vote  in  favour  of  the 
noble  Lord's  resolutions,  because  he  felt 
that  if  they  were  to  be  efficient  at  all,  their 
efficiency  must  depend  on  the  unanimity, 
or  if  not  on  the  unanimity,  on  the  very 
large  majority,  by  which  they  were  carried. 
Yet,  though  he  disagreed  with  those  re<- 
solutions  in  some  essential  points*  still, 
balancing  the  reasons  of  his  dissent 
against  the  evils  which  were  likely  to  arise 
from  abandoning  his  opinion  on  mere 
matters  of  detail,  he  thought  that  the  ad- 
vantage arising  from  the  Canadians 
knowing  the  unanimity,  or  nearly  tlie 
unanimity,  of  the  House  in  passing  those 
resolutions  would  more  than  compensate 
the  mischief  which  was  likely  to  arise  from 
his  not  pressing  the  points  on  which  be 
differed  from  the  noble  Lord  at  the  bead  of 
His  Majesty's  Government  in  that  House. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  lor  Bath 
had  that  evening  proposed  to  the  Hooae  n 
new  scheme  of  Government  for  the 
Canadas,  and  had  asked  hon.  Members 
to  explain  why  they  hesitated  to  adopt  it. 
He,  for  one,  would  g^ve  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath  that  explasa'- 
tion.  First  of  all,  he  hesitated  to  adopt  it 
because  it  vras  at  variance  with  the  recorded 
resolutions  of  the  Canadians  themselves  ; 
and  secondly,  because  he  considered  it  the 
roost  absurd  scheme  of  Government  that 
he  had  ever  heard  of  in  the  whole  coorae 
of  his  life.  He  would  endeavour  by  a  few 
observations  to  make  the  House  sensible 
of  the  two  grounds  on  which  he  had 
determined  to  reject  the  proposition  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath«  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  said,  *^  I  will 
have  no  elective  council,  but  my  new 
constitution  shall  be  this— there  shall  be 
a  governor,  and  an  elective  House  of 
Assembly.  The  governor  shall  also  hav^ 
the  power  of  naming  ten  councillors,  who 
shall  hold  their  appointments  duiing  t^^* 
sure.  They  shall  have  no  power  bnt  that 
of  suggesting  amendments  to  the  meaaaiea 
passed  by  the  House  of  Assembly*  When 
they  have  suggested  their  amendmeata, 
the  governor  shall  return  the  measiuea  to 
the  House  of  Assembly,  and  then,  if  the 
House  of  Assembly  shall  not  agree  to  their 
suggestions,  the  governor  shall  be  em^ 
powered,  if  he  thinks  fir,  to  interpose  a 
veto.''    This  was  the  proposition  of  the 
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b0n«  and  learned  Member  ibr  Bath^  from 
irtkieh  he  inferred,  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  wished  to  establish  in 
Lower  Canada,  a  complete  democracy,  or 
at  any  rate  a  republic  with  monarchical 
institotions.  Now^  this  was  directly  con- 
trary to  the  wishes  of  the  inhabitants  of 
that  colony,  as  embodied  in  the  resolutions 
of  their  House  of  Assembly ;  for,  in  their 
last  resolutions,  they  expressed  **  their 
constantand  unalterableconviction,  guided 
by  the  principles  of  the  constitution  itself, 
and  a  long  and  sorrowful  experience,  that 
this  state  of  violent  opposition  cannot  be 
changed  until  the  principle  of  popular 
election  shall  be  introduced  into  the  con- 
sUltttton  of  the  Legislative  Council."  Hence 
he  inferred,  that  the  inhiiiitants  of  Upper 
Canada  never  would  be  satisfied  until  the 
principle  of  popular  election  was  grafted 
upon  the  constitution  of  the  Elective 
Council.  And  yet,  notwithstanding  this 
declaration  on  the  part  of  the  House  of 
Assembly,  the  boo*  and  learned  Member 
for  Bath  came  forward  to  propose  a 
sdieme  which  got  rid  of  a  Lej^tattve 
Council,  elected  by  a  popular  assemMy ; 
and  when  that  scheme  was  already  rejected 
by  the  House  of  Assembly  of  Upper 
Canada,  appealed  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  said-*-''  Here  is  a  ground  of 
accommodation— why  do  you  hesitate  to 
accept  it?''  He  would  tell  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member,  that  he  hesitated  to 
accept  it,  because  the  hon.  Member  had 
not  proved  that  he  had  authority  to  offer 
it,  and  because  it  was  already  clear  before- 
hand, that  it  would  be  rejected  by  the 
Canadian  House  of  Assembly,  on  the 
prtnciples^of  their  own  declaration.  More- 
over, the  hon*  Member's  plan  involved  a 
scheme  of  Government  which,  of  all  the 
sebemes  that  he  had  ever  heard  of,  was 
the  most  absurd  and  impracticable.  To 
expect  that  a  governor  sent  out  from  this 
country,  and  without  any  connexions  in 
Lower  Canada,  could  interpose  his  veto 
upon  the  acts  of  the  House  of  Assembly, 
and  yet  conciliate  to  his  government 
affiftotion  and  respect,  was  in  theory  absurd, 
and  in  practice  would  be  impossible.  How 
could  the  veto*  of  a  governor,  who  bad  no 
power  to  break  the  opposition  of  a  popular 
assembly,  give  satisfaction  to  the  people 
whom  he  was  sent  to  govern?  With 
respect  to  these  resolutions,  he  must  say, 
that  he  doubted  from  the  first  the  policy 
of  sending  out  the  commission  to  Canada, 
and  he  roust  now  add,  that  his  doubts 
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had  been  confirmed  by  ita  results*  Ha 
had  always  considered  it  probable  Aat 
the  commission  would  be  received,  a§  it 
had  been,  by  the  Canadians,  with  jealousy, 
and  he  had  therefore  been,  and  still  was^ 
of  opinion,  that  if  a  governor  had  bees 
sent  out  to  that  colony,  armed  with  full 
authority,  and  entering  Canada  as  the 
immediate  representative  of  his  Ma^ty, 
and  empowered  to  act  in  all  things  m  hm 
Majesty's  name,  he  would  have  been  mora 
likely  than  anjr  Commissioners  to  have 
brought  the  existing  differences  between 
the  mother  country  and  the  colony,  to  a. 
satisfactory  settlement*  When  he  looked 
at  the  Reports  of  those  Commissioners, 
and  found  that  they  did  not  give  any  new 
information  on  the  state  of  popular  feel- 
ing in  Lower  Canada,  nor  any  new  ideas 
as  to  the  mode  of  governing  that  oolonj, 
and  when  he  likewise  found  that  the 
Commissioners  had.  given  in  a  series  of 
reports  from  which  one  of  them  regular^ 
dissented,  and  that  there  was  as  gnat' 
unwillingness  on  the  part  of  the  third  C(wi» 
missioner  to  decide  between  the  two<»tkesSy 
he  saw  that  he  had  not  in  their  reports  any ' 
safe  guide  upon  which  to  form  his  own 
opinions.  He  believed,  that  it  was  gene- 
rally admitted  that  the  two  main  r^ofai«- 
tions  in  this  paper  were  the  fourth  and  the 
eighths  It  was  hardly  necessary  to  dis* 
cuss  the  other  resolutions,  for  the  import- 
ance of  the  two  resolutions  to  whicm  he 
had  just  adverted  was  so  great,  that  all 
the  rest  (as,  for  instance,  those  regarding 
the  tenure  of  land  and  the  local  duties) 
he  dismissed  as  of  a  perfectly  siAordinaia 
nature.  The  condition  of  Canada,  so  for 
as  its  government  was  concerned,  was 
this: — It  was  now  five  years,  or  at  least 
four  years  and  a-half,  since  the  judges  of 
that  colony,  and  various  individuals  in 
ofiicial  employment,  had  not  received  any 
remuneration  for  their  services,  and  the 
House  of  Assembly  had  declared  that  it 
would  not  provide  any  remuneration  for 
their  services,  or  for  the  conduct  of  the 
local  government,  unless  England  eon* 
seated  to  a  change  in  the  constitution  of 
the  colony.  Till  that  were  accom|^hed, 
the  colonists  threatened  to  put  a  stop  to 
all  communicaUon.  What  course,  tneii, 
shall  we  pursue?  Tbatf  and  that  only, 
was  the  question  then  before  the  House* 
He  would  not  suffer  himself  to  be  betrayed 
by  the  taunts  and  reproaches  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bath  into  ex«- 
pressing  himself  with  anything  like  exas* 
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unration  tgainit  the  Fitoeh  Castdlani. 
m  umeBreiy  wished  them  well.  He  had 
read  the  account  given  by  that  excellent 
ofiioer,  Sir  James  Kempt,  of  their  national 
feeitog  and  character.  He  believed  that 
they  were,  in  the  words  of  Sir  J.  Kempt, 
a  loyal  and  excellent  people,  liable  to  be 
deceived,  and  prone  to  view  with  distrust 
the  acts  of  Government;  and  his  wish 
that  they  might  long  exist  under  the  pro- 
tection of  the  British  Government,  re- 
mained unchanged  by  any  violence  into 
which  they  haa  recently  been  betrayed. 
If  the  Canadian  people  were  a  separate 
people,  living  on  the  confines  of  the 
United  States,  and  if  no  other  interests 
b4it  those  of  the  French  Canadians  were 
involved  in  this  question,  and  if  the  ques- 
tion itself  were  not  embarrassed  by  the 
state  of  Upper  Canada  and  the  bearing 
upon  it  of  British  interests  in  other  A  me* 
rioao  provinces,  then,  in  case  the  British 
connexion  was  unpalatable  to  the  French 
Oanadians,  and  they  supposed  that  by 
levering  it  they  could  promote  their  own 
interests,  he  should  not  hesitate  to  say, 
**  God  forbid  that  we  should  force  British 
oonoexion  upon  them."  He  would  go 
further,  and  he  would  not  hesitate  to  say 
at  once  to  the  French  Csnadians,  **  It  is 
more  for  the  benefit  of  England,  even 
than  it  is  for  your  benefit,  that  the  con* 
nexiop  between  us  should  be  dissolved.'' 
For  when  he  recollected  the  state  of  cer- 
tain duties  which  were  imposed  upon  us 
in  connexion  with  Lower  Canada,^  when 
he  recollected  the  evil  of  collision  with  its 
powerful  neighbour,  to  which  we  were  ex- 
posed on  its  account— when  he  recol. 
lected  that  we  might  at  any  moment  be 
called  upon  to  <)efend  that  colony  from 
all  comers,  not  from  any  local  interests  of 
our  own,  but  from  a  point  of  honour  in- 
volving our  character  as  its  protector,  he 
must  say,  that  if  it  were  a  mere  Canadian 
question,  he  should  have  no  objection  to 
see  the  connexion  dissolved,  and  Lower 
Canada  establishing  its  own  government 
as  an  independent  state,  or  if  it  thouorht 
ilaelf  Incapable  of  supporting  its  own  In- 
dependence, seeking  an  amicable  alliance 
with  another  power.  *  But  that  was  not 
the  question  at  present  before  the  House. 
He  doubted  whether,  if  we  were  to  tell 
the  French  Canadians,  supposing  it  to  be 
a  simple  Canadian  question,  '*  We  are 
ready  to  dissolve  the  union  between  us — 
seek  an  union,  if  you  like,  with  the  United 
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own  independence,  form  yonffielvea  into 
an  independent  nation,  and  be  prepwed 
to  defend  your  independence  for  yout» 
selves/' — he  doubted,  he  said,  in  such  a 
case  whether,  notwithstanding  tlie  threats 
in  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bath  had  indulged  his  genius,  and  the 
menaces  which  he  had  held  out  of  10,000 
rlHemen  ready  to  start  np  against  us,— be 
doubted  whether,  when  we  came  to  the 
point  of  separation,  tt  would  not  turn  out, 
that  partly  from  good  feelings  arisiog  from 
the  connexion  which  had  now  subsisted 
between  us  for  seventy  or  eighty  years, 
and  partly  from  the  good  sense  of  the 
people,  calmly  reviewing  their  own  inter- 
ests, and  reflecting  upon  the  powerful 
protection  of  the  British  people  in  the 
hour  of  necessity,  they  would  not  restrain 
their  exasperation  and  reconcile  them- 
selves again  to  their  duty  and  alleeianoe. 
But  this  question,  as  he  had  said  before, 
could  not  be  viewed  with  referenee  to  the 
French  Canadians  alone.  There  was  a 
British  population  in  their  province  whioh 
had  a  right  to  look  ap  to  this  cottntry, 
not  for  predominance,  not  for  exclu- 
sive privileges,  but  for  British  connexion, 
on  the  faith  of  the  constitution  irhich  (bis 
country  had  framed  for  thenif  Look  at 
the  position  of  Lower  Canada,  command- 
ing the  entrance  into  the  river  St.  Law*- 
rence,  and  then  ask  whether  a  population 
of  half  a  million  had  a  right  to  say,  **  We 
insist  upon  a  measure  which  in  the  heart 
of  the  British  colonies  in  North  America, 
wfli  constitute  a  French  republic  V*  What 
right,  he  would  ask,  had  one  portion  of 
our  dominions  on  that  great  continent  to 
make  this  demand?  If  the  formation  of 
an  elecnve  council  were  a  good  measure  for 
Lower  Canada,  why  was  it  not  a  good  mea- 
sure for  Upper  Canada,  for  New  Brunswick, 
and  for  all  our  other  Ameriean  posses- 
sions ?  Ami  if  we  were  prepared  to  accede 
to  such  a  fundamental  change  in  the  con- 
stitution of  Lower  Canadn,  how  could  we 
refuse  to  accede  to  it,  if  demanded  else- 
where }  But  if  we  apprehended  that  the 
formation  of  such  an  elective  council  would 
endanger  Btitish  interests,  first  of  all  in 
Lower  Canada,  and  ultimately  in  all  the 
other  British  provinces,  then  we  must  re- 
gard it  as  a  question  not  afiecting  the 
French  Canadians  merely,  hut  as  afileet- 
W^  the  security  and  tranquillitv  of  oar 
other  neighbouring  possessions.  The  quea* 
(i^n  then   again  came  to  this  :^'*  Shall 
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other  servanU  of  Government  remain 
without  salaries  unless  we  allow  the  Ca- 
nadians to  attach  to  the  payment  of 
their  salaries  a  fundamental  change  in 
the  constitution  of  Lower  Canada?" 
It  was  a  disgrace,— he  would  speak  out 
plainly— it  was  a  disgrace  to  the  people  of 
this  country  thut  its  public  servants  in 
Lower  Canada  should  remain  year  after 
year  without  remuneration.  If  they  were 
to  ask  him  what  proceeding  was  most 
likely  to  diminish  the  respect  due  to 
British  authority  in  the  colonies,  he 
should  reply^  that  it  was  the  continued 
poverty  of  tbose  servants  who  were  neces- 
sarily employed  in  conducting  the  public 
service.  Were  we  to  abandon  the  colonies 
to  themselves  upon  points  of  such  para- 
mount importance?  Were  we  prepared 
to  assert,  that  there  should  be  no  care 
taken  for  the  due  admlni&tration  of  justice 
— no  functions  performed  by  the  civil 
servants  of  the  Qovemment  ?  Although 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  fur  Bath 
might  call  the  persons  in  the  employment 
of  the  British  Government  its  '*  howling 
oflScialSi"  the  House  must  consider  them  as 
honourable  men,  engaged  at  a  distance  from 
their  homes  in  official  duties,  and  must  see 
them  provided  for  accordingly.  Their 
salaries  were  the  means  of  their  sub- 
sistence. Was  it  fitting  that  the  King  of 
England   should  have  in  his  employment 

Esrsons  necessary  for  the  performance  of 
is  service,  and  that  they  should  remfiin 
for  four  years  and  a<half  in  the  discharge 
of  their  duties,  without  receiving  a  single 
farthing  in  way  of  remuneration  ?  At  that 
very  moment  tlie  judges  in  Lower  Canada 
were  io  a  state  of  destitution,  ndl  only 
exciting  the  sympathy  of  individuals,  but 
also  diminishing  the  respect  due  to  the 
judicial  character.  They  were  compelled, 
be  had  understood,  to  pawn  their  books 
and  plate, — but  it  was  too  disgusting  to 
enter  into  such  details,  and  he  therefore 
would  not  allude  further  to  their  distress. 
If  remuneration  were  to  be  made  to  them, 
by  whom  should  it  be  made  ?  That  was 
the  next  question  which  the  House  was  to 
consider.  It  was  not  denied  in  any 
quarter  that  some  remuneration  ought  to 
be  made  to  them.  The  only  alternative 
theo  left  was,  that  either  this  counEry  or 
the  colony  must  provide  them  with  remu- 
neration. Now,  as  the  service  was  local, 
and  for  the  promotion  of  colonial  in- 
terests, he  did  not  think  thai  the  people  of 

f ^fl»iid  vo«i)d  ppi?9«i4  U^  make  a  perma^ 


nent  provision  for  these  eolonial  func- 
tionanes.  The  means  of  providing  for 
them  should  come  out  of  the  colonial 
treasury.  The  objection  made  by  the 
Canadians  to  that  course  was,  that  they 
would  only  consent  to  pay  the  arrears  on 
condition  that  England  should  make  a 
fundamental  change  in  the  constitution  of 
Lower  Canada.  No  alternative,  therefore, 
remained  but  that  of  interposing  the 
authority  of  the  Imperial  Parliament,  and 
of  saying — ''  The  remuneration  of  these 
functionaries  must  come  from  the  colonies 
themselves."  The  act  of  the  Canadian 
Assembly  refusing  the  usual  appropriations 
was  an  act  passed  but  recently.  The 
House  would  not,  therefore,  be  called  on 
to  disturb  any  ancient  system.  What  he 
doubted  was,  whether,  if  we  were  to 
violate  a  constitutional  principle  in  this 
respect,  it  would  not  be  better  to  adopt 
the  advice  of  the  Commissioners  on  the 
single  point  on  which  they  had  the  good 
fortune  to  be  unanimous.  The  single 
point  on  which  they  agreed  was — and 
they  differed  on  every  other  point  of 
colonial  government — to  advise  the  sus* 
pension  of  the  Act  of  1  and  2  William 
4th.,  c.  33.  They  stated  their  agreement 
upon  that  point  distinctly.  They  sug- 
gested a  doubt  whether  the  constitution 
should  not  be  departed  from  for  a  given 
number  of  years.  He  thought  with  tlie 
noble  Lord  (Lord  John  Russell]  that 
whenever  the  Legislature  should  take  a 
step  which  had  the  character  of  violence, 
it  should  be  cautious  not  to  proceed 
further  than  was  absolutely  necessary.  In 
our  contest  with  our  colonies  we  ought 
not  to  be  betrayed  into  any  act  which 
could  place  us,  the  superior  power,  in  tho 
wrong.  He  did  not,  however,  see  what 
advance  we  should  make  towards  a  settle* 
ment  of  this  question  bv  interfering  with 
the  Act  1  and  2  William  4th,  and  in 
taking  from  the  colonial  treasury  the 
arrears  of  salaries  now  due  to  the  colonial 
servants.  Suppose  another  year  to  past 
away,  and  the  salaries  to  be  then  again  in 
arrear,  we  should  still  be  in  our  present 
position — the  scandal  and  disgrace  of  our 
situation  would  be  the  same ;  the  exaspe-- 
ration  in  the  minds  of  the  Members  of  the 
Assembly  would  be  increased  by  our 
interference ;  and,  whatever  might  be  the 
majority  by  which  our  interference  was 
approved  in  that  House,  he  could  not  see 
u^hat  inducement  it  would  afford  to  the 
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When  men  made  thetr  miods 
e  contmvention  of  a  great  con- 
l  principle,  it  did  not  make  much 

in  point  of  moral  estimation  as 
tent  to  which  they  carried  their 
ition.     The    contravention    was 

;  but  the  degree  of  irritation 
night  excite  was  different.  What 
>ated  as  the  result  of  these  reso- 
ras,  initatton  in  the  House  of 

at   the  course  which  we  were 

arising  from  the  couTiction  that, 
ivailable  for  the  arrears  due  at  pre- 
ight  be  made  equally  available  for 
'S  which  might  become  due  after 
»!utions  were  passed.  He  meant 
It  he  would  as  soon  consent  to  the 
D  of  the  Act  1  and  2  William 
I  its  suspension  for  the  purpose  of 
liese  salaries.  [Mr.  Roebuck : 
He  argued  from  the  cheers  of  the 

learned  Member  that  he  con- 
ith  him.  The  hon.  and  learned 
feared  with  him  the  repetition  of 
Klent  Then  he  would  suggest 
imicable  compromise,  that  the 
overnment  should  recede  so  far 
ir  present  proposition  as  to  re- 
I  the  suspension  of  the  Act  1  and 
I  4th,  rather  than  the  temporary 
it.  He  repeated,  that  the  tern- 
ipeal  of  it  would  only  produce 

without  attaining  the  object  of 
mment.  One  of  the  resolutions 
the  House  had  assented  on  the 

when  this  subject  was  before  it, 
ii  had  again  been  brought  under 
eration  by  the  amendment  of  the 

learned  Member  for  Bath,  re- 

the    Legislative   Council.    He 

the  terms  in  which  that  resolu- 
worded.  It  said,  '^  that  ia  the 
tate  of  Lower  Canada  it  is  unad- 

make  the  Legislative  Council  of 
ince  an  elective  body/'  It  was 
n,  that  an  Elective  Council  with 
re  House  of  Assembly  was  but  a 
n  of  government ;  and  when  he 
to  the  proposition,  that  in  the 
tale  of  the  colony  it  was  unad- 
» make  the  Legislative  Council 

he  wished  to  guard  himself 
le  inference,  that  if  the  state  of 
ly  were  altered  such  a  measure 

advisable.  If  he  could  agree 
rinciple,  which  he  did  not,  of  an 
council  being  an  advisable  mea- 
iiself,  he  would  say,  *'Let  us 
it  at  once.".    It  might  be,  that 


the  absence  of  this  elective  oomicil  waa  at 
the  bottom  of  all  those  dissensions  with 
the  colony  of  Lower  Canada — and  if  it 
were^  then  we  ought  to  lay  the  foundation 
at  once  of  an  elective  instead  of  a  legisla- 
tive council.  If  delay  in  appointing  an 
elective  council  were  only  justified  by  the 
existing  state  of  the  colony,  on  what 
ground  could  he  refuse  it  to  our  other 
colonies,  where  the  existing  circumstances 
were  not  like  those  of  Lower  Canada  ?  If 
the  House  of- Commons  was  of  opinion^ 
that  the  existing  state  of  Lower  Canada 
was  the  only  objection  to  the  rendering 
the  Legislative  Council  of  that  province 
elective,  why  did  they  withhold  elective 
councils  from  our  other  colonies  where  the 
existing  state  of  things  was  different  from 
that  of  Lower  Canada?  For  these 
reasons  he  objected  to  the  terms  in  which 
this  resolution  was  couched.  He  would 
not  enter  into  any  discussion  on  the  other 
resolutions.  In  point  of  fact,  he  concurred 
in  their  propriety.  He  thought^  that  the 
bargain  made  with  the  North  American 
Land  Company  should  be  maintained 
inviolate,  as  the  national  faith  was  pledged 
to  it.  He  trusted,  that  in  these  observa- 
tions he  had  not  said  one  word  betokening^ 
either  hostility  to  the  French  Canadians, 
or  indifference  to  their  prosperity  and 
welfare.  He  saw  no  hope  of  the  con^ 
nexion  between  us  being  advantageous 
to  England,  if  there  were  a  permanent 
feeling  among  the  French  Canadian  popu- 
lation that  it  would  be  disadvantageous  to 
them.  Most  earnestly,  therefore,  did  he 
hope  that  some  terms  might  be  devised, 
or  that  some  event  might  turn  up  which 
would  restore  peace  and  harmony  between 
the  colony  and  England.  If  he  thought 
that  the  resolutions  proposed  by  bis  Ma- 
jesty's Government  were  unjust,  he  would 
not  consent  to  pass  them ;  but  he  felt  that 
they  were  just,  and  therefore  he  gave  them 
his  cordial  support.  If  the  House  of 
Assembly  in  Lower  Canada  persisted  in 
refusing  to  make  provision  for  Canadian 
services,  or  attached  as  a  condition  to 
their  making  such  provision,  that  their 
constitution  should  be  altered,  we  were 
called  upon  to  assert  our  supremacy  and 
to  say,  "We  will  not  alter  your  constitu- 
tion on  such  a  condition — if  you  refuse  to 
make  provision  for  the  services  of  your 
own  Government,  we  will  not  throw  that 
burthen  on  the-  people  of  England — we 
will  throw  it  on  the  shoulders  of  those  on 
whom  it  ought  to  rest*    We  will  interpose 
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the  authority  of  the  Imperial  Parliament, 
and  wili  provide  for  the  remuneration  of 
the  servants  of  the  Canadian  local  Go- 
vernment, from  Canadian  sources.  He 
hoped  that  he  had  satisfied  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath,  that  the  silence 
on  which  he  had  commented  had  not 
arisen  from  a  desire  to  shrink  from  any 
unpopularity  which  might  betide  those 
who  voted  in  favour  of  these  resolutions. 
At  the  same  time,  in  justice  to  himself,  he 
must  say,  that  he  should  have  voted  more 
cheerfully  for  other  resolutions,  which, 
involving  the  same  principles,  had  carried 
them  further  in  practical  extent,  and 
which,  by  relieving  us  from  the  necessity 
of  recurring  to  the  same  precedent  at  no 
distant  day,  would  have  facilitated  the 
settlement  of  this  question,  and  brought 
nearer  the  termination  of  these  unfortu- 
nate dissensions. 

Mr.  Roebuck  wished  to  say  one  or  two 
words  in  explanation,  as  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  appeared  to  have  misunderstood 
the  force  of  his  observations.  He  had  not 
threatened  this  country  with  a  Canadian 
revolt — he  had  not  said,  that  the  French 
Canadians  were  anxious  to  dissolve  their 
connexion  with  England.  On  the  con- 
trary, he  had  said,  tliat  there  was  a  strong 
desire  on  their  part  to  maintain  the  con- 
nexion ;  and  as  a  proof  of  it,  he  had  only 
to  call  to  memory  now  right  gallantly  they 
fought  for  us  in  the  last  war.  There  were 
two  or  three  points  of  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  on  which  he  should 
like  to  make  a  passing  observation,  but  at 
that  late  hour  he  felt  that  he  ought  to 
abstain  from  trespassing  further  on  the 
patience  of  the  House. 

Mr.  Labouchere  said,  that  having  spoken 
upon  this  subject  on  a  former  occasion,  he 
was  unwilling  to  detain  the  House  at  that 
late  hour.  He  was  anxious,  however,  to 
correct  a  misapprehension  of  what  he  had 
said  on  a  former  night,  in  being  supposed 
to  have  advocated  the  principle  of  an  elec- 
tive Legislative  Council.  He  had  never 
expressed  his  approbation  of  that  prin- 
ciple with  respect  either  to  Canada  or  to 
any  other  of  our  colonies,  because  he  con- 
sidered it  highly  dangerous  in  its  applica- 
tion to  any  of  them.  He  thought  it*also 
dangerous,  that  it  should  go  forth  to  those 
colonies  that  any  Member  of  his  Majesty's 
Government  had  expressed  his  approbation 
of  that  principle,  even  in  the  abstract.  It 
was  contrary  to  the  genius  of  the  constitu- 
tiQn  of  this  country.    There  was  no  war- 
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Survey  op  CnuRcn-tAi^pSj]  On 
4h«  Order  of  the  Day  b^ing  read  for  re- 
saiiiin||[  the  Debate  on  Mr.  T.  Duncombe's 
Motioh  for  a  copy  of  the  Suryey  of  Chprch- 
lands, 

Sir  Robert  H.  Inglis^  adverting  to  the 
Motion  (made  last  night)  for  copies  of 
certain  portions  of  Parliamentary  surveys 
in  the  library  at  the  Palace,  in  Lambeth, 
observed,  that  he  W9s  authorized  by  hrs 
Grace  the  Arehbtshop  to  express  his 
willingness  to  give  any  extracts  from,  or 
t:opie6  of,  those  documents  the  House 
might  require ;  but  he  would  put  it  to 
the  House  to  consider  that  the  very  copy- 
ing of  those  documents  would  cost  400/. 
Tiiis  was  independently  of  the  expense  of 
printing,  which  the  House  would  have 
afterwards  to  consider.  He  would  also 
suggest  that  if  copies  were  reade  and 
printed,  some  compensjition  oaght  to  be 
made  to  the  Archbishop's  secretary  for  the 
loss  of  those  fees  he  now  received  on 
extracts  beii?g  made.  He  would  add  that 
if  the  House  regarded  these  documents  as 
public  pr4>pe«iy,  and  it  were  desirable  to 
give  greater  puMktty  to  them,  they  ought 
to  be  placed  in  the  British  Museum, 
where  the  pifblic  couid  have  constant 
access  to  them. 

Ifr.  Thomas  Buncombe  said,  that  the 
Hottstt  ought  to  obtain  copies  of  those 
doeuasents  in  the  first  instance,  and  then 
lliey  might  consider  what  miglit  be  the 
expense  of  having  them  printed.  He 
tliottght  the  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member 
for  the  University  of  Oxford  was  quite 
mistaken  as  to  the  expense  of  copying. 
Ha  CMild  get  it  done  for  60/.  The  hoa. 
Memhter  for  Leeds  bad  said,  that  he  had 
got  sixty  ••IK  extracts  made  from  them 
widuHit  any  exfeose.  That,  no  dout>t, 
aroat  from  th«  fact  of  his  beiag  a  Member 
of  Pi^Hiame»t,  and  Urott  the  circuBastance 
of  lh«  subject  having  oeciij^ied  lihe  atlMi- 
tioR  of  the  House  «  short  time  before. 
But  if  any  privaia  iadiyidual  ^ad  gone  |o 
mstke  ouch  a  Dumber  of  extfnaets,  it  would 
have  cost  him  33/.  If  these  documents 
fuere  public  prf^erty,  what  ligfat  had  the 
Ascmiafaop'a  secretary  to  demand  a  fee 
for  any  ^tract  from  them  f     He  would 

that  wb«t«v«r  tba  H^sa  «ai|^t 


please  to  dp  with  them  when  it  { 
it  ought  to  be  in  possession  of 
Let  the  Archbishop  keep  the  \ 
and  make  money  of  them  for  his 
if  he  could,  if  any  one  should  be 
to  go  to  Lambeth  for  extracts  or  ft 
after  the  House  cotild  give  then 
ail,  he  thought  it  was  hardly  foir 
Archbishop  of  Canterbury,  with 
station  and  dignity,  and  his  re 
20,000/.  should  desire  to  obtaiG 
his  secretary,  by  giviqg  extracts 
cuments  which  were  the  propert 
public. 

Mr.    Borikwick    would    sup| 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
for  the  production  of  copies  of  thi 
meots ;  and  he  s^onld  do  so  wi 
greater  pleasure  if  ha  had  not  | 
concluding  remarks  of  that  hon. 
The    imputation,    that    the    Ai 
wished  to  make  money  of  tho 
roents  for  his  secretary,  could 
been  seriously  meant  by  the  hon. 
It  certainly  was  wholly  unmerite< 
act  of  the  most  rev.  Primate.    I 
support  the  Motion,  on  the  gro 
these  documents  were  the  proper 
public^ 

Dr.  NichoU  said,  that  on  t 
ceding  night  it  had  been  intima 
the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury 
fectly  wiiliDg  to  fiucilitate  access 
papers,  and  to  aive  them  up  if  s 
the  wish  of  the  House,  for  he  ci 
himaelf  as  only  the  depoMtary 
papers,  regarding  them  as  Parli 
documents.  The  secretary  look 
fees,  and  would  not  interfere  ml 
rangement  which  it  might  he  the 
cessary  or  expedient  to  mak«. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  that  thi 
understanding  with  respect 
papers  was,  Uiat  thay  veie  dooi 
a  public  character,  that  therefc 
cpuld  exist  no  objection  to  their 
lion,  and  he  shiouid  vote  for  th 
product  i  but  he  confessed  that 
not  help  partifsipating  in  the 
which  had  been  expressed  by 
Men^h^r  near  him  at  the  aUusiou 
his  hon.  Friend  to  the  conduc 
matter  of  the  Archbishop  of  Ca 
It  did  very  much  surprise  him 
name  of  that  moat  rev.  Prelat 
have  beeo  mentioned  on  the  pr 
casion  in  any  other  terms  than 
acknowledgment  and  respect ;  U 
Mt  only  affiMPded  eirary  fooiiity 


LoKDS,  ftom  WwwHdi,  WgwidL,«iidathir  plw,  ^piwtt 
lad  toy  Lardi  Dacbx,  HouAHDt  Bw>u«bak«  and  oUht 
Lords  from  Portiea,  St  Ives,  HuntlagdoB.  Ibr  the  AboK- 
tioD  of  Cliafsh-nteSi--^  the  BMbop  afElMtwm,  ftcni 
Htdk^,  Siiflblk»  te  the  Better  OkMimnet  of  the  Sa^ 
beth;  and  from  vaEioue  pleoee,  for  the  Better  R^piktioa 
of  Feetaiee.^— By  the  Biibop  of  St.  AsAra,  from  IToat- 
fovcry,  Ibr  Repeal  of  the  Aec  pamed  lart  SeaiM 
to  the  Surplus  Reveoua  of  the  Chaidk— By  Eaii  Fi 
wiLUAv,  from  HortoD,  for  Alteration  of  the  Poor-lawa 
Act >-By  the  BUbop  of  Cabubls,  tnm  a  ParUh  of  Cobb- 
bertand,  agaiwt  the  Introduethm  of  thvMid  Aet  iitotbMi 
Diooeae.— By  tbe  Earl  of  HABiwoa9>  from  G«wthiMq^ 
ofaiimQarmOure. 
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Qts,  but  expressed  his 
ft  them  up.  It  was  al* 
It  House  that  tbe  hon. 
lad  had  occasion  to  make 
\  extracts  from  those 
irried  his  researches  to  a 
\tf  yet  nothing  could  be 
was  the  conduct  of  the 
at  hon.  Member.  He 
ite  at  a  loss  to  imagine 
have  arisen  to  irritate 
uplacent  temper  of  his 
iQuced  him  to  complain, 
ited  that  he  would  have 
Bgyric  upon  the  conduct 
^Canterbury. 
»  he  had  the  honour  to 
ibishop  in  that  House^-* 
ate  was  a  constituent  of 
d  in  his  neighboarhood 
ad  had  some  intercourse 
roust  be  allowed  to  say, 
ieve  a  more  disinterested 
rentleman  ever  filled  the 
Hshop.  With  regard  to 
8  matter,  there  could  be 
',  was  in  every  respect 
lave  been. 

kmcombe  observed,  that 
the  Member  for  Oxford, 
Etbat  the  House  ought 
kion  to  the  Archbishop's 
sld  be  recoliected  that 
stion  were  public  docn- 
le  Archbishop  of  Cantei^ 
If  to  pay  his  own  secre* 

sell  had  no  objection  to 
D,  though  he  entertained 
the  value  of  the  docu- 
ley  were  deposited  with 
r  Canterbury,  it  was  in- 
might,   if  he  thought 

0  the  several  dioceses  of 
les,  such  of  these  docu- 

to   their  dioceses  re- 
^t,  therefore,  not  be  in 

1  most  rev.  Prelate  to 
hole  of  them  or  allow 
pied,  for  the  obvious 
ivere  not  all  in  his  pos« 

10. 


OF   LORDS, 
April  17,  1837. 

a  eeeoBd  time :— DubUn  Police* 

UlVdv  STAFFOaOf  COLVILtB.  ttl4 

ir^  Bvocuo«%  tad  0hHr  KpUi 


Poor-Law  Amendment  Act.]  The 
Earl  of  Harewood  presented  a  petition 
from  the  parish  of  Grawthorpe,  ia  the  West 
Riding  of  the  county  of  York,  against  tbe 
introduction  into  that  parish  of  the  new 
system  of  Poor-laws,  in  laying  the  peta^ 
tion  before  the  House,  he  wished  to  ob* 
serve  that  he  was  not  hostile  to  the  prin* 
ciple  of  the  measure,  but  to  the  extremes 
to  which  some  of  its  provisions  were  car* 
riedi  especially  as  regarded  the  preveatioii 
of  out-door  rehef,  and  the  compelUag 
persons  to  go  into  the  workhouses  before 
they  could  be  relieved.  He  concluded  by 
moving,  that  the  petition  be  read. 

Tbe  petition  read  at  length,  which 
prayed  that  their  Lordships  would  taka 
steps  to  prevent  the  Act  being  extended  to 
petitioners'  parish,  and  leave  them  to  col^ 
lect  and  distribute  their  rates  as  they  had 
hitherto  done,  under  the  control  of  « 
vestry. 

The  Earl  of  MabneAuri^  said,  iastmc 
tions  had  been  given  to  the  GoanmisaioaatB 
to  make  unions  as  extensive  as  possibia, 
which  be  objected  to,  because  m  ratal 
districts,  where  a  small  number  of  penoas 
was  spread  over  a  large  extent  of  aarfaae, 
great  inconvenience  was  experienced  by 
Uiose  claiming  relief,  as  well  as  by  tlw 
guardians,  in  consequence  of  the  distaace 
they  had  to  go  to  the  central  point.  He 
believed,  however,  that  generally  speakiog, 
the  Bill  was  working  with  very  go«i 
effect  With  respect  to  the  han&iip 
arising  from  the  great  extent  of  difanat 
unions,  it  would  be  enough  ta  obsanra, 
that  in  some  instances  a  man  lequkiog 
relief,  and  perhaps  in  a  bad  stata  of 
health,  would  have  to  walk  ten  nuks,  ar 
probably  be  obliged  to  send  his  wife, 
equally  incapable  of  enduring  ao  nuch 
fatigue,  that  long  distance.  BeskicSv 
those  who  had  relations  living  at  the  ax* 
tremity  of  the  union  could  not  expect  to 
be  visited  by  them.  He  had  opposed  the 
Act  in  /tmjae,  becanae  he  thought  lao 
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amch  power  was  given  to  the  Commis- 
•ionerSf  and  too  little  discretion  to  the 
guaidians ;  and,  perhaps,  he  was  of  the 
same  opinion  still,  although  he  did  not 
wish  to  excite  any  prejudice  against  the 
Act.  Another  point  to  which  he  would 
refer  was  the  medical  relief,  and  he  consi- 
dered that  ten  miles  was  too  far  for  a 
medical  man  to  go,  and  in  consequence 
he  thought  sufficient  medical  relief  was 
not  afforded.  The  poor  roan  was  entitled 
to  medical  relief,  but  under  the  existing 
system,  he  believed  that  it  was  very  insuN 
ficient.  In  his  own  neighbourhood  there 
was  a  large  union  containing  four  parishes, 
wbieh  had  only  one  medical  attendant, 
who  received  40/.  a-year.  Now,  he  must 
say>  that  it  was  morally  impossible  for 
that  individnal  to  attend  to  the  poor  pro- 
periy. 

Earl  Fiizwilliam  said,  it  was  obvious, 
when  this  Act  passed,  that  it  would  con- 
fer a  very  great  boon  on  some  parts  of 
the  kingdom,  and  he  did  not  think  that 
elsewhere  it  would  act  so  inconveniently 
as  was  anticipated*  None  of  the  rules  of 
the  Commissioners  were,  in  his  opinion, 
unconstitutional,  but  they  would  require 
caution  in  the  application  of  them,  espe- 
cially in  some  of  the  manufacturing  towns, 
where  the  population  was  very  dense.  He 
thought  those  rules  ought  not  to  be  too 
strictly  applied,  and  were  he  one  of  a 
Board  of  Guardians,  he  should  be  very 
reluctant  to  refuse  out-door  relief  in  all 
instances  to  the  able-bodied  labourer.  It 
wonld  be  not  only  contrary  to  hnmanity, 
but  to  the  selfish  and  pecuniary  interests 
of  the  rate-payers  themselves,  to  do  so, 
and  he  thought  the  regulation  should  be 
managed,  not  by  rules,  but  by  the  judg- 
ment of  the  guardians.  He  did  not  here 
speak  of  the  idle  and  dissolute  pauper, 
bat  of  the  able-bodied  labourer  of  indus- 
trioos  habits.  The  necessary  result  of 
placing  him  in  the  workhouse,  would  be 
to  compel  him  to  break  up  his  household 
estaMi^flBent;  and  to  become  for  life  an 
inmate  of  that  building,  where  he  must  be 
supported  at  the  expense  of  the  rate-payers 
•*-«  peranment  charge  that  might  be 
avoided  by  granting  temporary  relief  in 
the  first  instance. 

Viscount  MeBfomme  admitted,  that 
strong  and  very  contradictory  opinions 
were  entertained  on  the  subject  of  the 
petition  preiented  by  the  noble  Earl.  It 
was  impoBsiUe  to  deny 'this,  bnt  it  was 
impossible  to  deny  auo  that  overstate- 


ments  had  been  made.  Unions  w 
to  be  too  large,  and  the  medical  r 
adequate ;  but  he  thought  that  tb 
consideration  had  been  given  to  tfa 
jects,  and  it  was  in  order  to  adapt 
to  different  parts  of  the  country  tl 
discretionary  powers  had  been  v 
the  Commissioners.  He  fully  a 
that  the  greatest  care  and  cautic 
to  be  observed  in  carrying  the  1 
effect— and  he  believed  that  great 
and  prudence  were  exercised  by  i 
whom  its  administration  was  in 
His  noble  Friend  who  spoke  set 
this  occasion,  had  condemned  the 
affording  medical  relief  as  m 
That  subject  had  been  duly  consii 
the  Commissioners;  and  they  1 
down  certain  rules,  not  for  the  pc 
saving  money,  but  to  render  the  i 
tern  more  efficient  than  the  old 
grant  relief  to  those  who  required 
the  utmost  promptitude. 

Lord  Elienbarough  said,  that 
had  as  much  experience  with  re 
the  operation  of  this  measure  as  ai 
Lord,  he  wished  to  make  an  obfl 
on  two  points  which  had  been  adi 
by  the  noble  Earl  opposite.  In  his 
the  great  practical  benefit  of  this 
was,  that  it  called  private  chai 
activity,  and  in  many  instances  th 
sity  under  which  individuals  laboi 
much  better  met  by  private  char 
otherwise.  With  respect  to  me 
lief,  there  might,  he  admitted,  be 
which  did  not  possess  such  an  e 
medical  assistance  as  they  ought 
was  confident  that  the  relief  nc 
was  much  better  than  that  wh 
afforded  under  the  old  system.  1 
there  was  no  control  over  the 
man.  He  might,  or  he  might  noi 
the  poor  man;  no  one  knew, 
inquired,  whether  he  attended 
But  now  he  must  make  a  repo 
weekj  of  those  persons  whom 
visited ;  and,  if  any  particular  de 
of  food  were  required  for  the  pa 
stated  the  fact,  and  it  was  ordere< 
noble  Lords  spoke  of  the  situ 
paupers,  they  ought  to  recollect  tl 
was  a  very  large  class  of  pern 
called  for  their  attention  as  n 
paupers.  He  meant  those  im 
who  were  placed  just  above  ua 
who  required  medical  attendai 
who  would  be  ruined  by  the  ex 
employing  a  doctor.    For  the  b 
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viahed  that  they  should 
ctubs.  In  the  union 
:h  a  club  had  been  guc- 
td.  There  were  1 0,000 
ion,  and  tn  the  course 
e  were  850  subscribers 
ith  respect  to  granting 
ases  occurred  where  it 
iper  to  extend  it  to  an 
rer,  who  could  not  sup. 
He,  however,  would 
mns .  of  relief.  In  the 
e  had  referred,  where  a 
rk,  but  not  to  earn  suf- 
a  family  of  six  or  seven 
I  relief,  what  did  they 
in  that  case,  relax  the 
use  if  they  did,  it  would 
lole  system.  They  took 
!,  and  met  every  snch 
irity.  Theconaequenee 
vas  not  a  single  able- 
s  workhouse.  If  proper 
>  administer  this  law,  he 
t  would  not  press  hard 
It  was  a  matter  of 
,  and  one  from  which 
(t  flow,  that  the  magis- 
in  administering  the  law 
unions.  They  would 
knowledge  of  the  state 
classes,  and  the  demand 
enlar  localities.  Though 
he  measure,  he  still  was 
€  greatest  possible  ft>r* 
cretion  should  be  exer- 
Its  provisions  into  effect. 
It  of  the  discretionmry 
the  Commissioners,  iie 
are  large,  but  they  were 
>se  under  the  dd  syetein, 
lid  be ;  and  the  exercise 
rofnotlog  private  chArtty, 
of  union  whrch  should 
i  and  poor. 

((dmetbmry  did  not  wish 
i  assistance  to  paupers 
(  a  great  diffcreoee  be. 
a»d  the  poor  man,  and 
lat  the  poor  aan  wiio 
bis  aobsisteooe  deservied 
\  as  nittch  as  the  pauper. 
Rkhmand  dieaied  tAuK 
'hich  the  medkcd  men 
by  the  gaardiaos  was 
luper.  The  eonplaint, 
»eii»4Ud  sol  cone  from 
from  the  tnedieai  aiea. ' 
I  that  lii^  fact  ««•  odMT* 


wise.  The  noble  Earl  had  aHuded  to  a 
case  of  a  large  union,  with  only  one  raedi« 
cal  man.  That  individual  had,  be  sup- 
posed, undertaken  the  duty  volunlarily. 

The  Earl  of  Malme$bury  :  I  said  that  ha 
was  called  on  to  attend  four  parishe#  for 
40/.  a-year. 

The^Duke  of  Richmond :  Oh  1  then  It 
was  the  small  amount  of  money  that 
formed  the  objection.  The  medical  roan^ 
it  seemed,  could  perform  the  duty,  bat 
not  for  40/.  a-year.  He  could  perfon* 
the  duty  for  100/.,  or  200/.,  or  1,000/. 
a-year,  but  not  for  40/.  a-year.  The 
guardians,  in  appointing  the  medical 
assistant,  were  not  guided  by  (he  lowaese 
of  the  tenders,  but  by  the  abilities  of  the 
applicants.  In  the  union  with  which  ba 
waf  conneeted,  they  advertised  for  medi- 
cal men,  and  the  board  received  a  greskt 
many  tenders.  They  would  not,  however, 
accept  the  lowest  tender.  The  persoa  on 
whom  the  choice  of  the  guardians  fell 
undertook  the  duty  for  70/.  a-year,  though 
he  previously  had  140/.  And  why  did  ba 
take  the  situation  ?  Merelv  beeauea  ha 
had  the  parishes  before.  In  tnat  union,  the 
guardians  aow  gave  ten  timet  move  aieds* 
cal  relief  than  was  formerly  granted. 
There  was  scarcely  a  board^day  oo  whick 
some  addition  to  the  diet  of  the  patieata 
was  not  called  for.  Wine,  poiter,  &c., 
were  constantly  ordered  by  the  medical 
assistant,  and  as  regularly  granted.  B^ 
fore  the  passing  of  this  Bill,  there  was  do 
control  o¥er  the  medical  mao,  but  noar 
there  was  a  most  efficient  control,  for  ha 
was  obliged  to  report  to  the  Board  regu- 
larly. 

The  Marquess  of  Stditimry  coald  not 
conceive  a  more  perfeet  system  of  raadioal 
relief  than  that  which  was  at  present 
adopted.  He  conceived  that  the  poweas 
of  the  Conuaissioaers  wave  pradeally 
exercised,  aad  he  should  be  soiry  to  see 
them  dtmiaished. 

The  Marqueai  of  Bmte  woald  lay,  Cran 
what  he  had  witaeaeed  in  his  owa  part  af 
the  country,  that  the  poor  wece  aiach 
better  atteeded  to  now,  aritfa  acepect  U> 
medical  relief,  than  ibey  weia  uaaer  the 
old  eystem.  If  proper  attendanee  wan 
not  given,  the  fault  lay  with  the  goaidiana* 
and  with  theai  only.  He  slmigilv  ob- 
jected to  very  iaiga  tmioas,  wbieii,  m 
many  ioataaces,  might  be  prodaetiva  af 
somethlae  tFcry  aearly  aosoaatsiig  to  a 
denial  oc  jaatica^fer  it  «aa  amfioanMe 
lof  «K|»  asoaiDdiaiia  ia  thoae  vml  ailaaaiiK 
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unions  to  perform  tlieir  duties  efficiently: 
In  his  opinion,  seven  miles  ought  to  be 
the  extreme  distance  from  the  central 
point  of  any  union.  That  was  the  distance 
fixed  by  law  for  the  residence  of  those 
who  claim  to  vote  in  boroughs ;  and  he 
thought  it  was  not  right  that  poor 
people  should  be  obliged  to  come  from  a 
far  greater  distance  to  make  their  appeal 
to  the  Board  of  Guardians.  The  rules  of 
the  Commissioners  were,  he  conceived,  too 
strict  in  many  cases.  He  regretted,  for 
instance,  that  the  paupers  in  workhouses 
were  not  allowed  to  proceed  to  the  parish 
church. 

Petition  laid  on  the  table. 

HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 

Monday,  April  17,1 837. 

MiNUTU.]  Bill!.  Reid  a  fint  time  t-^uminary  Convio- 
Uoiu  (Juvenile  Oflbiden). 

PeCHIom  presented.  By  Mr.  I>AVKXPOitr  end  oUmt  Hon. 
MsMBSiM,  twm  wio«u  |llaoe^  agiUntt  the  impoied  Mea- 
sure; ud  by  Mr.  Oro  Mid  other  Hon.  MjtMBana,  from 
various  placet^  for  (he  proposed  Measure  fbr  the  Abolition 
of  Ch«idi4ales.«>By  Mr.  Home  and  Lord  WoasLKv, 
ftom  Taiious  places,  ton  Amendment  of  Poor-law  Aot.— By 
Sir  John  Ttrrbll,  from  theOuardianB  of  Thame  Union, 
Ibr  the  Poor-law  Aet-^By  Mr.  HaitrLTOw,  ftom  Clogher, 
ihattlia  present  syatm  of  Natkmal  Edocetion  (Irdand), 
may  not  be  perusted  in.— By  several  Hon,  MaNBaaa, 
ftom  various  places,  for  Amendment  of  Factories*  Act- 
By  Mr.  BsLL,  Awn  Cbal  Mine  Owners  of  Durham  and 
Northumberland,  egainet  Metropolis  Imptuvements^— 
By  Mr.  W.  Wynn,  ftom  Montgomery,  against  Appro- 
priating the  Surplus  Revenue  of  St  Asaph  and  Bangor,  to 
UMiocMaeeofthebieoroe  or  other  BUiopriest  and^ataMt 
the  Creation  oC  two  new  Biahopriosi  and  fttMB  varioat 
parts  of  Salop,  against  Highway  Act.— By  Mr.  PoNaonav 
and  My.  NicBOtAaFrrtsisfON,  from  Derby,  for  Reduction 
«f  Duty  aa  Fiia  IftsuiaBoei.— By  General  Ltooii>  flam 
Stouibridgeb  to  UmH  the  number  of  Beer  Honees,  and 
preventing  Beer  beiqg  drank  on. the  Premises.— By  Mr. 
POK  Ma  VIA,  from  Stonehouse.  fbr  the  Amendment  of  the 
JLiw  relating  to  Statute  Labour. 

Beiohton  Railway.]  The  adjourned 
debate  on  the  appointment  of  a  Select 
CSommittee  to  exaoiioe  whether  any  false 
evidence  bad  been  knowingly  and  wilfully 
given  before  the  Sub->Co«mtttee  on  peti* 
tioQs  for  private  Bills  in  respect  of  Ste* 
pbeoson's  line  of  Brighton  railway  was 
resumed, 

Mr.  CmUis  said,  be  was  always  un- 
willtng  to  take  up  tbe  time  of  the  House ; 
it  was  his  wish  to  have  seen  the  matter 
settled  when  the  questioa  was  last  under 
consideratioo.  The  case  was  sinply  this: 
—The  petitioner  (Mr.  Mills)  stated,  that 
the  pleas  and  sections  delivered  in  by  the 
parties  to  Stephenson's  line,  were  not  in 
a«eordanoe  with  tim  standing  orders,  and 
it  was  aUegedf  that  in  131  instances  the 
iMPdeo  bftd  90t  been  complied  with.    It 


was  further  alleged,  tha 
these  deviations,  the  evic 
the  Committee  went  t 
orders  had  been  fully  cc 
it  was  complained,  that 
been  knowingly  and  wil 
an  intention  of  imposing  < 
When  such  allegations  h 
thought  the  House  was 
investigation,  and  all  the 
for  was  a  Committee, 
might  prove  the  chsrge^ 
forward. 

Lord  G.  Lennox  coi 
motion  for  a  Committee 
purpose  of  proving  tha 
Stephenson's  line  had  s 
but  was  made  with  a  view 
line  again  introduced  to 
therefore  trusted  the  ( 
allow  Mr.  Mills's  line  to 
forward,  or  take  any  step 
the  etfect  of  injuring  o 
phenson's  line. 

Mr.  Greene  wished  to 
from  a  difficult  position 
have  been  placed,  had  i 
the  original  motion.  It 
practice  of  the  House  t 
investigation  in  regard 
orders,  after  the  seconc 
Bill,  and  he  thought  t 
act  most  justly  by  adbe 
which  it  had  laul  dow 
motion  was  framed,  the  < 
have  had  to  inquire  wt 
tng  orders  had  or  had 
plied  with,  and  it  was  f< 
had  wished  the  discusiio 
poned. 

Lord  G.  Somerset  thoi 
gone  by,  for  tbe  House 
investigation,  iu  regard  I 
non-compliance  with  thf 
He  did  not  wish  to  givi 
to  parties  making  factic 
BilU;  and  taking  into 
the  circumstances  of  tl 
he  was  prepaied  to  vote 
although  be  would  oppoi 
introduce  Mills's  lineag 
the  progress  of  the  BiU 
line.  Fraud  Having  b 
considered  the  House  b< 
Committee. 

Colonel  ITomI  believed 
proceedings  originated  w 
engineer,  wfaose  own  I 

tlmwii  out,  wM  now  ett 
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Of  a  rival  line,  and  he  would 
ote  againftt  the  appointment  of 


Peehell  woold  vote  for  a  Corn- 
he  was  persuaded  it  was  not 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Sussex 
;,  by  a  side  wind,  to  throw  out 
I's  line,  or  to  procure  the  re* 
m  of  Millifs  line. 
BarcUuf  opposed  the  motion, 
littee  were  to  go  into  all  the 
iiich  had  been  brought  forward 
to  Stephenson's  line,  the  whole 
portion  of  the  Session  would 
icient  for  the  investigation ;  and 
lid  be  necessary  to  go  through 
f  in  order  to  establish  whether 
or  had  not  been  practised.  It 
id,  too,  that  the  investigation 
i  affect  Stephenson's  line,  but 
imittee  reported,  that  fraud  had 
tised,  he  would  put  it  to  the 
ether  they  could  allow  the  Bill 
snson's  line  to  go  on.  Could 
send  the  clerks  and  agents  to 
and  yet  allow  the  Company,  the 
:>fiting  by  the  fraud,  to  proceed 
Bill?  The  thing  was  impossible, 
was,  that  they  were  to  look 
natter  as  a  dispute  betwixt  two 
lanies,  one  of  which  having  been 
sr  by  the'  House,  now  attempted 
ver  the  other;  and  if  the  House 
ant  the  Committee  prayed  for, 
he  vrould  ask,  would  it  be  before 
petitions  presented  from  other 
sanies,  praying  for  similar  Com* 
In  every  case  they  would  have 
ed  parties  looking  out  for  small 
I  from  the  standing  orders,  and 
ng  vexations  opposition  to  every 
ig.  In  the  present  case,  the 
were  small,  and  he  thought, 
it  would  be  better  to  refuse  the 
B,  than  establish  a  precedent 
ht  be  attended  with  the  woret 
ces  as  regarded  the  transaction 
I  by  the  House.  He  had  been 
to  the  Committee,  but  the 
aich  had  been  expressed  I9  the 
.  Gentleman  in  the  chair,  had 
him  that  it  would  be  wise  to 
prayer  of  the  petition,  as  from 
>n  he  bad  been  persuaded  of  the 
the  precedent  which  would  be 
vere  they  to  comply  with  the 
r  investigation. 

tw  Lefewre  could  not  see  how 
o's  line  covld  go  on,  were  the 


allegations  proved,  and,  were  a  Committee 
granted,  it  would  be  necessary  to  put  a 
stop  to  the  proceedings  in  regard  to  that 
line,  till  its  report  was  made,  which  would 
give  the  other  competing  lines  an  unftur 
advantage,  supposing  no  fraud  ihoatd  b« 
established. 

Mr.  Pouleii  Thomson  was  afraid,  that 
owing  to  the  great  importance  of  this 
railway,  and  in  consequence  of  the  excite- 
ment which  had  been  produced  on  this 
question,  hon.  Gentlemen  might  be  apt  to 
look  at  it  merely  with  reference  to  this 
particular  Brighton  railway,  and  not,  as 
ne  was  disposed  to  regard  it,  with  refer- 
ence to  the  future  proceedings  of  that 
House.  They  would  do  well,  in  fail 
opinion,  to  consider,  before  they  estab- 
lished a  precedent  of  this  nature ;  for  if  he 
were  not  much  mistaken,  in  no  case  had 
a  Select  Committee  of  Inquiry  been  ap- 
pointed, either  when  the  Bill  had  passed 
the  second  reading,  or  been  before  a 
Committee.  But  he  found  from  the  pe« 
titions  on  the  table,  from  which  he  had 
carefaliy  endeavoured  to  make  himself 
acquainted  with  the  merits  of  this  case, 
that  Mr.  Mills  made  certain  allegations 
respecting  the  conduct  of  agents  on  Ste- 
phenson's  line ;  but  he  did  not  show  that, 
at  the  time  yihen  these  questions  were 
dealt  with  by  the  Committee,  he  was  not 
cognisant  of  the  practices  himself,  and 
therefore  the  House  was  called  to  afford 
this  Committee  to  inquire  into  false  evi- 
dence, of  which  he  was  cognisant  at  the 
time  the  Bill  was  before  the  Committee ; 
or  of  which,  at  least,  he  did  not  show  that 
he  was  not  cognisant.  If  the  House  were 
te  yield  on  this  occasion,  there  would  be 
nothing  to  prevent  any  parties  from  trump- 
ing up  a  petition  for  a  Select  Committee 
upon  every  recurrence  of  a  case  at  all 
similar  to  the  present.  There  was  another 
point  well  worthy  the  consideration  of  the 
House,  viz.,  whether  it  would  be  possible 
for  them  to  sanction  further  proceedings 
on  the  part  of  the  promoters  of  Stephen - 
son*8  line,  in  case  the  Committee  asked 
for  were  to  report,  that  the  initiative  of 
their  Bill  had  been  obtained  on  false 
grounds?  If  this  Committee  were  ap- 
pointed, there  would  be  nothing  to  pre* 
vent  the  time  of  the  House  from  being 
occupied,  day  after  day,  with  petitions  of 
a  similar  prayer.  Let  it  he  considered 
also,  that  all  that  could  be  done  by  the 
Select  Committee  would  be,  to  inquire 
whether  the  allegations  of  the  petitioner 
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were  true  or  false ;  but  if  they  were  false, 
the  Committee  had  no  power  to  punish 
the  petitioner*  If  the  House  were  to  grant 
the  Committee,  the  probability  was,  that 
they  would  be  involved  in  application  after 
application  for  Committees  of  Inquiry,  by 
which  the  time  of  the  House  would  be 
much  occupied,  and  he  could  not  help 
thinking  g^eat  injustice  done  to  parties 
concerned  in  railway  and  similar  under- 
takings. He  was  willing  to  admit,  to  a 
certain  extent,  that  it  was  necessary,  for 
the  support  of  the  dignity  of  their  proceed- 
ings, that  conduct  such  as  that  complained 
of,  should  be  investigated ;  but  he  did 
not  admit,  this  fully,  for  he  did  not 
think  that  Mr.  Mills  had  shown  that  he 
was  unaware  of  the  circumstances  he  now 
stated,  when  the  Bill  was  before  the  Com- 
mittee; and,  therefore,  he  did  not  think 
the  House  ought  to  allow  Mr.  Mills  to  do 
that  then,  which  he  had  omitted  to  do 
before  the  proper  tribunal.  The  injustice 
which  it  had  been  contended  would  be 
done^  by  allowing  this  Bill  to  proceed 
upon  faue  evidence  was,  in  his  opinion,  as 
nothing,  when  compared  with  the  incon- 
venience which  the  contrary  practice  would 
entail  upon  the  House.  The  great  object 
of  the  House  in  its  resolutions  respecting 
private  business,  in  the  appointment  of 
the  Committee  of  forty-two,  and  in  its 
other  regulations  on  this  head,  was,  in  his 
opinion,  to  provide  that  there  should  be 
no  application  of  this  nature  to  the  House, 
but  that  the  Sub-Committee  should  de- 
cide ;  because  it  was  clear  that  the  House 
was  not  the  fittest  body  to  try  those 
questions.  He  was  decidedly  opposed  to 
the  appointment  of  the  Committee,  and 
he  thought  that  the  House  might  as 
well  rescind  all  their  Resolutions  respect- 
ing questions  of  this  kind,  and  debate 
them  in  full  House,  as  appoint  that  Com- 
mittee. 

Motion  negatived* 

Breach  of  Privilege — Poor-Law 
Committee.]  Mr.  Fazakerley  brought 
up  a  special  report  from  this  Committee, 
which  was  read  at  the  table  by  the  clerk, 
and  which  purported  that  the  Committee, 
had  felt  bound  to  report  specially  to  the 
House  that  parts  of  the  eviaence  and  do- 
cuments which  had  been  produced  before 
the  Committee,  and  which  had  not  yet 
been  presented  to  the  House,  had  appeared 
in  The  True  Sun  evening  newspaper  of 
Friday  and  Saturday  last. 


The  Report  having  been  ordered 
on  the  Table, 

Mr.  Fazakerley  said,  that  he  presi 
the  House  would  be  desirous  to  take 
time  to  consider  the  subject  to  \ 
the  report  referred ;  and  that 
thought  he  should  best  consult  the  i 
ests  of  the  case  by  simply  moving  o 
present  occasion  that  the  Report  be  pi 
with  the  votes,  and  taken  into  consi 
tion  to-morrow. 

Ordered. 

Breach  op  Privileoe— Expl 
TioN  of  Sir  Edward  Codrino' 
Sir  Edward  Codrington  rose,  and 
dressed  the  House  in  nearly  the  folK 
terms :  Sir,  1  rise  to  complain  of  a  bi 
of  the  privilege  of  this  House  on  th( 
of  The  Morning  Pout  newspaper,  in  h 
misrepresented  what  I  said  the 
evening :  and,  indeed,  what  was  sa 
other  hon.  Members  also.  In  eacl 
that  which  has  been  reported  has 
equally  erroneous ;  and  in  saying  I 
do  not  mean  to  impute  motives  t( 
man  on  a  matter  which  might  have  1 
a  breach  of  the  peace,  and  which 
breach  of  privilege.  I  have  made  ex 
from  the  paper  to  which  Lrefer,  and 
first  refer  to  that  part  of  the  report  i 
is  intended  to  apply  to  myself,  wh 
this.  It  is  reported  that  1  stated,  " 
one,  disapprove  of  Sir  Pnlteney 
colm's  conduct,  and  I  think  that 
men  would  have  been  turned  out  c 
service  if  they  had  acted  in  the  same 
Now,  the  expression  which  I  reall 
use  was,  that  Sir  Pulteney  Malcolr 
in  what  he  had  done  subjected  himi 
be  tried  by  a  court-martial.  As,  hov 
I  have  a  letter  in  my  hand  from  Sii 
teney  Malcolm,  I  shall,  I  hope,  be  al 
the  opportunityof  reading  it.  Then,  s 
it  is  further  stated  in  this  report, 
said  Sir  Pulteney  Malcolm  did  not 
the  truth.  I  declare  I  never  hac 
slightest  intention  to  make  any  chai 
the  kind.  I  did  not  and  never  mec 
attribute  to  Sir  Pulteney  Malcolm 
thing  of  the  sort.  I  said  he  spoke 
of  me,  and  I  am  sure  he  will  not  den) 
have  disapproved  of  his  conduct,  bu  t  tr 
no  ill-will  towards  him  on  my  part, 
using  my  observations  as  an  argume 
the  unfortunate  people  whose  cause 
vocated.  I  brought  nothing  perst 
alluding  to  Sir  Pulteney  Malcolm.  I 
and  as  a  matter  pf  indifference  to  pie 
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tber  he  it  in  a  command  or  not : 
a  rival  of  mine;  and  this  fact  I 
be  proved   by  the  correspondenL 
hat  patted  faeCween  ut,    and  « 
printed  in  The  Courier  newspaper 
evening ;  and  I  have  not  the  leas^ 
lion  to  all   the  words  used  being 
known.     So  much,  then,  for  the  ex 
tion  of  that  part  of  the  report  whi 
lates  to  myself.    The  next  error  i 
which   attributes  motives  to  me,  at 
which  it  is  necessary  I  should  take  nc 
In  the  report  of  the  observations  give 
my  gallant    Friend  below  me  (Adm 
Adam)  he  is  represented  as  saying,  **  \^ 
did  he  not  make  them  in  an  open  a 
manly  manner,  and  not  by  way  of  im 
nuation  ?** 

Admiral  Adam  could  state  in  a  vet 
few  words  what  he  had  said — 

The  Speaker  suggetted  that  unless  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  rose  to  a  point 
of  order  he  could  not  be  heard. 

Sir  Edward  Codrmgton  i  The  next  pts- 
taga  which  I  shall  refer  to,  at  given  in 
The  MormMg  Post^  it,  I  believe,  and  I 
hope  I  can  prove«  not  tme.  Thete  words 
were  imputed  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
the  Member  for  Cumberland  (Sir  James 
Graham),  and  I  hope  I  shall  find,  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  will  admit  that  they 
were  such  as  ought  not  to  be,  and  were 
not,  used  by  him,  because  they  impute 
motives  to  me,  which  is  a  proceeding  not 
warranted  by  Parliamentary  usage.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  is  said  to  have  de- 
clared, '*  I  admit  that  I  am  responsible 
for  having  superseded  the  honourable  and 
gallant  officer,  and  that  I  did  so  because 
I  would  not  listen  to  insinuations  and 
charges  which  were  made  in  such  a 
manner  as  the  insinuations  and  charges 
made  to  me  were  made.*'  Now,  allow 
me  to  say,  that  the  origin  of  my  referring 
tliis  subject  to  the  ri^^ht  hon.  Gentleman 
wat  the  complaintt  which  were  made  to 
me  by  the  men  engaged  in  the  battle  of 
Navarino,  who  asked  for  some  remunera« 
tion  for  their  losses.  Sec,  I  remember  that 
that  gratuity  was  a  long  time  before  it 
was  paid,  the  poor  fellows  having  had  all 
their  clothes  torn  ofl'  their  backs.  But  I 
complained,  moreover,  that  these  men, 
wlio  had  been  in  the  battle,  had  neither  pay 
nor  anything  else  beyond  this  gratuity. 
I  Iteard  that  others  who  were  not  in  the 
bstlle  shared  amongst  them  two.  French 
crowns  which  bad  been  obtained  from  the 
Gibing  upof  gnott  TbM  report  r«|ched  m. 
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"  Sir- 
speech  in 
as  report, 
statea  tha< 
the  service 
of   the     IV! 
understood 
some  brass  ^ 
at  Navarino, 
ceeds  shared 
Asia,  and  tha 
Government 
building  a  Ho. 
my  own  reside 
have  made  the 
impression  as  to 
ceed  to  slate  wh. 
of  an  officer,  am 
attentive  consider 
as  you  may  have 
have  done  my  chj, 
place  in  the  House 
been  misipforme^^r 


ISM 


ExpUmaiiwfif  {AmLl7}         SirKCodrin 


gmt  weM  tiktn  up  iiroin  the  wrecks  at  Naya* 
rino  by  a  boat  of  the  Asia^  and  that  Captaia 
Hope  Johnstooe  proposed  tp  me  that  they 
should  be  sold,  and  the  money  divided  amongst 
those  who  had  got  them  up ;  of  this  I  approved, 
and  it  was  so  divided.  In  reply  to  the  other 
charge,  1  have  to  state  that  in  the  year  1830 
I  purchased  a  piece  of  land  near  to  Athens, 
for  the  purpose  of  building  a  small  House  to 
perpetuate  my  name  in  Greece^  in  whose  wel- 
fare I  was  strongly  interested.  In  January, 
1831,  the  authorities  who  were  engaged  in  the 
settlement  of  Greece  were  assembled  at 
Salamis,  and  were  on  the  point  of  making  a 
finish,  when  they  received  instructions  to  stop, 
as  the  ministers  of  the  alliance  had  hopes  of 
obtaining  an  extension  of  the  proposed  limits, 
Uraat  was  the  disappointment,  and  the  Greeks 
began  to  despair  of  ever  seeing  the  country 
settled  ;  to  show,  however,  that  I  considered 
that  the  delay  was  but  temporary,  I  gave 
directions  to  prepare  to  build  my  House  ;  the 
three  residents  of  the  alliance  accompanied 
me  to  the  sp<ft,  and  all  urged  me  to  enlarge 
my  plan*  I  was  induced  to  listen  to  their 
t>Vgg^tions,  as  it  enabled  me  to  show  the 
Greeks  the  supenority  of  tlie  Maltese  workmen 
a  number  of  whom  went  to  Athens,  where  they 
got  full  employment.  Capo  d'Istria,  the  then 
President  of  Greece,  said  to  me  that  I  had 
confefred  a  real  benefit  on  his  country  by 
beginning  to  build  a  House,  as  it  gave  confi- 
dence to  those  who  were  desirous  to  do  the 
same,  and  who  had  purchased  lands  from  the 
Turks,  but  were  disbearteoed  when  we 
separated  at  Salamis,  I  had  been  in  com- 
munication with  Sir  V.  Ponsonby,  and  had  the 
best  means  for  obtaining  employment  for  the 
Maltese  in  Greece,  and  this  appeared  to  me 
a  good  beginning.  When  at  Malta  I  employed 
the  best  workmen  to  make  doors  and  windows 
for  this  House,  and  X  purchased  many  articles 
for  the  building,  which  I  sent  to  Greece  by  a 
Greek  brig,  wliich  I  hired  for  the  purpose ; 
but  I  remember  that  Captain  Lyons,  of  the 
Madagascar,  proposed  to  roe  to  take  the  win- 
dows into  his  cabin,  as  they  might  be  broken 
in  the  brig,  and  I  consented,  as  he  was  bound 
to  Athens;  some. polished  stoves  were  taken 
<>n  hoard  the  Britannia,  but  her  destination 
being  changed  when  at  sea.  Captain  Hawkins, 
of  the  Aaleigh,  who  was  bound  to  Athens, 
proposed  (hat  he  should  take  them  up,  and  I 
consented*  These  are  the  only  circumstances 
which  I  can  recollect,  and  surely  these  acts  are 
not  to  be  construed  into  employing  Govern- 
meal  veesels  for  private  emolument. 

f'  I  am  your  most  obedient  ser?ant, 

PULTEHEV  MaLCOI^M.'' 

<<  Admiral  Sir  £.  Codrington." 

Now  I  wish  not  to  make  a  single  com- 
mant ;  I  leave  the  matter  in  the  hands  of 
the  House.  I  will  say  nothing  further  than 
that  I  wish  it  to  be  understood  that  no 
reflection  is  thrown  by  me  on  the  character 
pf  Sir  PiitUney  Mal^liPf 


SitJameM  Qraham%M 
fallen  from  the  hon.  anc 
who  had  just  sat  down,  t 
expect  him  to  say  a  few 
He  would  first  address  hit 
of  the  subject  which  re 
Malcolm,  for  it  was  in 
gallant  Friend  on  a  for 
he  was  tempted  to  add 
As  he  understcod  tiie  h 
Officer,  he  now  retract 
reflecting  on  the  honour  o1 
As  he  understood  the  li 
Officer,  he  said  he  had  nc 
which  certainly  hehadsei 
reported  in  the  newspapei 
on  his  recollection,  he  th 
what  he  heard.  But  sii 
gallant  Officer  had  with 
was  bound  to  believe  that 
th6m,-~namely,  '*  that  I 
had  spoken  freely  of  him 
be  had  said  was  not  tra< 
Officer  now  denied  havi 
words,  and  after  that  c 
Graham  conld  not  belie 
done<  so.  He  was  quite 
denial  would  be  sattsfactoi 
to  the  House,  and  to  hit 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Ofii 
he  was  most  anxious 
character  of  the  profeesioi 
longed.  There  could 
legitimate  object,  and 
discussion  might  create  thi 
sure  of  this,  that  the  chan 
admiral  could  never  be  a  r 
ence  to  the  represeniativ 
people.  It  was  of  the  last 
a  man  who  had  stood,  as 
had  done,  in  that  situation 
should,  notwithstanding 
honour  vindicated ,  or  else  \ 
vices  he  might  be  rendere< 
tmhappy  and  wretched  i 
stood  the  matter  with  rf 
charges  which  had  been  '' 
by  the  hon. and  gallant  M 
by  the  personal  altercat 
and  Sir  P.  Malcolm,  ani 
the  first  of  those  chargei 
P.  Malcolm  had  allowed  i 
that  were  lost  during  the 
rino  to  be  fished  up  ar 
produce  to  be  shared  as  f 
was  the  exact  meaning 
*'  shared  as  prize-money 
men  in  the  House  knew 

fectly  w^li,    )t  wa»i  >ha 
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ly  if  any  money  was  dis- 

in  that  money*  Tbere- 
tion  of  those  words  was, 
klcolm  had  shared  in  the 
e  on  the  occasion  alluded 
stood  the  facty  as  now 
llant  Officer  ?    The  guns 

by  certain  beats'  crews 
lis  Majesty's  ship  Asia, 
ihip  ?  The  flag-ship  of  the 
It  the  battle  of  Navarino. 
ship's  company  ?  It  con- 
ary  men  who  fought  with 
gallant  Officer  deny  that  ? 
ton  :  ParHy.]  The  ship's 
Asia  fought  in  the  battle 
rhen  thehon.  and  gallant 
irseded  by  Sir  P.  Malcolm, 
he  Board  of  Admiralty,  he 

on  board  the  same  ship, 
insfer  of  the  ship's  crew* 
i  crew  that  fished  up  the 
were  sold,  and  the  money 
it  those  who  had  picked 
I  people,  or  at  least  the 
of  them,  being  men  who 
th  the  gallant  officer  at 

second  charge  against  Sir 
I,  that  having  purposed  to 
in  Greece,  on  speculation, 
le  King's  ships  to  convey 
bich  the  house  was  built 
Athens.  Tlie  gallant  ad- 
ted  the  fact,  and  the  hon. 
icer  opposite  had  read  his 
hts  own  words,  to  the 
the  policy  or  impolicy  of 
>use,  that  was  b«iide  the 
did  he  build  the  house  on 
Lnd  if  he  did,  did  he 
ng's  ships  to  convey  the 
»t  on  which  the  house  was 
Sir  P.  Malcolm,  in  the 
id  been  just  read  to  the 
;ted,  on  his  honour  as  an 
reighted  a  Greek  brig  from 
purpose  of  conveying  those 

0  escceptions,  wnich  were 
:•— Some   window  frames 

1  been  manafactured  at 
t  care  and  at  considerable 
iptain  Lyons,  who  was  in 
is  Majesty's  ship  Mada- 
bat  they  were  about  to  be 

other  public  stores  on 
\k  brig,  proposed  to  his 
purpose  of  taking  greater 
lat  he  should  convey  them 
lich  he  commanded.    But 


were  they  so  conveyed  under  Ibeoideitftf 
Sir    P.   Malcolm  ?    Or  was   there  any 
derangement  of  the  rules,  or  discipline,  or 
convenience,  that  should  be  maintained 
on  board  the  ship  ?    So  far  from  anything 
of  the  sort.  Captain  Lyons,  as  a  private 
mark   of   esteem  and     goodwill    to  his 
admiral,  conveyed  them  in  his  own  cabin. 
Then  it  appeared,  that  there  was  some 
ornamental  stove-work  taken  on  board  the 
Britannia,  but  when  at  sea  her  destinatbn 
was  changed,  and  they  were  trans-shipped 
on  board  the  small  brig  Raleigh,  which 
was  bound  to  Athens.     But  tl^  gallant 
admiral  had  retracted  the    expressioiis. 
[Sir  E»  Codringtcn :  I  deny  having  used 
them.]     Far   be    it    from    him,    havine 
answered  the  two  public  charges  which 
the  gallant  Officer  had  made  and  now 
withdrawn,   to  resume  anything  of    the 
angry  tone  of  the  debate  the  otli^r  night; 
but   still,  after  what  had  passed,  com^ 
sidering   the    high  character  of  Sir  P. 
Malcolm,  considering  how  preciotts  the 
character  of  such  a  nan  most  be  la  bim 
as  a  friend,  conndering  bow  important  the 
matter  was  to  the  country,  and  ooosidtriog 
the  high  station  and  comiexioas  of  the 
gallant  admiral  alluded  to,  sad  thmt  a 
slur  cast  on  any  portion  of  his  condoet, 
under  any  circumstances,  ought,  if  mijost, 
to  be  entirely  removed,  he  tboaght  he 
should  be  pardoned  if  he  intruded  on  the 
time  of  the  House  so  far  as  to  make  the 
few  observations  he  had  yet  to  offer  in 
vindication  of  Sir  P.  Malcolm  as  an  officer 
and  a  gentleman.    He  wished  to  caM  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  question  wbo 
this  highly  -  gifted  officer  was?    Tb^re 
might  be  instances  of  officers  being  eie. 
vated  by  means  of  aristocratic  fHends  and 
connexions ;  such,  however,  vnui  not  Um 
case  with  Sir  P.  Malcolm.    Ha  was  the 
son  of  a  humble  sheep^naer,  and  had 
won  his  way  to  fame  as  his  bratber.  Sir 
John  Malcolm,  had  done,  withovi  kwtn^ 
any  powerful  friends  to  back  htm,or  patlia* 
mentary  influence  to  help  him.    He  had 
risen  to  the  highest  honours  in  his  prcK 
fession  by  his  own  manly  exertions  i  a&d 
his  transcendent  merits,  if  they  had  begn 
questioned    in   that    House    tha    other 
evening,  had  never  been  qnestiotted  befora. 
He  enjoyed  a  spotless  reputation,  ami  h« 
possessed  in  an  eminent  degree  the 
ship  and  confidence  of  the  greatest 
in  this  country  now  Ihring,  as  ha  had  of 
those  who  had  departed.    He  was  Ibe 
comrade  in  arms  of  Nelson,  and  tha  sbip 
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ift  bi§  fleet  which  he  commanded  had  the 
ipleiMiid  designation  of  the  happy  Do« 
negal;  He  still  had  the  friendship  of  the 
fiist  general  of  the  day — the  Duke  of 
Wellington* .  It  was  he  who  first  conveyed 
ffom  the  Cape  to  India  the  future  hero  of 
Amaye,  and  who  landed  on  the  Peninsula 
its  future  conqueror ;  and  it  was  at  the 

Kcial  desire  of  the  Duke  of  Wellington 
t  the  flag  of  SirPulteney  Malcolm  was 
flying  at  Ostend  when  the  destinies  of  the 
civilized  world  were  decided  on  the  field 
of  Waterloo.  Did  his  character  end  there  ? 
It  was  a  remarkable  circumstance,  he  was 
not  only  the  friend,  of  the  conqueror,  but 
he  had  an. opportunity  of  becoming  inti- 
mately   acquainted  with  the  conquered. 
His  flag  was  hoisted  at  St.  Helena  during 
the  exile  of  Napoleon,  and  he  made  every 
lawful  exertion  to  soothe  his  sorrows  and 
mitigate   his    painful  situation.    By  the 
kindness  of  his  disposition  and  behaviour 
be  won  the  .confidence  of  that  distin* 
guisbed   man,    who  gratefully  acknow- 
ledged, io  his  last  moments,  the  genero* 
sity  and  benevolence  that  had  marked  Sir 
P.  Malcolm's   demeanour  towards  htm. 
Although,  he  had  incurred  the  displeasure 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Admiral  opposite, 
he  was  still  in  the  enjoyment  of  the  friend- 
ship he  had  won  amongst  the  living,  and 
he  trusted,  that  whatever  other  efiect  this 
discussion  might  produce,  it  would  leave 
the  honour  of  Sir  P.  Malcolm  untarnished 
by   anything  that  had  taken  place.    So 
much  for  what  related  to  Sir  P.  Malcolm. 
But  something  had  fallen  from  the  gallant 
Admiral  with  reference  to  himself.    He 
was  not  present  during  any  part  of  the 
discussion  which   occurred  on  a  former 
evening  until  within  a  minute  of  the  close 
of  the  speech  of  the  gallant  Admiral.  He 
had  no.soooer  made  his  appearance  in  the 
House  and  taken  his  seat  than  the  gallant 
Officer,  without  the  slightest  notice,  and 
quite  contrary  to  any  expectation  on  his 
part,  opened  a  sharp  fire  on  him,  and 
without  any.  premeditation,  or  a  moment's 
reflection,  ne  was  compelled  to  rise  and 
vindicate   the   character  of  the  gallant 
ofiScer,  bis  Friend.    But  (continued  the 
right  hon.  Baronet)  I  spoke.  Sir,  under 
ymit  correction,  and  if  I  had  said  any 
thing  contrary  to  the  rules  of  the  House 
yon  would  have  checked  me,  and  cer- 
tainly I  may  say,  that  you  have  never 
found  me  unwilling  to  obey  your  autho. 
rity.    But,  Sir,  if  you    had   omitted  to 
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check  me,  hon.  Gentlen 
side  would  have  called  i 
were  wrong.  Nothing,  h 
me  to  call  for  any  such  ini 
not  responsible  for  an} 
newspaper  of  what  I  sa 
Officer  did  not  interrupt 
night;  he  saw  me  here  o 
did  not  ask  roe  for  an] 
will  not  pledge  myself  aa 
words  which  I  did  use ; 
reports  of  what  took  place 
in  ail  the  four  morning  ] 
accurate ;  at  least,  they 
speech  than  I  was  able  to 
was  nothing  in  these  r< 
not  intend  to  say,  or  say 
have  nothing  to  retract— 
draw  or  deny.  I  am  sat 
said  nothing  contrary  to. 
House,  and  with  that  coi 
I  have  nothing  to  explaii 

Sir  Edward  Codringi 
withstanding  the  cheers 
compauied  the  concluaii 
hon.  Baronet's  speech,  I 
heard  fairiy,  as  soon  as  : 
subsided.  He  had  states 
that  he  did  not  wish  t< 
this  question  ;  but  what< 
consequences,  either  in 
he  had  endeavoured  to  d 
just  to  Sir  Pulteney  M 
him  from  any  imputation 
because  he  believed  S 
word  of  honour.  He  w 
that  the  right  hon.  Bi 
some  most  gross  allu 
ought  not  to  haye  made, 
the  head  of  the  Admira 
have  known,  the  Asia  c 
and  had  half  her  crew 
ments  were  made  to  hii 
who  had  served  under  h 
that  others  who  had  r 
battle,  had  shared  the 
from  the  sale  of  the  gum 
He  would  now  correct 
believing,  as  he  did,  thi 
Malcolm.  Did  it,  then, 
hon.  Baronet  to  taunt  I 
hon.  Baronet  had  not  c 
the  question  which  had  1 
He  would,  then,  distinc 
he  used  the  words  impute 
He  would  read  them  agai 

The  iS|p6a^erunderstoo 
were  taken  to  particular 
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[>net ;  if  sacli  wa§  the  case 
have  been  taken  at  the 

7odripgton  scarcely  under* 
m  in  which  he  stood.  The 
net  had  spoken  generally, 
at  all  answered  the  ques- 
le,  (Sir  E.  Godrin^on) 
r  was,  whether  the  right 
d  made  use  of  these  words 
eport  stated  him  to  have 
Imit  that  I  am  responsible 
rseded  the  hon.  and  gal- 
J  that  I  did  so  because  I 
en  to  insinuations  and 
^ere  made  in  such  a  man- 
lations  and  charges  made 
i.  Those  who  were  fully 
m  a  correct  opinion  of  the 
PttUeney  Malcolm  I  con* 
w  feel  it  my  bounden  duty 
I  totally  disbelieved  the 

against  him.  Sir,  had 
y  foundation  for  these 
lot  Sir  Pulteney  Malcolm 
id  upon  to  answer  them 
bunal    to  whkh  he 'was 

never  was,  and  I  there- 
ither  hard  the  hon.  and 
lould  have  attempted,  for 
hisper  away  his  character 
ing  his  name,  an(il  the 
t  Officer  found  himself 
irner."  Why,  Sir,  I  be- 
a  character  to  sustain  as 
[teney  Malcolm,  and  1 
laterial  that  the   House 

to  make  my  statement ; 
\t  hon.  Gentleman  has 
rcording  to  the  Report 
perseded  me  in  the  com* 
t|  and  that  he  so  super- 
ount  of  the  insinuations 
de  against  Sir  Pulteney 
I  beg  at  once  to  ask  him 
so  supersede  me  on  the 
I  ?  I  put  a  direct  ques- 
:hstanding  the  cheerers, 
lion.  Baronet  will  give  a 


ham  said,  he  bad  already 
gallant  Officer,  that  he 
le  for  the  correctness  or 
my  reports  which  might 
the  morning  papers,  but 
were  generally  accurate, 
lant  Admiral  had  heard 
le  occasion  in  question  : 
[unity  of  calling  him  to 


order  at  the  moment,  and  of  aaking  for  an 
explanation;  but  on Tbaraday  n^t the 
gallant  Admiral  bad  omitted  that  oppor- 
tunity; and  he  was  in  the  House,  too,  on 
Friday,  but  the  gallant  Admiral  had  not 
asked  for  an  explanation.  Notwithstand- 
ing all  his  respect  for  the  House,  be 
firmly  but  respectfully  refused  to  give  any 
explanation  of  the  words  uaed. 

Admiral  Adam  said,  that  cailed  upon 
as  he  had  been  by  his  hon.  and  galbitit 
Friend,  he  could  not  refuse  to  say  that 
the  words  which  had  been  imputed  to  him 
he  had  not  uttered.  It  was  said,  in  the 
report  of  The  Morning  Poft  that  be  had 
declared  that  his  gallant  Friend  did  that 
by  insinuation  which  be  would  not  do 
openly.  Now,  what  be  (Admiral  Adam) 
did  say  was,  that  he  could  not  but  eipreas 
his  rrgret  and  surprise  that  these  charges, 
if  they  could  not  be  anbstantiated  at  the 
time,  should  be  brought  forward  after 
they  had  so  long  lain  dormant ;  mora  es*- 
pecially  when  the  gallant  Officer  to  wbom 
they  referred  was,  at  the  time,  on  full  pay 
ana  amenable  to  a  GoofC-martial.  He 
went  on  to  say  that  be  was  the  mora  tur- 
prised  that  his  gallant  Friend  should  not 
have  brought  forward  these  chaiges  «t  a 
proper  time. 

Captain  Dundoi  eonsideied,  after  whmt 
had  taken  place,  the  hon.  Baronet  op* 
posite  was  bound  to  give  some  explanation 
of  the  language  used  by  him.  Had  there 
been  any  attempt  to  whisper  away  the 
character  of  Sir  P.  Malcolm  for  tbvee 
years  be  must  have  heard  of  it,  and  lie 
would  have  been  the  first  to  call  for  an  ex- 
planation from  the  gallant  Admiral. 

Sir  John  Berffsjord  thoQgbt«  ttmi 
nothing  could  justify  the  expresstons  M 
his  gallant  Friend  ;  but  Uiosa  words  ought 
to  have  been  explained  at  the  momeHt. 
He  rose,  however,  chiefly  to  state  lliat 
which  was  his  own,  and  he  believed  it  -sraa 
the  feeling  of  all  who  knew  Sir  P.  Mai- 
colm,  that  tne  eulogiums  which  had  t>een 
made  on  thnt  gallant  Oflicer*a  condoct 
had  been  such,  as  hts  character  aa  on 
officer  and  a  gi^ntteman  justly  merited. 

Lord  John  Russell  thought  this  dteeoe- 
sijn  should  not  close  without  some  doola- 
ration  from  the  Chair  as  to  what  were  %km 
rules  of  the  House.  The  boo.  and  galhiQt 
Admiral  had  stuled  the  words  reporlod  lo 
have  been  said  by  the  right  hon.  Geofle^ 
man,  and  had  asked  for  an  esplariatioo  of 
those  words,  making  at  the  same  time  « 
statement  which  seemed  to  imply  Ibal 
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■equencei  might  arise  out  of  the  House  as 
well  as  in.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
sitestated  that  he  made  use  of  all  the  expres- 
siotts  attributed  to  him,  in  the  presence  of 
the  gallant  Admiral,  and  as  he  had  not 
asked  for  an  explanation  on  the  night,  or 
on  the  night  after,  he  was  not  bound  to 
make  an  explanation.  On  the  part  of  the 
morning  paper,  he  did  not  think  it  neces- 
sary to  interfere  ;  but  he  thought  it  would 
be  yery  satisfactory  to  the  House  if  the 
Speaker  would  deliver  his  opinion  upon 
the  subject 

The  Speaker :  Undoubtedly  the  course 
pursued  by  the  hon,  and  gallant  Officer  is 
most  irregular.  This  is  the  first  time  in 
my  experience  that  any  hon.  Member  has 
eome  down  to  the  House  witli  a  news* 
paper,  and,  adverting  to  the  material  facts 
of  a  whole  speech,  endeavour  to  found 
upon  them,  questions  applicable  to  the 
iadivklual  to  whom  the  expressions  were 
attributed,  and  put  in  a  shape  which 
would  seem  to  imply  allusions  to  ulterior 
eonsequences.  That,  I  must  say»  is  ex- 
lending  the  rule  greatly  beyond  anything 
I '  have  ever  seen  in  i^rliament ;  and  it 
would  be  most  improper  for  the  House  to 
saaction  any  such  proceeding.  If  any 
thing  was  said  to  which  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Officer  wished  to  take  exception» 
the  exception  should  have  been  taken  at 
the  time.  Under  these  circumstances, 
the  Hoose  has  a  right  to  require  an  as- 
surance from  the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer, 
that  no  ulterior  steps  shall  be  taken  in 
this  matter. 

Sir  Edward  Codrington  expressed  his 
readiness  to  say,  that  he  did  not  hear  the 
words  of  which  he  complained,  and  ther^ 
fore  he  supposed  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  did  not  use  them.  But  seeing 
them  in  the  newspaper,  be  had  directed 
the  right  hon.  Baronet's  attention  to  them, 
and  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  not  deny 
that  he  had  used  ihem.  If  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  would  not  deny  themt  what  was 
the  alternative? -^either  he  denied  them, 
or  he  adopted  them. 

Sir  Robert  Inglu :  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Officer  had  the  same  opportunity  as  other 
Gentlemen  in  the  House  at  the  time  of 
hearing  the  words  if  they  were  used.  If 
the  gallant  Officer  heard  ihem,  he  ought 
to  have  noticed  them  at  the  time.  If  he 
did  not  bear  tliem,  1  submit  to  you.  Sir, 
and  to  the  House,  whether  ihia  discussion 
ought  to  proceed  furtiier.  My  right  hon. 
Friendcertainly  cannot  be  held  responsible. 


either  directly  or  indirectly,  for  an] 
that  may  have  appeared  in  a  newsps 
is  impossible,  therefore,  that  this 
sioo  can  be  continued,  I  think  th< 
entitled  to  ask  the  gallant  Officer  t 
the  assurance  suggested  by  the  Cli 

Admiral  Adam:  It  is,  I  thii 
possible  that  the  right  boo.  Baron< 
J.  Graham)  could  have  meant  to  ra 
of  the  words  in  question,  because, 
of  fact,  he  was  not  in  the  Admirall 
the  hon*  and  gallant  Officer,  (Sir  1 
rington)  was  recalled.  The  galla 
miral  was  recalled  on  the  6th  o 
1828,  when  the  Duke  of  Welling 
Prime  Minister,  and  Lord  Melvil 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty. 

Mr.  WUliams  Wynn  apprehends 
the  gallant  Admiral  had  no  right 
upon  the  right  boo.  Baronet  to  w 
ther  he  denied  or  adopted  the  pub 
that  had  appeared  in  the  newapap 
was  clear,  according  to  the  i 
debate,  that  no  member  had  a  r 
attack  or  make  an  insinuation 
the  character  or  honour  of  anothei 
if  the  gallant  Officer  objected  to  a 
that  had  been  said  by  the  rtgl 
Baronet,  he  ought  to  have  stated 
jection  at  the  time  the  words  wei 
It  was  contrary  to  all  rule  that  hs 
take  up  thereportofa  newspaper,  a 
after  a  lapse  or  several  days,  come 
and  take  such  a  course  as  the  galli 
miral  had  done  that  evening.  A 
species  of  threat  that  had  been 
out,  the  House  had  certainly  a 
call  upon  the  gallant  Officer  to  i 
he  did  not  intend  to  take  any 
step.  The  House  had  a  dear  rigfa 
ercise  that  power,  and  it  never  ha 
to  do  so  when  similar  ciroumstan< 
arisen. 

Sir  Robert  Inglis :  I  moTOy  S 
Sir  Edward  Codrington  be  des 
make  the  assurance  which  has  be 
ternary  in  this  House  on  every 
occasion. 

Sir  Edward  Codrington :  I  mov 
Amendment,  the  Order  of  the  Da 

TheiS^saAer:  The  gallant  Ofij 
placed  his  demand  on  grounds  wl 
altogether  untenable.  I  conce 
Member  of  this  House  is,  or  ougl 
held  responsible  for  any  report,  in 
paper,  of  what  he  mav  have  sail 
place  in  Parliament.  That  being  I 
and  undisputed  rule  of  the  Hous 
not  tliink  the  hon.  and  gallant  C 
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ake  that  demand  of  the 
if  after  the  expression  of 
I  taken  place  upon  the 
ire  the  hon.  and  gallant 
xl  feelings  will  imme- 
t  him  the  propriety  of 
)e  call  which  has  been 

erston:  If,  after  what 
ion.  and  gallant  Officer 
with  the  suggestion  of 
ire  of  the  House,  I  be- 
se  that  can  be  followed, 
Iterior  steps,  will  be  to 
allant  Officer  be  taken 
fthe  Sergeant-at-Arms. 
ill  be  unnecessary. 
'ynn:  The  gallant  Offi- 
it  the  House  has  power, 
f  will  prevent  any  ulte- 
.  The  gallant  Officer 
^quiescence  for  a  longer 
i;  but  putting  off  corn- 
ill  of  the  House,  cannot 
vent  his  ultimate  adop- 
whicb  has  been  pointed 
lubject  himself  to  incon- 
ng  out.  I  hope,  there- 
;e  perceive  the  propriety 

the  wish  that  has  been 
ised. 
iz  With  great  deference 

to  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
id  their  opinions  upon 
id  from  them  as  to  the 
irst  concession  coming 
i  gallant  Admiral,  At 
Qust  say,  that  he  could 
ad  fallen  from  the  gal- 
thought  it  a  great  pity, 
£cer  had  made  use  of 
that  had  that  evening 

The  House  generally 
nd  he  was  sure  that  the 
reflection,  would  regret 
he  thought,  that  the 
t  (Sir  J.  Graham^  who 
itting,  as  he  dia,  the 
>f  the  report,  ought  to 

if  he  entertained  the 
e  same  feeling  as  the 

that,  notwithstanding 

that  report,  it  was  not 
that  the  gallant  Officer 
)  had,  for  three  years, 
sper  away  the  character 
ler  in  arms.  The  right 
1  see,  that  it  was  quite 

gallant  Officer  to  sit 


under  such  an  imputation.  To  briog  tbe 
matter  more  home  to  the  House,  perhaps 
he  might  be  allowed  to  state  what  had 
occurred  in  his  own  case  only  a  short 
time  since.  It  might  be  remembered, 
that  a  few  nights  ago  he  offered  an  opinioa 
in  that  House,  with  respect  to  lord-lieu- 
tenants. A  day  or  two  afterwards,  he 
received  a  letter  from  the  son  of  a  Lord- 
lieutenant  of  a  county,  asking  whether,  ia 
the  expressions  he  had  used,  he  intended 
to  cast  any  reflection  or  any  imputation 
upon  the  writer's  father.  He  immediately 
replied  that  he  had  no  such  intention,  and 
that  he  believed  nothing  had  fallen  from 
him  that  could  justify  the  suspicion.  If 
the  gentleman  who  addressed  him  had 
asked  him  anything  that»  as  a  man  of 
honour,  he  could  not  have  instantly  re- 
plied to,  he  hoped  he  should  have  been 
amongst  the  last  that  would  have  done  so ; 
but  when  he  found  that  the  feelings  of  a 
gentleman  had  been  hurt  by  the  expres* 
sions  he  was  said  to  have  used,  he  would 
not  lose  the  opportunity  affi)rded  to  him 
of  immediately  explaining  them.  Such 
being  the  case,  he  thought  he  was  justified 
in  saying,  that  if  he  stood  in  the  position 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  he  should  im- 
mediately declare  that  he  had  no  tnlentioa 
to  cast  such  an  imputation  on  the  gallant 
Admiral  as  that  which  had  been  pub- 
lished in  the  newspapers,  and  which  ac- 
cused him  of  whispering  away  the  cha- 
racter of  Sir  Pulteney  Malcolm. 

Mr.  Thomas  Duncombe:  The  gallant 
Admiral  does  not  complain  of  that  part  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  speech  in 
which  he  is  reported  to  have  said,  thaU 
the  gallant  Admiral  had,  for  three  years, 
endeavoured  to  whisper  away  the  charac* 
ter  of  Sir  Pulteney  mlcolm.  The  gal- 
lant Admiral's  complaint  is  founded  upon 
these  words  of  the  report :  "  I  admit  that 
I  am  responsible  for  having  superseded 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer ;  and  I  did 
so,  because  I  would  not  listen  to  insinua* 
tions  and  charges  which  were  made  in 
such  a  manner  as  the  insinuations  and 
charges  made  to  me  were  made.''  These 
are  the  words  that  the  gallant  Admiral 
complains  of.  Now,  I  think,  that  the 
gallant  Admiral  puts  upon  these  words  a 
construction  diflerent  from  that  intended 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  I  think,  thai 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Cumberland  (Sir  J.  Graham)  would  have 
used  these  words  in  speaking  of  tlie  gal- 
lant Admiral's  being  superseded,  even  if 
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Sir  P.  Malcolm  had  not  succeeded  him, 
or  even  if  Sir  P.  Malcolm  had  ne^er  ex- 
isted. Then  I  think  my  right  hon.  Friend 
(Sir  J.  Graham)  can  have  no  hesitation  in 
stating,  that  the  gallant  Admiral  was  not 
superseded  in  consequence  of  anything 
that  he  had  levelled  against  the  character 
of  Sir  P.  Malcolm. 

Mr.  Roebuck  thought  it  hardly  worth 
while  to  discuss  the  point  of  privilege  as 
regarded  the  publication  of  reports  of  the 
proceedings  of  that  House.  The  fact  was 
notorious,  was  every  day  permitted,  and 
every  day  spoken  of.  What  were  they 
then  doing?  They  were  endeavouring,  if 
they  possibly  could,  to  prevent  any  un- 
worthy differences  arising  in  the  House  of 
Commons.  The  gallant  Officer  said,  that 
he  did  not  hear  certain  expressions  which 
were  reported  as  coming  on  a  former  even- 
ing from  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  The 
gallant  Officer  said,  moreover,  that  he  did 
not  believe  the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  have 
used  the  expressions ;  but  that,  consider- 
ing his  own  character,  and  knowing  the 
weight  attached  by  the  country  to  the  re- 
ports of  what  took  place  in  that  House, 
lie  felt  bound,  in  justice  to  himself  and  in 
vindication  of  his  honour,  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  publicly,  whether  he  had 
used  the  words  or  not?  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  replied,  that  the  gallant  Officer 
was  in  the  House  at  the  time,  and  ought 
to  have  heard  the  expressions,  if  they  were 
used.  The  gallant  Admiral  answered,  '*I 
did  not  hear  them."  **  Then,"  said  the 
right. hon.  Baronet,  "  if  you  did  not  hear 
them,  and  if  you  found  anything  to  com- 
plain of  in  the  report,  you  ought  to  have 
mentioned  it  the  next  day,  and  not  have 
deferred  it  to  so  late  a  period  as  the  pre- 
sent." Now,  if  the  nght  hon.  Baronet 
would  consider  for  a  moment,  he  would 
see  that  there  might  have  been  circum- 
stances to  prevent  the  gallant  Admiral 
from  calling  upon  him  for  an  explanation 
at  the  moment.  He  asked  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  and  the  House,  whether  it  would 
not  be  as  well,  after  all  that  had  taken 
place,  after  hearing  what  had  fallen  from 
the  gallant  Admiral,  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  should  at  once  admit  that  he  did 
not  make  use  of  the  words  in  question, 
and  thus  prevent  any  other  painful  cir- 
cumstance arising  out  of  the  dispute. 
Expressions  had  been  used  on  both  sides 
painful  enough.  It  now  remained  for  the 
right  hon,  •Baronet  to  pay  bis  quota  of 


concession,  and  endeavour  to  mal 
and  harmony. 

Mr.  Charles  Wood  was  afraid, 
hon.  and  gallant  Officer  had  put  1 
tion  upon  a  ground  on  which  t 
hon.  Baronet  could  not  be  called 
answer.  The  question  put  by  t 
and  gallant  Officer,  was  this—"  \ 
I  superseded  ?"  Now,  standing 
some  measure  as  the  representatii 
Admiralty,  he  (Mr.  C.  Wood)  c 
that  it  was  not  fit  for  the  gallan 
nor  for  the  House,  to  call  upon  t 
hon.  Baronet  to  say  why  he  su] 
any  officer.  That  was  the  quest 
was  put  by  the  gallant  Officer,  an 
he  thought  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
called  upon  to  answer*  But  at  i 
time,  looking  at  the  report  in  i\ 
paper,  he  must  say  that  he  could 
a  moment,  believe  it  to  be  a  corre< 
sentation  of  what  had  fallen  fi 
right  hon.  Baronet,  because  it 
the  right  hon.  Baronet's  mouth  th 
why  he  superseded  the  hon.  and 
Officer ;  and  that  he  conceived  t 
hon.  Baronet  would  never,  for  one  i 
think  of  doing.  Looking,  too,  at 
text  of  the  report,  it  was  evident  t1 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  meant  to  i 
this — that  he  had  appointed  Sir  1 
Malcolm,  because  he  did  not  beli 
any  charge  existed  against  that 
Officer's  character ;  and  that,  ha 
termined  to  supersede  the  hon.  i 
lant  Admiral  (Sir  E.  Codrington) 
sons  which  he  (Mr.  C.  Wood)  the 
ought  not  to  explain,  he  appointed 
Malcolm  in  his  place,  because,  I 
that  gallant  Officer  perfectly  co 
to  the  situation,  and  not  beliei 
charges  that  had  been  brought 
him,  he  conceived  him  to  be  a 
proper  person  to  take  command 
fleet  previously  commanded  by  1 
and  gallant  Admiral  (Sir  E.  Codi 
If  that  were  the  meaning  of  the  ri] 
Baronet,  he  thought  that  he  ought 
no  hesitation  in  stating  so.  If  he 
the  only  ground  on  which  the  \ 
gallant  Officer  had  put  the  questic 
at  once  fall  to  the  ground.  It  ^ 
that  there  was  one  other  question 
involved;  but  as  that  was  of  a 
rather  than  of  a  public  kind,  he 
offer  no  opinion  upon  it.  But  ' 
say,  that  he  agreed  with  the  gallan 
in  this,  that  after  the  foil  satisfact 
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Officer)  bad  made  in  de- 
the  most  offensive  laa- 
vindicating  the  character 
m  (torn  any  charge  that 
been  supposed  to  have 
him — if  he  stood  in  the 
;ht  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  J. 
lly  did  not  think  that  the 
Admiral  (Sir  E,  Codring- 
oured  for  three  years  to 
character  of  his  gallailt 
ms — he  should  have  no 
glaring  at  once,  tliat  the 
to  him  in  the  report  in 
ere  not  correct.  On  the 
I  stood  in  the  position  of 
r,  and  felt»  as  that  gal- 
feel,  how  little  he  needed 
^ar  attribute  of  courage, 
r  one  instant,  hesitate  to 
e  which  the  House  had  a 
and  the  power  to  enforce, 
ing  so  absurd  and  ridi- 
ging  these  scenes,  which 
ed  m  the  House,  which 
I  one  way,  and  which 
iring  the  proceedings  of 
great  and  well-deserved 

Codringtoni  Before  this 
'urther,  may  I  be  allowed 

any  Gentleman  in  this 
to  attribute  motives  or 
lother  ? 

No  Member  has  a  right 
res  to  another.    That  is 

the  present  instance  I 
on  to  express  my  opinion 
litions,  both  of  which, 
ales  of  the  House,  appear 
rfectly  clear  also.  If  the 
26  allowed  to  prevail^  of 
lations  of  particular  esc- 
n  preceding  days,  there 
id  of  the  disputes  that 
t  is  my  opinion  upon  the 
Upon  the  second  pro- 
lether  or  not  it  is  com* 
ntleman  to  take  up  a 
Ad  any  other  Gentleman 
sponsible  for  any  report 
e,  I  should  think  I  acted 
towards  the  House  if  I 
(lightest  countenance  to 

On  the  contrary,  I  am 
lat  no  Member  of  this 
leld  responaible  for  any 
Mcb0i,  nrnde  in  Parlia- 


ment, that  may  appear  in   any  of  tlife 
newspapers. 

Sir  Robert  Peel :  Of  all  the  disputes  I 
have  ever  heard  arise  in  this   House,  I 
must  say  the  present  appears  to  me  to 
have  the  least  foundation  in  necessity,     t 
sat  next  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  James 
Graham)   when   he   made  the  speech  in 
question  on  Thursday  last.     I  understand 
the  particular  part  of  the  speech  of  which 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Admiral  complains  to 
be  this :   he  finds  in    The  Morning  Posi 
these  expressions  attributed  to  my  right 
hon.  Friend — ^that  the  particular  cause  for 
which   the  hon:   and  gallant  Oflioer  was 
superseded    in  his   command    was,  that 
he  had  brought  forward  certain  charges 
against    Sir    P.  Malcolm.     The    gallant 
OfBccr  may  complain  of  other  expresstons 
in  the  same  report,  but  that  to  which   I 
have  alluded  is  the  one  which  be  thinks 
justifies  him  in  making  his  appeal  to  my 
right  hon.  Friend.     Now,   I   think  there 
can  be  no  harm  in  one's  bearing  testimony 
to  the  truth,  and  I  declare,  that  these  are 
not  the  expressions  that  were  used  by  my 
right  hon.   Friend.     I  sat  next  to  him, 
and  I  can  therefore  confirm  the  gallaot 
Officer's  o\Tn  impression  when  he  says  he 
does  not  think  that  my  right  hoo.  Friend 
could   have  used  them.    My  riffht  hon. 
Friend  came  into  the  House  in  tne  mtdtt 
of  the  discussion,  not  knowing  wbat  wms 
going  on.     Nothing,  therefore,  could  be 
more  unpremeditated  than  any  thing  thai 
fell  from  him  i  but  the  expresstons  com« 
plained  of  he  certainly  did  not  use.    The 
gallant  Admiral  says,  that  his  impression  k 
the  same  as  mine.  Here  I  come  forward  as 
a  witness  and  confirm  his  impression.  Bat 
the  report  in  the    newspaper  attributes 
certain  expressions,  and  the  gallant  Ofiicer 
thinks  he  has  a  right  to  take  that  report 
and  to  ask  my  right  hon.  Friend  to  declare 
whether  that  report  be  correct  or  not.     If 
my  right  hon.  Friend  had  been  a  party, 
either  directly  or  indirectly,  to  the  repoci, 
the  gallant  Admiral  no  doubt  would  have 
a  right  to  call  upon  him  to  explain  l    but 
if  my  right  hon.  Friend  was  not,  in  traib, 
either  directly  or  iudirectlyi  the  cause  of 
the  report,  nor  in  any  way  responsible  for 
it,  I  ask  the  hon.  and  gallant  Admiral,  ia 
a  friendly  spirit,  to  consider  whether  He 
thinks  it  would  be  a  good  precedenl  to 
establish,  that  after  a  debate  has 
in  which  the  party  complaining  admiti 
did  not  b^ar  any  offcotife  expreafi 
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subsequent    complaint  should   be  made, 
founded  upon  the  report  contained  in  a 
newspaper?  This  is  not  merely  a  question 
between  two  individual  Members,  it  is  a 
question    fur    the     consideration  of  the 
House^  and  I  hope  the  House  will  gee  the 
extreme  inconvenience  that  would  result 
from  our  sanctioning  the  principle  that 
we  are  to  be  called  upon  in  a  hostile  man- 
ner to  disavow  expressions,  attributed  to 
us  in  newspaper  reports.     The  inconve- 
nience of  sanctioning  such    a  principle 
must  be  manifest  to  every  one.     It  would 
be  so  very  easy  for  a  person  to  give  a  turn 
to  a  report  which  would  subject  Members 
of  the   House  to  be  called  upon   in  a 
hostile  manner,  that  it  is  quite  impossible 
to  see  where  the  evil,  once  allowed,  would 
end.    I  apprehend,  that  the  plain  course 
in  all  these  cases  would  be  this :  to  ask 
the   Qentleman  complaining  whether  he 
heard  the  words  of  which  he  complains. 
If  he  did  not,  and  if  no  other  Gentleman 
in  the  House  at  the  time  heard   them, 
surely  that  ought  to  be  enough  to  stop 
all  further  discussion.     If  it  be  sought  to 
carry  the  matter  further,  and  to  call  upon 
hoo.  Gentlemen  to  disavow  expressions  for 
which  they  are  not  responsible,  that  is  a 
course  against  which,  on  public  {^rounds, 
I    must    protest.     In    the  present    in- 
stanoe  I  come  forward  to   confirm  the 
pliant  AdmiraFs  own  impression.    If  the 
words  were  not  used  how  can  he  hesitate 
on    public   grounds    to  say  •-^^  If  there 
be   but    one    course    to   pursue,  and    if 
you  who  were  present  confirm  my  own 
impression  of  what  really  occurred,  I  will 
call   for   no    farther  explanation."      And 
instead  of  assumhtg  a  hostile  position,  I 
think  the  gallant  Admiral's  own  sense  of 
whut  is  due  to  propriety  will  convince  him 
that  that  is  the  only  proper  course  for  him 
to  adopt.     If  these  were  not  my  honest 
sentimental  would  not  utter  them  to  the 
gaiiant  Admiral. 

Sir  Edward  Codringtm  i  I  am  peN 
feclly  sure  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  has 
exprened  his  honest  sentiments;  and  1 
am  satisfied  tbat  if  words  were  attributed 
by  him  of  «n  offensive  nature  to  another 
Gentleiiian»  he  would  have  no  hesitation 
lo  declare  at  onoe  in  amanly  and  straight- 
forward manner  whether  he  bad  used 
them  or  not.  If  there  were  a  gentleman 
in  the  whole  country  who,  taking  up 
words  attributed  to  me,  came  to  me  and 
Gomptaioed  of  them  as  not  being  true,  if  t 
bad  MYor  uttered  tbos«  words  I  should  U 


most  ready  and  most 
explanation    required 
would  do  as  a  man  of 
that  no  man  of  honoi 
do  it. 

Lord  John  Ru$aell; 
of  calling  upoii  you, 
was  to  be  considered 
House  on  occasions 
I  must  say  that  I  s 
fied  with  the  opinion 
to  the  House^-^that  i 
convenience  of  the  Hoi 
days  had  elapsed,  a 
been  present  in  any 
should  bring  down  to 
paper,  and  ask  specie! 
phrases  stated  in  thatj 
phrases  used  by  a  Men 
I  am  quite  satisfied  thi 
have  laid  down  is  righ 
posite  rule  would  tend 
nience,  and  to  endless 
use  of  particular  words 
in  question,  I  must  ad 
that  given  by  the  righ 
posite.  I  attended  tc 
occasion,  and  I  he 
certainly  in  the  beat  < 
not  hear  anything  the 
rule  of  fair  debate  in 
the  statement  on  th< 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Rob 
think  my  hon.  and  ga 
Godrington)  may  fail 
satisfied  that  nothin] 
contrary  to  his  honoui 
Sir  Edward  Codrin 
tainly  have  been  satii 
beeii  stated;  but  wh 
graph  of  which  I  cc 
right  hon.  Baronet  n 
it,  it  is  impossible  for 
other  conclusion  than 
An  Hon»  Mtmbtr  1 
right  hon.  Baronet  ( 
would  get  up  and  & 
nothing  derogatory  Ic 
lant  Officer,  as  a  mi 
British  officer,  the  q 
rest,  and  the  House  ^ 
insist  on  the  gallant 
assurance  that  the  fi 
further. 

Sir  Robert  Pfel  j 
my  object  in  coming 
any  way  to  defend  m 
but  merely  to  prevei 
entertaining  an  erroni 


£*'eaxi  of 


{OOKISOK^} 


ealiT  ^tDok  ptittse.    I  csbk  fonraic 

ttt  ft  WftDflMf  ts»  |:ttrt:  f^TideUCf:  VflUt 


iptiiit  Pdlntrslfm'  Behi^  prensn: 
ticcttuon*  ftod  peyiuf  sniisinioD  tt 
ir»  g:tiiiig  iurtrard^  J  feel  nnrBel' 
It;  atid  IVY  tfsfliiniiinT  lo  tital  ui  liie 
iiDiL.  BttTuu^  and  nij  uouk  Frieuc 
Juho  Ku«»eli;  as  to  vbat  took 
Ths.  words  fiarticalarly  alludf^  to  br 
DL.  Mid  fraliant  O&cfsr  i^n  21  C£»(^ 
i)  ctTtaiuly  did  mjfi  Btrike  mj  ear, 
io  ii0t  thiuk  Ibej  were  used, 
lira)  ^dns  was  jEsadj  lo  cou&nii 
lUe  Lord^f  itnpiCMioii^  But  tbe 
rd  part  of  llie  natur  wai  iLiBy 
le  n^lit  Loti.  barouet  (Sir  Jamei 
u)  bad  itated,  tbat  be  agreed  to  tbe 
I  correctneff  of  tJbe  report.  Kow, 
jg^euend  correctaeM  be  i^;reed  abio ; 
traf  at  tbe  tame  lime  quite  oeruin 
«re  was  a  aiatenieiit  id  the  oewi- 
ia  <)iieftioo  wbicb  was  not  correct, 
I  was  certaislj  of  opiaion  fbat  tbe 
r  wbicb  bis  g^sliaot  Frieod  oom- 
I  was  iocorrecU 

Leadtr  aaid^  I  tbtnk^  Sir,  tbat  tbe 
mj  lo  end  tbe  dispute  will  be  to 
t  DOib  tbe  galbtot  Admiral  and  tbe 
on«  Barooet. 

Robert  Palmer  hoped,  after  wbat 
eo  stated,  tbat  the  gallant  Admiral 
give  tbe  required  assurance  tbat 
itter  should  go  no  farther*  (After 
6  the  hoD,  Gentleman  continued), 
gallant  Officer  does  not  seem  dis- 
to  conform  to  tbe  general  wish  of 
>uso,  one  only  course  remains.  I 
therefore  move  that  the  gallant 
'  be  taken  into  the  custody  of  tbe 
nt*at-Armi, 

question  baring  been  put, 
CurMi  moved  as  an  Amendment 
r  James  Graham  be  also  taken  into 
itody  of  the  Sergeant*at«Arms. 
r  a  pause, 
Speaker   said*   the  only   way   in 
the  Amendment  can  be  put  is  to 
Lite  the  name  of  one  Member  for 
f. 

Cur  Mi  I  Then  I  move  that  the 
)f  Sir  Jimes  Orahem  be  substituted 
t  of  Sir  Edward  Godrington. 
Roebuck  thought,  with  all  deference 
Chair,  that  the  words  <<and  Sir 
Graham'^  might  bo  added  to  the 
1  Motion  bv  way  of  Amendment. 
iX  W.  Harvey:  If  Sir^  have  a 


nut  kufHF  "fte  'wav  is 

* 

tune  ic  iiija  Bdski.  I  bes  ^ 
Bee  «lraiit?tia  xl  tbe  nuis; 


Ahfir  a  bnef  dj 

Sir  £,  CtrtUTDfiift  said,  ti.2t  as  bs 
Blond  tbe  ^pOiSse  itBd  decided  t^ai  tse 
rir'ui  boik.  Mendjcr  far  CizitberiLDd  corM 
BDl,  acctirdiiir  to  tbe  nues  of  tiie  Horse, 
answer  iiis  mlaar-ii:. 
tbat  tbe  words  aJiuded  to  b»d  DOt 
used,  be  abDxiid  place  bizaaeK  ia  tbe  bands 
of  tbe  Hoaae  and  ftiiiii  its  p&easisre.  Be 
felt  verw  strcn^glj — bardlj  too  Miwigly,  be 
tboug^i^ — for  tibe  bowoor  of  aa  officer  of 
tbe  nary  Ofogiit  aot  to  be 
Kotbing  would  ever  iodnce  bias,  do 
DO  penalties,  scdiiDg  tbat  tbis  Howae 
coold  do,  to  cobmit  to  tbe  sligbteal  ■sapv- 
tation  on  bis  boooor.  Saying  tbia^  he 
sboold  obey  tbe  Hoose. 

Tbe  SpeoJeer  busted  tbat  tbe  diacnasMMi 
would  iKyw  terminate  to  the  satisliactiOD  fsi 
tbe  gallant  Admiral  and  tbe  Hooae.  He 
was  of  opinion  tbat  it  was  not  regular  to 
refer  lo  past  debates  for  tbe  pnrpoae  of 
obtaining  any  explanatioD  of  tbe  natare  ci 
tbat  sought  this  evening.  And,  Ibrtfaery 
be  most  say,  tbat  no  Member  was  lesponsf- 
ble  for  wbat  passed  in  tbis  House.  Noone 
could  hold  anj  Member  responible  for  exr 
pressions  used  in'debate.  He  bdieved  lie 
stated  the  sentiments  of  tbe  House  when 
he  said,  that  as  tbe  discusakm  had  ter- 
minated it  must  be  satisfactory  to  all 
parties.  Tbe  entry  on  the  joomals  in  this 
case  was  as  follows :— - 

'*  Notice  taken  of  a  report  of  a  debate  of 
this  House  in  The  Morning  FoU  newspaper,  in 
which  certain  words  were  attributed  to  Sir 
James  Graliaro  respecting  Sir  Edward  Cod- 
rineton  *,  and  Sir  Edward  Godrington  having 
called  upon  Sir  James  Graham  to  stale 
whether  he  had  made  use  of  the  words.  Sir 
James  Graham  declined  to  make  such  stato- 
ment|  considering  that  such  a  practice  would 
be  contrary  to  the  freedom  of  debate,  and  the 
privilege  of  tlie  House ;  and  Sir  Edward  Cod- 
rington  haTing  intimated  an  intention  of  taking 
notice  of  the  words  out  of  the  House,  he 
was  called  upon  to  assure  the  House  that  he 
would  not  pursue  that  course;  and  haring  d^ 
clined  to  gi?e  the  House  such  assorance,  mo. 
tion  made  and  question  proposed^ — ^^That 
Sir  Edward  Godrington  be  taken  into  the  cus- 
tody of  the  Sergeant-at-Arms  attending  this 
House:' — And  Mr.  Speaker  having  staled 
that  Sir  James  Graham  ought  not  to  be  called 
upon  to  state  whether  a  report  in  a  newspaper 

of  certain  expressions  madenso  of  by  lum.in  this 
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Ho«M  WM  or  waft  BOt  correct^  Sir  Edward 
Codriogton  submitted  himself  to  the  Hoase, 
and  assured  them  that  he  would  not  pursue  the 
matter  any  furtlier;  whereupon  Sir  James 
Graham  stated,  that  he  had  now  no  objection 
to  state  that  he  had  not  made  use  of  the  words 
attributed  to  him. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  having  been  read 
Lord  John  Russell  moved,  that  the  Ord- 
nance Estimates  be  referred  to  a  Committee 
of  supply.r— Agreed  to. 

Ar FAIRS  OF  Spain.]  On  the  question 
that  the  Speaker  leave  the  chair  to  go  into 
a  Ck)mmittee  of  Supply, 

Sir  Henry  Hardinge  did  not  feel  that  it 
was  necessary  for  hicn  to  apologize  to  the 
House  on  that  occasion  for  occupying  its 
time  in  calling  its  attention  to  the  state  of 
affairs  in  the  nortb  of  Spain,  and  also  to 
the  manner  in  which  his  Majesty's  Govern^- 
ment  was  involved  in  the  transactions  that 
bad  recently  occurred  there.  He  con- 
sidered it  necessary  that  this  subject 
should  be  brought  before  the  notice  of  the 
House,  and  he  also  thought  that  this 
should  be  done  without  further  delay,  and 
he  felt  that  no  apology  was  called  for  from 
him  for  doing  so  beyond  that  which  was 
necessary  for  the  inadequate  manner  in 
which  he  should  perform  the  task  he  had 
taken  upon  himself,  tie  would  not  db- 
eoss  the  question  as  to  the  propriety  or 
impropriety  of  entering  in  the  Quadri- 
partite Treaty,  or  of  the  additional  articles 
to  that  Treaty,  because  his  noble  Friend  the 
Member  for  Hertford,  and  other  Members 
on  that  side  of  the  House,  bad  already 
called  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
subject  with  much  greater  ability  than  he 
could  pretend  to ;  and  he  had  no  doubt 
they  would  on  that  occasion  say  all  that 
was  necessary  on  that  part  of  the  subject. 
But  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs  had  never  attempted  to 
jastify  the  intervention  that  had  taken 
place  in  the  affairs  of  the  north  of  Spain, 
on  the  plea  that  it  was  called  for  by  the 
stipulations  of  that  treatv ;  nor  had  he  said 
•  that  the  order  in  council  was  required  by 
the  Quadripartite  Treaty,  or  by  the  ad- 
ditional articles.  The  noble  Lord,  he  t6- 
peated,  had  never  asserted  that  the  pro- 
ceedings that  had  taken  place  with  refer* 
ence  to  the  legion  grew  out  of  the  Qua- 
dripartite  Treaty.  He  therefore  said,  that 
the  noble  Lord  and  the  Government,  in 
issuing  their  order  in  council,  pursued  a 

conne  wbicb  was  uot  iovolvsd  in  tbe  ques* 


tion  of  the  treaty,  but  merely  so  acl 
matter  of  policy  on  their  part.  I 
question  of  policy  as  to  the  treaty,  ni 
tion  as  to  the  expediency  of  the  proa 
could  be  conclusive  as  to  bringing  f 
the  subject,  because  he  thought  tl 
character  of  the  country  was  so  m 
stake  and  was  so  deeply  involved 
conduct  pursued  by  the  noble  Lord 
colleagues  in  the  Government,  that 
superior  to  all  other  consideration 
compelled  him  to  do  what  he  com 
to  be  a  bounden  duty.  He  said  thi 
it  appeared  that  his  Majesty's  Govei 
had,  by  the  conduct  they  had  pi 
placed  his  Majesty's  subjects  in  the 
tion  of  being  dealt  with  as  pirat 
robbers ;  and  when  they  did  not  ta 
steps  to  protect  those  of  his  Majesty 
jects  who  had  proceeded  to  Spain  i 
formity  with  the  issuing  of  the  01 
council;  he  must,  therefore  say,  tl 
way  in  which  the  war  had  been  car 
was  a  most  unsatisfactory  mode  of  pi 
ing.  He  considered  that  the  nobh 
by  the  measures  which  he  had  purst 
this  subject,  had  very  much  implicai 
national  character  of  the  coantr] 
had  implicated  by  the  operations  wl 
had  chosen  to  pursue  the  military  i 
tion  of  this  country.  He  repeatec 
he  was  of  opinion  that  the  very  act 
ing  10,000  men  for  the  service 
Queen  of  Spain  lowered  the  high  \ 
ter  of  this  nation,  and  the  military 
tion  of  the  country,  which  had  been 
to  such  a  high  degree  of  renown 
close  of  the  late  war,  and  which  I 
been  lowered  during  the  peace  u 
these  recent  proceedings,  and  whi 
been  handed  over,  pure  and  nnspo 
the  present  Government,  and  whicl 
their  duty  to  preserve  as  national  pi 
it  was  the  duty  of  the  House  to  1 
the  national  propertv---the  national 
— ^was  not  tarnished  by  the  course  i 
by  the  noble  Lord  and  his  coll 
The  noble  Lord  might  say,  that  he 
responsible  for  all  the  failings  and 
ters  that  had  attended  the  Spanish  1 
but  how  could  the  House  sanction  1 
excuse,  when  they  recollected  that  t 
large  body  of  men,  officered  by  get 
holding  military  commisswns  in  the 
service,  although  cloUied  in  the  \ 
uniform, were  still  Englishmen?  Uni 
circumstances  it  was  impossible  t 
country  should  not  sympathise  witi 
There  was  another  mode  of  view 
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of  the  SeasioD  »Uled,  ibM 
i  of  this  coMDlry  in  the 
in  the  north  of  Spain  w$m 
s  it  was  useless ;  if  be  had 
lentleman  be  should  have 
I  on  the  subject.  He  would 
r,  to  an  authority  which  he 
1   have   weig;ht  with  many 
1  opposite,  he  meant  Mr* 
damSj  the  late  President  of 
;s  of  America,  who  had  given 
he  character  of  the  natives, 
rovinces.    After  drawing  a 
i  view  of  the  inhabitants  of 
tes,  he  proceeded  (osay« 
ope  there  was  no  race  of 
i  such  claims  to  respect  on 
erty,  as  the  iobabitants  of 
irinces.    "  He  aaidt  white 
s  have  lopg  since  resigned 
ssious  into  the  bands  of 
ts   this  oxtraordipary  peo- 
erved    their    ancient   Ian- 
,   laws,    govemmcnl,  and 
mt  innovation,  longer  than 
Europe.    Active,  vigilant* 
e,  hardy*  inclined  to  wai 
,  they  have  enjoyed  for  two 
the  reputation  of  the  beet 
lors  in  Spain.  Many  wrilcra 
>urishing  commerce  to  ibeir 
as  this  is  no  better  tbaa 
I  or  Corunna»  tbat  advao- 
robably  due  to  their  liberty* 
ugh  this  little  territory  you 
yourself   in   Connecticut; 
arable  hots,  built  of  nittd  and 
iiraw,  you  see  the  coaniry 
nd  commodious  housee  and 
irmer,the  lands  well  ciiUiva- 
ilihyand  happy  yeomanry. 
account  that  the  late  Pieai- 
rave  of  this  peoplet  and  he 
\e  noble  Lord  whether  be 
ihat  this  country  was  at  war 
>le,  for  the  purpose  of  pelting 
le  had  allowed  the  raisiag  of 
If  be  wanted  a  more  receaC 
opinion  aa  to  the  cbareotsr 
t,  he  would  refer  to  the  aatbo- 
the  hon*  Members  for  Weal- 
meant  General  Bvane— who, 
nation  to  the  iahabitanUof 
Kovinces  of  the  14tb  of  Fe- 
jiaid,  "  All  Snein  was  aov 
>njoying  those  iibertiee  whieh 
ing  the  people  of  tboee  pco- 
BO  long  poascssed.    Waa  not 
ssion  ttiM  (he  liberiies  of  ibie 
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people  were  real  and  subs 

other  meaning  could  be 

expression  that  the  Spani; 

for  the  enjoyment  of  the 

were  posaeated  by  the  inh 

provincea  t     Was  tliis  thi 

noble  Lord  wished  to  coen 

sending  10,000  men  to 

them  ?     He  could  not  ci 

ceeding  more  unjust  than 

sued  by  the  noble  Lord  a 

roent.     But  unjust  as  this 

tiraeof  interference  was  a 

The  date  of  the  order  in 

lOth   of  June,  1835;   i 

convention  signed  by  Lor 

February.      He  was  cor 

order  in  council  impeded 

eflect  the  convention,  wl 

would  have  homanized  ih 

diatefy  the  noble  Lord  t 

contest  by  his  most  imw, 

the  convention  became  al 

Whatwasthedateofthei 

first  act  of  his  noble  Fric 

Wellington,  when  he  ace 

Foreign   Secretary,  was 

find   out   a  way  to  pm 

cruelties  which  were  earn 

in  Spain.     Every  nation 

the  visitotion  of  war  with 

well  as  civil  war,  bad  an  i 

care  that  it  was  not  can 

that  would  inaici  greats 

could  be  avoided,  and 

manner  calculated  to  bru 

In  consequence  of  this 

sent  out  Lord  Eliot,  and 

intrusted  to  him.  But 
Lord,  the  Secretary  fo 
adopted  his  orders  in  r 
thai  had  been  acted  Z 
with  that  convention 
Tbeybadeheauihorii/  . 
for  aiserling.  thut  pre\io. 

CounciJ,  the //res  of  bet^ 
Chnstmo  prwoncrs  h^^  ^ 


Henningien  abo  na*  o 
few  monihi  between  iK    ^ 
veniion    and  the  •       * 


Council,  the  U.^  ;r«' 


Tinced  by  tVia,\i;3^^^^^^^^ 
hofflanised  b^  the  m 

the  doty  of  the  noble  > 
inUrfering  with  i«ck  ^f'- 

WwMiheiBe«o,of.yo' 

10,000  maktti ,  b J"J 


oatit. 
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stanttal  ?     What 

attached  to  the 
ish  people  wished 
;  same  liberties  as 
habitants  of  those 
le  reason  that  the 
rce  this  people  by 
i  make  war  upon 
conceive  any  pro- 
n  the  course  pur- 

and  his  Govern- 
his  policy  was,  the 

also  as  impolitic, 
in  council  was  the 

the  date  of  the 
ord  Elliott  was  in 
on vi need  that  the 
:d  the  carrying  into 
which,  if  enforced, 
Lhewar;foriinnie- 

took  part  in  the 
politic  interference, 
almost  disregarded, 
e convention?  The 
riend,  the  Duke  of 
ccepted  the  seals  as 
IS  to  endeavour  to 
)ut  a  stop  to  the 
irried  on  in  the  war 
ion  being  liable  to 
ith  other  powers,  as 
in  interest  in  taking 
iiarried  on  in  a  way 
iater  cruelties  than 
id,  above  all,  in  a 
Drutalize  the  people, 
s,  bis  noble  Friend 
aid  that  noble  Lord 
mmission  that  was 
;ut  when  the  noble 

for  Foreign  Affairs 
Council,  the  system 
upon  in  conformity 
I,  was  abandoned. 
r  of  General  Cordova 
vious  to  the  Order  in 
etween  500  and  600 
id  been  saved.  Mr. 
ed,  that  during  the 
:he  signing  the  coD- 
suing  the  Order  in 

5,000  prisoners  had 
Tlists.  He  was  con- 
t  the  war  had  been 
nvention,  and  it  was 
Lord  to  abstain  from 
a  force  as  that  which 
sending  oat,  namely, 
at  be  ooghl  lo  have 


attempted,  by  means  of  negociations,  to 
humanise  the  war,  and,  if  possible,  to  put 
an  end  to  it,  instead  of  resorting  to  mea*- 
Bures,   which,  so  far  from  humanising  it, 
tended  only  to  brutalize  it.      He  did  not 
make  this  statement  on  light  grounds,  but 
was  fully  able  to  establish  it.    The  first 
operation  of  General  Evans  was  in  the 
Autumn  of  1835.  Tt  was  a  reconnoissance 
against  Hernani,  and  on  that  occasion  the 
force  of  the  Legion  was  accompanied  by  a 
regiment  of  Chapelgorries.  These  Chapel- 
gorries  were  natives  of  the  Basque  pro- 
vinces,  who  were  in  the  service  of  the 
Christines,  and  they  were  regarded  with 
strong  feelings  of  animosity  and  hatred  by 
the  Carlists.     He  was  also  accompanied 
by  another  Spanish  force  named  the  regi- 
ment of  Fernando.     The  Legion,  with 
these   regiments,    proceeded    against  dfn 
enemy  upon  whom  this  country  had  no 
right  to  make  war ;   at  the  same  time,  it 
should  not  be  forgotten  that  this  advance 
was  made  on  a  Sunday,    lie  said,  that 
he  believed  that  this  took  place  on   a 
Sunday ;    he   knew    that  the  battle   of 
Waterloo  was   fought  on  a  Sunday,  but 
that  was  a  matter  of  necessity :  but  the 
advance  on  Hernani  was  a  voluntary  act 
of  going  out  on  a  Sunday.    The  fact  was, 
the  enemy  was  driven  under  the  walls  of 
Hernani,  and  at  length    General  Evans 
either  deemed  it  expedient  or  necessary^ 
as  it  entered  into  bis  views,  to  make  a 
retreat  to  St.  Sebastian.     On  his  return, 
the  Fernando  regiment  lost  eight  men  as 
prisoners  to  the  Carlists,  while,  at  the 
same  time,  that  regiment  took  fourteen 
Carlists  prisoners.     This  took  place  after 
the  convention  had  been  signed ,  and  afler 
it  had  been  in  force  for  some  months* 
Now,  he  would  ask,  did  the  Carlists  and 
Christinos  really  carry   this    convention 
into  effect?     Up  to  this  period  it  had 
been  carried  into  effect^  the  lives  of  the 
prisoners  taken  on  both  sides  were  spared ; 
but  such  was  the  feeling  of  exasperatioti 
that  existed  in  the  minda  of  the  CarUstsat 
the  appearance  of  foreigners  taking  part 
in  this  contest^-^for  he  need  not  inform 
the  House  that  the  Spanish  nation  was 
extremely  jealous  at  the  interference  of 
foreigners  in  their  affairs — soch  wm  the 
feeling  of  exasperation  excited  at  the  part 
taken  by  these  10,000  men  of  the  Legm, 
that  he  had  the  authority  of  si  pefMHi 
present  to  state  that  thi  CailiM  pal  to 
death  the  eight  men  of  the  Fernando 
rtgimeDt  taken  prison^n  by  themi  «ad 
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vents;  but  he  told  thtm  t1i 
billet  them  b;  ToTce  od  the  in 
next  day,  if  they  were  not  (v 
what  they  requited,  Tliey  h 
authoritj  for  these  assetlioi 
conduct  of  the  Spanish  aui 
they  had  the  eiidence  of  hi; 
theatflff,  whoalltonfifmedt 
as  to  the  beanlea  cmelij  of 
Go?ernment.  Majof  Ricbii 
nige  177  r  "Feb.  20, 1836 
lost  upward)  of  700  men  aoc 
exclusive  of  ihoM  who  havi 
where  since  Chrijlmas,"  Ii 
than  two  monthj,  Major  W 
Eraas's  aide-de-cimp^myj  ■- 
•nd  origin  ot  diiease  at  siic 
the  year  was  auiituud  inv; 
want  of  proper  Mcommodal 
hlUe  clothing,  and,  indeed, 
of  all  the  nectMKie,  of  ijfg 
jor  Hall,  m  another  pari' 
■ayi :— "  Noiwiii,,^^^ 
^rfon.  and  appiie,J„, 
BTan..  the  «„«(,„ 
daily,  nay,  hourlj,  more 
thinff  can  atone  for  thp 
neglect  and  bniiality  of  ^ 
..waaioscpp,^,,/  ; 
the  most  common  neceJl  ■ 
wanting,  and  eren  !!"""'« 
halt  the  naiT  Wh'"^' 
bap,  coniequeowa  tn.T/ 

10.000  Bfti,K™™»n«w 
inlo  the  ■eX,??''  l' 

•uppoil,  „j  |S  »  Ihw  b 
Mlhorilis,.    ,,~™'  prolec 

kmnsouii^     ,"•"«,  in 
■^"(••AZf •"■  SM  ' 

•hogld  ...  ."^  PWww    ' 
.1x1  Ui  "IWrt'j;  • 

...  1      ;iWi,dK 
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I  that  he  would 
I  inhabitants  the 
>t  furnished  with 
y  had  not  light 
tions  as  to  the 
authorities,  but 
'  high  officers  of 
^d  the  statement 
of  the  Spanish 
hardson  said,  at 
836.— We  have 
and  40  officers, 
lave  died  else- 

In  little  more 
r  Hall,  General 
s: — "Tlie  cause 
such  a  season  of 
nvariably  to  the 
ation,  bad  food, 
id,  the  absence 
•e."  Again  Ma- 
t  of  the  book, 
!^  the  continued 
ns  of  General 
of  want  became 
fatal;  and  no- 
i  unpardonable 
lose  whose  duty 
tunate  sick  with 
ries.  Beds  were 
g  for  more  than 

were  the  un- 
be  easily  con- 
men  were  each 
I."  Major  Hall 
ig  attentions  of 
lese  statements 
the  conduct  of 
nt  in  allowing 
to  be  enlisted 
ueen  of  Spain^ 
better  means  of 
ction  from  the 
Lord  wished  to 
he  condition  of 
n  respecting  to 
rate,  was  bound 
i  Hessians,  by 
rights  of  their 
and  that  they 
such  sufferings 
been  subjected 
leral  Evans  had 
provide  for  bis 
eral  Macdougal 
56 ;  he  believed 
id  by  Colonel 
)mmis8ioner  in 
officers  entered 


into  an  agreement  with  MeDdizabal  for 
the  supply  of  the  British  troops.  If  this 
officer  had  been  a  party  to  this  proceed* 
ing,  the  noble  Lord  had  sanctioned  the 
engagement,  and  General  Evans  had  a 
right  to  expect  that  his  men  would  be  pro* 
vided  with  what  they  required,  and  that  they 
would  be  duly  paid.  Had  he  been  in  the 
situation  of  General  Evans,  no  considera- 
tion should  have  prevented  him  from  lead- 
ing  back  the  troops  to  England,  in  order 
to  rescue  them  from  the  sufferings  they 
were  subjected  to,  in  consequence  of  the 
bad  faith  of  the  Spanish  government. 
Certainly,  General  Evans  was,  perhaps, 
warranted  in  acting  upon  the  promise, 
given  through  Colonel  Wilde  and  General 
Macdougal,  that  the  officers  and  men  of 
the  Legion  should  be  better  treated  for  the 
future ;  but  liad  he  been  in  General 
Evans's  place,  he  would  not  have  trusted 
to  such  promises.  When  he  reflected  how 
large  was  the  body  of  men  whose  lives  had 
been  thus  shamefully  sacrificed — when  he 
considered,  too,  the  circumstances  under 
which  they  lost  their  lives,  not  in  the  usual 
vocation  of  soldiers,  not  in  an  engagement 
with  the  enemy,  but  in  cantonments — it 
appeared  to  him  that  the  system  under 
which  such  atrocities  had  been  committed, 
called  for  loud  reprobation.  He  had  been 
present  during  the  Peninsular  war,  in 
1813,  at  the  battle  of  Vittoria,  and  he 
could  state  that,  in  that  glorious  action, 
the  loss  of  the  British  was  little  more  than 
half  the  number  of  men  the  Legion  had 
thus  lost  by  the  ill-conduct  and  brutality 
of  the  Spanish  government.  It  was  sel- 
dom that  he  obtruded  on  the  attention  of 
the  House  any  matter  personal  to  him ; 
but  there  was  a  circumstance  connected 
with  the  action  of  Vittoria,  that  he  thought 
he  might  be  excused  for  mentioning.  The 
enemy  being  posted  on  a  hill  in  front  of 
Vittoria,  he  received  orders  to  carry  in- 
structions to  General  Picton.  General 
Alayai  who  was  near  him  at  the  time, 
said,  ''  Observe  that  hill ;  it  goes  by  the 
name  of  M  Monte  de  loz  Ingleses  (sig- 
nifying 'mountain  of  the  English*),  and 
received  its  name  from  a  victory  gained 
there  by  the  English  some  centuries  ago.^ 
In  two  hours  afterwards,  the  enemy's  po- 
sition was  carried,  and  he  would  venture 
to  say,  a  triumph  far  greater  than  the 
former  one,  achieved.  The  British  Legioa 
afterwards  went  to  Trevino,  and  Major 
Hall  said,  that—*'  Numbers  of  the  men 
were  sacrificed  who  returned  mtlx  frozea 
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offbr  to  Are  vpon  tbeiDf  if  rfquived,  and  to 
QwreM  tbeir  readmess  to  servo  without  pay, 
subsequently  threatened  to  go  over  to  bon 
Carlos,  unless  they  were  settled  with ;  and 
when  they  did  receive  their  money  (mutiny, 
which  ought  to  have  been  anticipated,  achieved 
thiB  result),  they  continued  for  a  length  of  time 
io  tbe  iBOsi  riotous  state.*' 

After  8och  a  deseription,  could  any  oae 
feel  aurpnie  at  tbe  occurrences  which  sub* 
sequeiMly  took  place  ?  He  (Sir  H.  Har- 
dtnge)  onered  bo  opinion  as  to  the  right 
wbkb  these  men  claimed  of  being  dis- 
charged, but  the  officer  whom  he  had  just 
quoted  strongly  insisted  on  it,  and  endea- 
voured to  prove  that  the  men  were  justi6ed 
in  their  demands  by  the  foot  that  the 
/Officers  who  claimed  the  right  of  retiring 
at  the  end  of  one  year's  service  were 
allowed  to  do  so,  without  having  their 
names  gaaetted  as  deserters,  or  being 
brought  to  courts-martial.  The  men  were 
not,  however,  allowed  the  same  privilege. 
He  (Sir  H.  Hardioge)  thought  that  nothing 
so  foreibly  demonstrated  Uie  impolicy  of 
suffering  a  large  body  of  armed  Englishmen 
to  proceed  to  Spain  without  providing 
means  to  supply  them  regularlv  with  pay, 
clothing,  and  food|  as  the  aemoralized 
state  of  the  troops  at  St.  Sebastian.  It 
certainly  could  not  have  surprised  any 
person  who  knew  what  the  condition  of 
tbe  Legion  really  was,  to  hear  of  the  arrival 
of  200  deserters  at  Bayonne ;  but  it  grieved 
him  to  learn,  from  the  newspapers,  that 
those  unfortunate  Englishmen  who  bad 
deserted  because,  as  they  said,  their  rights 
had  been  violated,  were,  notwithstanding 
the  presence  of  an  English  Consul  at 
Bayonne,  treated  as  paupers,  and  obliged 
to  inarch  by  brigades  often  at  a  time  along 
tbe  high  road  to  Calais,  subject  to  the 
derision  of  the  people,  who  pointed  them 
out  to  the  children  in  the  streets,  "  crying 
"  Voild  l€9  Anglais  /"  What  a  contrast 
was  this  to  the  manner  in  which  the  British 
army  had  previously  marched  over  the 
same  ground !  What  a  degradation  he 
regretted  to  say  to  the  national  character ! 
To  give  an.  idea  of  the  state  of  insubordi- 
nation which  existed  among  the  troops  at 
St.  Sebastian,  he  would  quote  the  words 
of  a  gentleman  who  had  served  in  the 
Legion  for  a  tear  and  a  half,  and  whose 
evidence  ouglit  therefore  to  have  some 
weight  with  the  House.  This  gentleman 
(Colonel  Churchill),  in  a  letter  which  he 
bad  thought  it  due  to  himself  to  write  last 
JaAnary  ia  explanation  of  his  reasons  for 


quitting  the  etrvice,   expressed 
tbus:— 

**  Colonel  Churchill  gives  his  reasof 
signing  the  command  of  tbe  Wai 
Guards.  After  the  meeting  of  the 
officers  of  the  Legion,  earlv  in  Dece 
appeared  to  roe  obvious  that  tliere 
prospect  of  any  amelioration  in  oui 
With  an  empty  chest,  and  close  run 
tions,  my  heart  revolted  at  the  idea 
currence  of  the  horrors  and  disssten 
winter  at  Vittoria.  In  the  next  placi 
evident  tliat  the  officers  had  not  tha 
over  their  men  which  is  iodispeosabl 
well-being  of  an  army.  The  soldien 
much  ground  for  complaint,  and  the  r 
the  service  was  such,  that  subor 
seemed  almost  at  an  end.  Could  m 
continuance  in  tbe  Legion  have  been 
practical  benefit  to  those  who  naturall; 
up  to  me  for  support,  I  would  never  i 
the  brave  men  I  had  the  honour  to  cc 
in  whose  sufferings  I  sympathised, 
whose  glories  I  participated.  For  these 
my  principles  as  a  British  offlcer,  and  i 
as  an  independent  Englishman,  made 
that  the  time  for  enduranoe  had  been 
I  resolved  to  submit  to  sueh  a  state  i 
no  longer.  When  tbe  taint  of  indiscii 
disorganiiation  has  once  affected  an  ai 
not  the  cry  of  victory  that  will  destroy 
consequences.  Let  justice  be  done 
countrymen.  They  ask  no  more.  0 
have  more  effect  on  them  than  twe 
toriea/'    The  letter  was  signed 

**  C  Cburcuill, 
Late  Colonel  Westminster  Oui 

Ho  entirely  agreed  with  that  galli 
cer,  and  he  thought  it  impossible  for  a 
to  express  himself  with  greater  prop 
more  humanity ;  but  unfortunai 
misfortunes  of  the  Legion  did  not 
the  point  mentioned  by  Colonel  Cfa 
He  had  alread  shown  what  had  bi 
conduct  of  the  Spanish  governu 
the  men  of  the  Legion  at  Vittoria ; 
proved  the  frequent  occurrenea  of 
of  mutiny  and  insubordination  at 
bastian,  rendering  the  mainfcena 
discipline  perfectly  hopeless,  accor 
the  testimony  of  Colonel  Churchil 
he  now  had  to  direct  the  attentioi 
House  to  what  was  indeed  a  very 
part  of  the  subject*  He  now  felt  cf 
to  show,  that  after  mutiny  and  ins 
nation  had  manifested  themselves 
ranks  of  the  Legion,  the  soldiers, 
from  demoralisation,  or  from  the  m 
of  retaliating  on  the  Carlists  in  self-d 
carried  on  the  war  in  tbe  neighbour) 
St.  Sebastian  with  such  barbarii 
ferocity  as  made  it  imperative  on  the 
whatever  might  be  tbe  political  opii 


Ii46  Afmri^Spt^ 

dcflstmcky  nw  that  the  daj 
sought  safety  in  flight;  but 
shown  Ibem,  for  they  had  sa^ 
sereral  woanded  officers  and 
lepnlses.  Nnoibets  fell  ben 
tbs  enraged  assaiUnts,  bum 
and  not  a  Carlist  who  could  b 
recount  to  his  comiades  that  i 
ilianeSy  in  imitation  of  tbe 
themselves,  give  do  quarti 
brigades,  cheered  by  tbe  e: 
comrades,  who  bad  come  ^i 
onoe  more  moved  to  tbe  zssi 
like  tbe  1st  Brigade,  bayoneti 
near  them.  We  haFe  teveii 
and  nearly  800  men  killed  am 

This  statement  was  sofficii 
Aeauxiliary  army  in  Spain 
pooible  .school  to  «\uc\i 
could  resort  for  their  ednc 
Che  noble  Premier  might  t 
ter.  The  mode  in  ^ 
had  been  carried  on 
unlike  anything  in  his  c 
and  the  statements  were 
him,  as  a  British  office 
would  have  induced  hio 
before  the  House  but  ih 
duracy  of  Government  in 
attempt  which  bad  been 
them  to  recaJ  the  Umn 
say,  that  he  believed  Gen 

^"^^•7?7,iWinhi,po, 
tu>n  with  the  opiwfcU*  ^ 

Tho«gh  be  night  be  of 
(OHM  imUocet  that  Z 
been  misled  b«  hi.  :„ j  ^ 

mr.  awl  the  y,^  ■    "'a 

tot«Hy  «»or«nt  offi^' 
hMl  refemd  to  a,  lT* 
one  oftwoofj,^^»'ng 
oUter  order,  „ki^?^^n. 

«tteit«ibeh,<,,'i°'**en 

•«»«•*•  Heth  l^'tic 
««s  MKh  that  .It  **te 
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day  was  lost,  and 
but  no  mercy  was 
savagely  bayoneted 
nd  men  in  the  early 
aenealh  the  steel  of 
urning  for  revenge ; 
d  be  reached  lived  to 
lat  the  English  Aux- 
he  examples  set  by 
larter.  The  other 
3  examples  of  their 
I  fresh  into  action, 
assault.  The  Irish, 
>neted  all  that  came 
eventy-eight  officers 

I  and  wounded.*' 

ificient  to  show  that 
ain  was  not  the  best 
;h  British  officers 
ducatioD,  whatever 
it  think  of  the  mat- 
which    this    war 

II  was  altogether 
i  own  experience; 
ere  so  painful  to 
icer^  that  nothing 
bim  to  bring  theiti 

the  obstinate  ob- 
;  in  resisting  every 
m  made  to  induce 
pon.  He  ought  to 
jreneral  Evans  had 
I  power,  by  oegotia- 
i  army»  to  induce 
ferocious  mode  of 
kad   been    adopted. 

of  opinion  that  in 

gallant  officer  had 
gemeot,  bethought 
lid  to  humanize  the 
which  it  was  con- 
fhis.  He  believed 
[General  Evans)  was 
•se  orders  which  he 
ing  been  given  by 
ers.  There  was  an- 
ever,hebadnot  read, 
!en  able  to  au then  ti- 
lers ; but  he  thought 

far  as  they  went, 
)8itioD  he  sought  to 
it  he  had  succeeded 
late  of  the  Legion 
Dnel  Ghurchhill  had 
ss  to  expect  amend- 
been  slaughter  and 
des.  This  was  not 
was  butchery;'  and 
\  people  who,  as  he 
ae  and  independent 
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people,  and  who  had  committed  no  offence 
against  this  country.  When  he  put 
together  these  facts — when  be  recollected 
that  these  Basque  people  were  a  proud, 
free,  and  independent  people — he  would 
ask  whatright  had  tbiscountry  to  carry  on  a 
war  of  extermination  ?  He  denied  the 
right,  and  he  called  on  t  e  noble  Lord  to 
retrace  his  steps,  and  to  revoke  the  order 
in  council  the  first  opportunity.  He  had 
shown  the  House  what  had  been  the  result 
of  the  mutiny  and  insubordination  of  the 
army ;  and  he  would  say,  that  what  he  had 
described  of  its  progress  appeared  to  him 
to  be  the  natural  cause  under  the  circum- 
stances. Ill-treatment,  want  of  food,  and 
want  of  clothes,  had  induced  these  unfor- 
tunate men  to  become  parties  to  mutiny 
and  insubordination ;  and  what  followed  ? 
Why,  that  they  ceased  to  have  the  pro- 
per confidence  in  their  officers.  They  had 
not  confidence  in  their  officers  when  the 
opposing  army  appeared,  and  that  which 
was  to  be  expected  followed,  viz.,  defeat 
and  disgrace.  Let  them  palliate  the  mis- 
fortune as  they  would,  however  disagre- 
able  it  might  be  to  many,  there  was  no 
doubt  bf  the  fact  that  a  large  body  of 
soldiers  who  were  British  subjects  had 
suffered  a  defeat  such  as  he  believed  no 
British  soldiers  had  suffered  in  the  course 
of  the  last  five  or  six  hundred  years.  He 
would  not  enter  into  a  detailed  description 
of  the  circumstances  attending  the  action 
to  which  he  was  adverting;  it  was 
sufficient  for  his  present  purpose  to  state, 
that  we  had  a  large  proportion  of  his 
Majesty*8  artillery  there,  which,  in  his 
opinion,  ought  not  to  have  been  there; 
^and  the  conduct  of  those  men  contrasted 
most  favourably  with  the  conduct  of  those 
who,  when  commanded  by  officers  in  whom 
they  confided,  showed  on  previous  occa- 
sions that  they  were  as  brave  as  the  men 
of  any  other  nation  in  the  world,  because 
they  were  treated  as  they  ought  to  be ;  but 
on  the  present  occasion,  having  lost  all 
confidence  in  their  officers,'  they  were  de- 
feated. On  the  occasion  of  the  I6th  of 
March,  being  within  three  miles  of  the 
magazines,  and  having  been  exposed  to 
the  inclemency  of  the  weather  for  a  week, 
it  might  be  supposed  that  they  would  have 
been  well  supplied  with  rations.  On  the 
16th  of  March,  however,  there  were  no 
rations  to  eat;  but  there  was,  he  believed, 
a  ration  of  rum.  The  women  who  had 
followed  the  army  from  St.  Sebastian  had 
brought  some  spirits  with  them.  In  order 
3X 
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mder  the  first 
Uibliahed  a  bio 
ftoniier,  or  wli 
iaite?  andtr)l 
not  sppty  onl^ 
on  the  ptirt  of 
had  confined  t 
obeerY&nce  of  t 
what  had  we  i 
oofi  tented  with 
blockade,  bat, 
lonel  Coiqnhouf 
Majesty's  Ariilk 
the  actfoo.  Noi 
litict  froin  the  L( 
to  the  legf6n  in 
March.  It  sppea 
received  an  orde 
bring  hit  guns  to 
mi^t  attempt  to 
coiBifig  oVtT  the 

bCMfCfCf ,    td  8tIC(! 

fired  three  or  fou 
tMi  L^gioft  tas  a 
reaoH  w«a,  that  I 
the  best  of  hb  m 
Matwet,  wbfeb 
order,  ftertf  iht 
br&iight  aem  mf/i 
■et  whh  iht  £eo-j 
diitroet  ftom  (he  ^ 

we?ea(>Ottloflofth 
aoMa  LorI  ttigbt  & 
definitioii  of  ^^^^ 

natal  co-openiion, 
nHioBofwhatltwi 
•^e  fcereeefved 
"wWe  Lofd  to(ii(j  a 

we«ertH  to  the  < 

bad  contetidrt  tha 

iu  efcief  lopp^^ 
«.    -  -^  di 


'  *ips 
^«ATtiH 

^*J  mire 
Theiiw;;i"/.»'n«nii 


""«!  mire 


•rT!**^  Of 

noble  iJ'Ji'iilhi 
a  M»i|fo«!!?;'"'* 


there  was  to  be  t9^ 
)y  land  on  the  French 
called  a  cordon  tniii" 
he  second  article  did 
)Iockade  of  the  coast 
glish  ?  The  French 
ives  properly  to  the 
irt  of  the  treaty;  but 
We  had  not  been 
( establishing^  a  naval 
i  been  stated  by  Co- 
r  of  the  guns  of  hrs 
d  beeti  employed  in 
e  they  employed  dis- 
I,  but  were  attached 
miction  of  the  16th  of 
that  Captain  Bassett 
m  Colonel  Evans  to 
left,  in  order  that  he 
>  the  Spaniards  from 
;e.  He  was  too  late, 
for  scarcely  had  he 
ots,  before  the  Bri- 
3  with  panic,  and  the 
/as  obliged  to  make 
and  fall  back  to  the 
did  in  perfect  good 
^ere  out  land  artillery 
rom  their  garrison  t6 
,  at  a  distance  and 
rines,  and  as  ff  they 
Spanish  army.  The 
in  faronr  him  with  a 
ie  considered  to  be 
)ut  having  one  defi- 
from  the  noble  Lord 
nother,  perhaps  the 
0^  hinU  to  refresh  his 
finition  he  had  given 
t).    The  noble  Lord 

that  was  strictly  a 
\  under  the  command 
ch  relied  on  ships  as 
nd  of  which  ships 
mature  of  operation. 
given  by  the  noble 
tie  of  Hernani.  He 
ble  Lord  whether,  on 

I  formed  the  chief 
llery  ever  retire  to  the 
red  on  St.  Sebastian, 

II  lies  from  the  ships, 
^finition  by  the  noble 
;ht  refer,  in  which  the 
was  to  be  considered 
w  en,  from  the  very 

1,  it  was  impossibly 
I  the  hiteriOr  Of  the 

resent  initiRtri  tbf 


force  left  the  cOaSt,  and  mardiaJ  tnland 
seven  miles,  and  his  MajeSty^a  Maritres 
were  nearly  captured  by  a  superior  fbree  ; 
for  he  believed,  that  nothing  but  the  weari- 
ness of  the  Carlists  prevented  then 
from  following  up  the  advantage  thej 
had  obtained;  and  it  was  no  dtspa* 
ragement  of  a  force  of  ontt  400  men, 
to  suppose  that  they  would  not  have 
been  able  to  resist  a  force  of  8,000  or 
10,000.  Re  contended,  then,  that  thsf 
British  Legion  having  been  seized  with 
panic,  it  was  by  the  greatest  good  foftunv 
that  his  Majesty's  Artillery  and  Marinet 
were  saved.  He  held  the  King's  preroga- 
tive in  as  high  respect  as  any  ntan,  but  he 
must  say,  he  considered  it  reryjunnsual  fof 
warlike  operations  to  be  commenced  with- 
out a  message  on  the  subject  having  been 
first  sent  by  his  Majesty  down  to  that 
House.  To  have  employed  the  King^s 
forces  to  slaughter  the  Basque  people 
without  a  message  having  been  received 
from  his  Majesty,  appeared  to  be  verv 
extraordinary.  How  did  the  noUe  Lora 
make  war?  Gome«  having  advaticed  with 
his  army  to  within  a  short  distance  of 
Madrid,  came  round  to  San  Romie. 
Having  arrived  in  the  neighbouihooa  of 
Gibraltar,  the  officers  of  the  garrison  went 
to  visit  Gomes  in  his  camp,  and  tee  ther 
nature  of  his  army.  Was  it  not  remark- 
able that  on  the  same  day  that  our  officera 
from  the  garrison  visited  Gomez  In  bis 
camp,  on  that  very  day,  according  to  the 
newspapers,  ftora  which  he  derived  his 
information,  one  of  his  Majesty^s  ships, 
lying  fn  the  bay  of  Algesiras,  fired  Ofi  ther 
columns  of  Gomez  by  command  of  fhe 
King's  officer,  it  beine  stated  that  Gomez 
had  no  artillery,  and  alfthe  harm  that  could 
be  done  was  to  kill  some  of  his  people. 
Thus  by  a  curious  construction  of  the  law 
of  nations,  it  appears  that  our  land  offi- 
cers went  out  and  met  on  good  terms  that 
very  force  which  our  navy  fired  upon 
directly  it  made  its  appearance.  Was  thhi 
a  proper  mode  of  declaring  war?  He 
necollected  an  anecdote  of  Lord  Esmoutb, 
which  as  it  bore  on  the  event  to  which  he 
was  referring,  he  begged  to  narrate  to  the 
House.  When  the  noble  Lord,  then  sta- 
tioned in  the  Mediterranean,  was  chasing^ 
the  French  squadron,  himself  being  on 
board  the  Caledonia,  he  came  to  within 
half-gun-shot  of  a  French  frigate.  The 
Caledonia  was  firing  into  the  fi-is'ate ;  but 
it  being  evident  that  she  would  get  into 
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iged  to  afFordy  if  ne- 
stipulations    of   the 

inning^  ia  rising  to 
yhich  had  been  read 
not  but  express  that 
ral  sentiment  of  the 
Lhank  bis  right  hon. 
,  for  having  brought 
this  very  important 
>ught  that  the  House 
that  justice  had  been 
sting  and  important 
his  right  hon.  and 
id  before  them  ample 
3  it  the  attention  that 
loing,  his  right  hon. 
had  done  credit  to 
iracter  which  he  had 
and  to  that  branch 
of  which  he  was  so 
That  the  subject  was 
?,  it  was  not  necessary 
d  Canning)  to  repeat 
vas  so  connected  with 
country,  and  those^ 
consequence — it  was 
d  their  national  cha- 
ational  honour.  His 
justly  saidy  that  he 
duty  in  bringing  this 
lotice  of  the  House, 
om  the  time  that  the 
been  first  raised*  from 
)rder  in  council  had 
ilajesty,  that  Act  had 
d  in  proportion  as  the 
consequences  that  fol- 
ased  its  anxiety  that 
3vernment  should  be 
notice  of  the  House, 
ish  that  it  should  be 
d,  then,  that  his  right 
iend  had  performed  a 
justly  deserved  their 
;his  he  had  done,  in 
I  subject  so  ably,  so 
;o  much  effect,  under 
[ouse.  Briefly,  then, 
tld  allow,  he  would 
He  was  sure  he  was 
a  task,  or  to  merit 
he  knew  that  he  could 
gence  which  he  had, 
occasion,  experienced 
>f  the  House.  It  was 
of  the  subject  which 
ly  under  consideration 
connected    with   the 


military  profession,  and  which  had  already 
been  amply  treated  of  by  the  gallant  Hover 
— it  was  not  upon  that  portion  of  the 
subject  he  meant  to  address  them;  he 
considered  that  part  had  been  amply 
treated  on,  and  he,  therefore,  should  not 
enter  at  any  length  into  a  part  of  the 
subject  which  his  own  habits  rendered  him 
particularly  inadequate  to  discuss.  He 
meant  to  consider  such  parts  of  the  subject 
as  wereconnected  with  the  civil  proceedings 
of  the  Government,  and  on  which  the 
military  operations  had  arisen.  He  wished 
to  have  leave  to  say,  with  his  gallant 
Friend,  that  if  he  felt  himself  obliged  to 
come  forward,  and  question  the  policy 
pursued  by  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of 
the  Foreign  department,  he  had  no  inten- 
tion of  separating  that  noble  Lord  from 
his  Majesty's  Government.  In  making 
observations  upon  the  course  pursued,  his 
noble  Friend  must  be  well  aware,  that  he 
had  not  any  feeling  of  an  unfriendly  nature 
towards  him ;  and  if,  upon  this  occasion, 
he  was  induced  to  take  an  early  part  in 
the  debate,  it  was  only  from  a  sense  of 
duty — it  was  only  from  a  consciousness  of 
the  importance  of  the  subject,  that  he 
desired  to  throw  what  light  be  could  upon 
it,  and,  if  possible,  induce  the  House  to 
support  the  motion  made  by  his  gallant 
Friend.  He  was  not  present  when  a  noble 
Friend  behind  him  so  ably  introduced  the 
general  subject  of  the  policy  pursued  to* 
wards  Spain  to  the  House.  He  did  not 
mean,  however,  to  take  advantage  of  his 
absence  upon  that  debate,  by  again  touch- 
ing upon  topics  which  had  been  before 
submitted  to  them ;  yet  there  were  one  or 
two  points  which  he  wished  to  take  notice 
of,  before  he  entered  more  deeply  into  the 
subject.  He  was  not  inclined — he  was 
not  from  an  early  period  inclined — to 
throw  the  slightest  shadow  of  doubt  upon 
the  policy  that  his  Majesty's  Government 
had  adopted  in  recognising  the  justice  of 
the  claim  of  the  Queen  of  Spain  to  the 
throne.  It  was  sufficient  for  the  Govern- 
ment, in  his  opinion,  that  they  found  her 
the  Queen  de  facto  in  Spain.  They  were 
right  in  acknowledging  her  as  Queen.  She 
was  the  Queen  de  facto,  and  what  they 
did  rested  on  sound  and  substantial 
grounds,  inasmuch  as  all  the  constituted 
authorities  recognised  her,  after  the  death 
of  the  late  King.  They  saw,  too,  no 
difficulty  made  to  the  recognition  of  her 
title.  They  saw  her  recognised  by  the 
Cortes—they  found  her  title  recognised 
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ase  il  was  subjeot  to 
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b'cre  to  com«  within 
r  with  Portugal,  and 
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Portugal  was  for  the  expulsion  of  |be  two 
princf^s — notwithstanding  all  this,  there 
was  nothing  in  the  additional  articles  for 
his  expulsion.  That  which  was  a  great 
object  in  the  first  treaty  was  omitted  iu 
the  second,  and  a  very  vague  character  was 
given  to  it.  As  the  requiring  the  assist- 
ance to  be  given  limited  that  assistance,  on 
the  part  of  the  King  of  the  French,  tQ 
taking  measures  to  prevent  supplies  front 
passing  the  frontiers  of  France,  so  on  the 
part  of  the  English,  they  were,  only  ia 
case  of  necessity,  to  assist  her  Catholic 
Majesty  with  a  naval  force.  This  con- 
firmed the  view,  that  the  original  idea  o£ 
the  treaty  was  not  one  of  naval  operations, 
to  be  provided  froni  j  but  that  of  a  blockade-^tbat  the  real 
other  powers.     The  1  intention  of  tlie  treaty  was  to  co-operate 

by  sea  where  the  civil  war  was  going  oo« 
Bat  the  question  they  had  to  discuss  re- 
lated to  military  objects.  They  had  heard 
from  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mover  of  tbii 
motion  all  that  related  to  the  employment 
of  the  Legion,  and  of  the  manner  in  which 
the  Marines  of  his  Majesty's  forces  were 
employed,  and  bow  the  royal  Artillery  wer^ 
employed  in  Spain.  They  would  naturally 
look  to  the  treaty  to  see  whether  there  was 
anything  in  it  to  bear  out  this  mode  of  co* 
operation.  It  was  evident  that  the  treaty 
did  not,  in  the  slightest  degree,  refer  to 
military  assistance.  He  had  looked  at  tb^ 
additional  articles,  and  he  found,  that  not 
only  was  the  assistance  confined  to  a  naval 
force,  but  that  naval  force  was  to  be 
used  in  the  loost  limited  possible  manner. 
But  when  he  looked  at  the  ej^ecutioo  of 
the  treaty,  he  saw,  that  not  only  was  tb« 
naval  force  used  in  what  he  would  cajl  n 
military  manner^  not  only  bad  tbe  Mariufff 
become  a  military  force,  but  tbey  had  beeii 
taken  frpm  their  ships  and  used  at  a  coo* 
Uunley  and  three  of  {  siderable  distance  as  a  land  force.  Thia^ 
lien  the  sulKsequent '  he  thought,  incontestably  showed  tlia 
irey.  He  mentioned  I  animus  with  which  tbe  Government  way 
(nark  the  interval  of  actuated.  In  addition  to  that,  the  l^egiovi 
:d,  than  for  any  spe-    had  been  employed  and  had  suffered  in 


y  had  on  the  argu- 
^'^hat,  tben,  were  the 
which  the  additional 
?  Don  Carlos  had 
made  his  escape  from 
appeared  in  Spain. 
J,  before  the  death  of 
on  Carlos  arrived  in 
cles  were  signed  in 
s  was  in  Spain  at  the 
ion  to  the  treaty  was 
tandiog  ibo  Ueaty  of 


the  manner  so  ably  and  feelingly  depicte4 
by  his  boa.  and  gallant  Friend,  Hp 
would  suppose,  from  tbe  manner  in  wbicli 
the  treaty  was  carried  out,  that  the  object 
of  the  policy  of  bis  Majesty's  Govemfueol« 
as  understood  by  Parliament,  was,  that 
military  aid  should  be  furnished  to  Spaio. 
When  he  looked  at  tbe  contrast  between 
tbe  articles  of  the  treaty  and  tbe  cop4v«t 
of  his  Majesty's  Government,  the  questioE 
naturally  arose,  whether,  if  tbey  tacitly 

conswted  (o  ^m  tifticl^ii  tbegf  did  it 
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m  was  sent  to  assist 
it  time,  there  was  no 
e  same  priociple  in- 
influenced  their  pre- 
af  Elizabeth.  At  a 
s  the  expedition  of 
the  time  of  Charles 
y  had  now  a  lar^ 

public  opinion  had 

with  respect  to  the 
war,  which  was  now 
vs  of  humanity.  It 
these  principles  that, 
of  a  pressing  nature, 
ction  by  its  authority 
hich  had  been  shown 

all  the  evil  conse- 
esented  by  the  right 
mber.  It  appeared, 
had  the  King's  Go- 
^ond  the  principle 
haracter  to  the  naval 

did  they  employ  all 
:ion  to  the  Artillery, 
but  the  objectionable 
tary  assistance  to  the 

at  variance  with  the 
under  which  it  was 
1.  Then  naturally  a 
at  great  commercial 
try  were  sufficient  to 
e  from  the  treaty,  or 
)n  to  the  burthens  to 
3Ut,  and'  to  make  the 
es  we  had  to  bear 
ight  add,  also,  assist- 
iralization  amongst  a 
niserable  remnant  of 
I  to  this  country  in 
t.  Were  we  to  find 
se  in  the  commercial 
^e  might  expect    to 

Two  years  of  war 
ley  had  heard  nothing 
They  certainly  had 
nish  government  had 
nts  from  the  payment 
y  contributions.  It 
noble    Friend    ^Lord 

his  Majesty's  Minis* 
1  this  into  execution, 
ry  small  advantage. 
riples  of  commerce  as 
nd  which  were  allowed 
lercial  negotiations  ? 
if  mutual  advantage. 
1  profit  by  exclusive 

knew   that    such   a 

Id  not  last,  and  that 


all  commerce  must  rest  on  the  Inroad  basis 
of  mutual  advantage.  There  was  nothing 
of  the  kind  to  be  obtained.  It  was  not  to 
be  supposed,  if  Spain  was  inclined  to 
make  a  treaty  of  a  more  liberal  character 
in  our  favour,  that  our  ally,  France,  could 
be  excluded  from  its  operation,  or  pre- 
vented from  obtaining  similar  advantages. 
It  would  be  necessary  that  the  same 
advantage  should  be  given  to  France  as 
was  given  to  this  country.  Supposing, 
however,  that  we  did  gain  superior  com- 
mercial advantages  by  entering  into  this 
contest,  were  we  to  go  tonwar  with  a 
population  who  had  done  us  o  harm,  for 
the  sake  of  a  more  advantageous  tariff? 
A  treaty  of  that  kind  would  be  sprinkled 
with  blood,  and  he  was  sure  that  the 
feeling  of  the  House  would  be  unanimous 
against  it.  But  perhaps  we  might  be  told 
that  this  course  had  bound  us  more  closely 
to  the  French  connexion.  He  thought 
that  the  noble  Lord  had  told  the  House, 
that  he  reckoned  upon  the  zealous  co- 
operation of  the  French  nation.  Now^ 
be  was  sure  that  no  man  was  more  favour- 
able than  he  was  to  a  connexion  with  that 
country.  But  let  us  look  to  the  fact.  Had 
that  co-operation  been  rendered,  and  had 
our  connexion  with  France  become  more 
intimate  in  consequence  of  both  countries 
being  parties  to  the  Quadruple  Treaty  ? 
Did  we  find  that  we  were  nearer  to  the 
French  Court  than  we  were  before  th^t 
treaty  was  thought  of?  He  found,  on  the 
contrary,  a  passage  in  the  speech  of  the 
King  of  the  French  to  the  French  Cham- 
bers that  might  lead  to  a  very  different 
interpretation,  and  though  nothing  of  that 
kind  was  suffered  to  appear  in  the  speech 
from  the  throne  in  this  country,  the  silence 
observed  upon  that  point  was  impressive 
and  significant.  The  noble  Lord  had  no 
doubt  the  best  intentions,  but  unfor- 
tunately they  were  always  disappointed. 
But  this  was  not  all.  There  was  another 
object  to  be  attained,  relating  also  to 
France,  but  of  a  different  kind  to  that 
which  would  seek  the  growth  of  French 
connexion.  Without  entertaining  theslight- 
est  suspicion  of  the  French  government, 
it  was  natural  that  our  own  should  look  to 
the  nature  of  the  connexion  between  Spain 
and  her  neighbour  with  an  attentive  eye. 
But  supposing  that  we  wished  France  to 
interfere,  and  she  had  refused?  He 
believed  the  noble  Lord,  in  a  speech  which 
he  made  before  Easter,  had  acknowledged 
that  be  bad  made  to  tho  French  govern^ 


1365      Ji 

ourable  oann 
iniocipleofb 
let  the  Hogsc 
the  oecei^n 

f  ver,  ibat  \ 
hUrjglitboi 
the  Eicbeq' 
opersitioBsc 
the  object 
letitatleai 

ledge  of  tb< 
gQ,  m  orjer 
and  forces  i 
say^  howevi 
^yowalfioi 
couY^  not 
cVpk  was 
meat  at  \a 
of  that  G 

my,  let  u 

bonoural 
course^c 
treaty.  I 

that  whii 

characlei 

that  'm  c 

importan 

)eQgil\  be 

\\m\Vk  ol 

trusted. 

proachii 

would  e 

Act  vo\ 

wpnld  1 

hop9  tc 

nor  coi 

ha4  t>e 

in  am 

least  d 

men. 

liberty 

Genen 

return 

iherefc 

t\ies«  I 

couul 

of  a\ 

policy 

value 

with 

an  ei 


II 
and  i 


Spain, 


{APRit  19}  4jair»  qf  Spmn. 


IMfi 


be  done  in  an  hon- 
be  (]ecl0red  to  be  a 
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Friend,  would  find 
ue  (the  Chancellor  of 
)sed  to  assiat-him  ifi 
I.  But  if  this  w^re 
ijesty's  Qovernioent, 
avowed,  pnd  let  the 
y  have  every  know- 
which  tbey  meant  to 
nece9«£iry  supplies 
''urnisbed.  He  must 
1  he  heard  such  an 
sty's  GovernmepI;  be 
Bve  that  such  a  prin- 
ter by  the  Gpvern- 
y  individual  Member 
and  if  so ;  he  would 
ore  safe  and  the  mor^ 
1  the  more  humble, 
thin  the  letter  of  the 
es  keep  to  their  ships, 
st  abstain  from  doing 
lucb  discredit  on  the 
ry.  He  was  fearful 
to  do  justice  to  this 
'.  had  been  led  into  a 
n  intentions  and  the 
/s  indulgence.  He 
!  titpe  was  now  ap- 
i  orders  in  council 
e  Foreign  Enlistment 
course,  that  the  order 
cd.  We  could  not 
life  the  many  gallant 
their  graves  in  Spain, 
justice  for  those  who 
lit  the  Spanish  fervice 
light,  bi^t  we  could  ai 
hers  of  our  country^ 
ent  were  perfectly  at 
nanner,  inasmuch  as 
elf  contemplated  his 
June.  It  could  not, 
r  to  take  advantage  of 
and  to  give  to  the 
late  hour  the  benefit 
I  peaceful  course  of 
ajesty's  Government 
tation  and  character 
implored  them  to  put 
able  inefficient,  and 
)f  operations.  Deaf 
;  Majesty's  Ministers 

e  subjecti  he  trusted 


that  tbey  wowld  still  yolutitffiiy  retrace 
their  steps*  If  not,  be  trussed  that  tlie 
Members  of  that  Hot^se,  sooscioMS  of  tjie 
duty  which  ibey  owed  tp  their  constitu- 
ents and  to  the  country,  would  force  tbeifi 
to  do  that  which  th^y  ought  to  do.  It 
was  not  a  questioii  which  merely  aSH^cted 
one  side  of  th^  Hous?  or  the  other.  It  w^ 
a  question  the  determination  pf  whiph  io^ 
volved  our  national  honour*  W^  wei^ 
bound  to  do jv^tige  tp  our  brave  coimtry- 
men.  He  did  not  c^ll  upon  the  House  to 
puss  a  censure  on  his  Maji^sty's  Govern- 
ment, but  be  did  call  upon  the  Hnn9# 
to  compel  his  M^esty's  Government  to 
stop  in  their  pernicious  career.  For  bim* 
self  he  had  only  to  thank  faon.  Membeiw 
for  the  kind  attention  with  which  they  had 
listened  to  him.  Whatever  might  l^e  the 
fate  of  the  motion,  he  ahonid  retire  with 
the  consciousness  of  having  performed  bjfi 
duty,  and  with  an  an^cipus  desire  that  hie 
Majesty's  Goveron^nt  would  perform 
theirs. 

Lord  Xetfe907i6aid|  that  jf  th^  right  boo. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  ^  down,  had 
considered  it  necessary  to  make  an  apology 
for  addressing  the  House  on  this  subject* 
how  much  n)ore  imperative  was  it  on  him 
(Lord  Leveson)  to  dp  so.  The  question 
seemed  to  him  to  h^ve  been  treated  more 
as  an  instrument  of  party  warfare  than  aa 
a  fair  inquiry  into  what  was  due  by  this 
country  to  Spain  and  to  the  whole  of 
Europe.  What  was  it  that  the  House  was 
really  Qa|led  upon  to  consider  ?  In  issuing 
the  order  in  council  permitting  English 
troops  to  enter  into  the  service  of  the 
Queen,  and  in  employing  the  royal  marines 
in  the  same  cause,  had  his  Majesty's 
Ministers  confined  themselves  wit|bin  tne 
lirnits  prej^cribed  by  the  Quadruple  Treaty, 
or  had  they  overstepped  thpse  limitsu  If 
their  conduct  bad  been  consistent  with  the 
conditions  of  the  Quadruple  Treaty  (and  so 
he  believed  it  to  have  been),  that  condvcjt 
they  were  bound  to  continue.  He  had 
himself,  in  the  Chamber  of  Deputies  io 
Paris,  heard  the  liberal  opposition  to  the 
government  of  Louis  PhillDpe  declare  thai 
the  English  had  acquirea  the  strongeat 
claims  to  the  gratitude  of  the  Spanish 
nation.  If  his  Majesty's  Government,  inr 
stead  pf  taking  the  course  which  tbey  had 
adopted,  had  saidi  ''  t>et  the  parties  io 
Spain  fight  it  out ;  we  will  take  no  part  in 
their  proceedings,"  they  might  mdeed 
have  satisfied  the  Tories,  but  they  would 
have   inouiT^  the  copdemoiUion  of  M 
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war  ia  Europe,  who 
e  Sovereign,  entered 
eign  powers.  There 
d  Keith,  an  English 
id  permission  given 
jssian  service,  at  the 
continued   for  many 

Snaith    entered    the 

fought  against  Rus- 
ar    1819,  it  was    a 

the  subjects  of  this 
foreign  service.  The 
\ct  was  passed,  not 
ing  a  permanent  Act, 
rposes,  as  applied  to 
lar  states,  and  that 
wed  object  of  those 
sure ;  so  much  so,  that 
n  another  place,  pro- 
11,  on  the  ground  that 
general  measure,  the 
llor    said,  it   was    a 

it  was  an   Act    of 

The  Foreign  Enlist- 
ed at  the  instance  of 

the  supply  of  men 
to  the  South  American 
ever  cautious  the  right 
ht  have  been,  however 
ive  been,  the  object  of 
ar.  His  noble  Friend 
I  the  support  of  Don 
ere  those  who  had  not 

themselves   Carlists; 

iber  for  Dover  called 

les    the    Fifth.     Nay, 

nglish  Lord,  who  was 

of  the  realm,  had  not 

in  person  against  the 
ry,  to  take  part  against 
Majesty  the  Queen  of 
)ose  of  retaking  a  bat- 
ich  had  been  directed 
diers.  The  right  hon. 
1  within  those  walls  was 

conduct  of  the  noble 
i  with  the  opinions  of 
)  which  the  right  hon. 
2d,  with  regard  to  Por- 
e  less  for  the  purpose  of 
leral  question,  than  of 
art  of  the  right  hon. 
ii,  which  related  to  the 
lines  on  shore,  a  subject 
immediately  connected 
lent  to  which  be  was 
lid  not  but  be  surprised 
.  hon.  Gentleman  say, 
ley  ought  to  give  to  the 


treaty  the  most  limited  constniction  whieb 
it  would  bear.    It  was  a  new  doctriiie  to 
be  held  in  that  House,  that  to  saored 
obligations  entered  into  between  friendly 
parties,  only  a  limited  meaning  should  be 
affixed  by  one  of  the  contracting  parties. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for 
Tamworth,  stated  on  a  former  occasion, 
that  that  treaty  should  receive  the  most 
favourable  and  extensive  construction  for 
the  Queen  of  Spain,  and  therefore,  without 
saying  one  word  to  defend  that  treaty,  he 
felt  himself  bound  to  carry  its  obligations 
generally  into  effect.    As  to  the  manner  in 
which  the  Marines  had  been  employed, 
the  right  hon.   Gentleman   stated,   that 
the  Marine  force  being  employed  was  a 
surprise  and   a  cheat  upon   (he  House. 
No  one  would    suppose    that    such  in* 
stances  had  ever  occurred  before;    and 
moreover,  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Ofiicer 
stated  that,  in  his  opinion,  nothing  less  was 
intended  than  the  blockade  of  the  coast  of 
Spain.     He  would  put  this  matter  to  the 
test  of  fact  and  experience.     Had  naval 
co-operation  never  been  rendered  by  tbe 
naval  force  of  this  country  ? — had  a  naval 
force  never    co-operated  with  the  land 
forces  of  this  country  ?    Looking  to  what 
had  passed  in  former  years,  he  contended 
that  the  principle  of  naval  co-operation 
was  fully  and  fairly  borne  out  and  justified 
in  this  case,  even  if  they  put  the  limited 
construction  on  the  word  *'  co-operation," 
which  had  been  su^ested.     He  was  very 
unwilling  to  trespass  at  any  length  on  the 
patience  of  the  House,  but  he  held  in  his 
hand  a  few  cases  which  he  would  take  the 
liberty  of  stating ;  and  even  if  be  trespassed 
longer    than  he  wished,  it  was  .for  this 
reason,  that  he  was  desirous  of  proving 
that  the  cases  he  quoted  were  not  those  of 
single  or  isolated  examples  — ^not  cases 
occurring  only  now  and  then,  but  they 
happened  every  year  of  the  war  in  every 
part  of  the  globe.      Perhaps,  however^ 
before  he  did  this  he  might  be  perroiited 
to  say  a  few  words  with  reference  to  the 
battle  of  Hernani*    The  right  hon.  G^i" 
tleman  had  of  course  selected  this  as  the 
strongest  case,  according  to  his  view  of 
the  question.     But  the  right  hen.  Gentle- 
man stated,  that  Captain  Bassett,  in  pur- 
suance of  orders  received  from  General 
Evans,  moved  some  guns  to  a  certain  posi- 
tion.   The  right  hon.  Gentleman  stated, 
that  this   was  done  in  obedience  to  tlie 
orders  of  General  Evans.    He  would  not 
say  that  this  might  not,  strictly  speaking, 
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i\  knowUdge,  mast 
from  Naples  Bay  to 
es9  than  eighteen  Of 
'ations  of  naval  fofce 
to  the  shores  of  the 
t  transactions  occur 
'ers  had  earned  such 
?  The  question  Of 
man  Was  IhiS — not 
war  or  peace,  but 
and  marines  were 
e  distance  ft-om  the 
t,  however,  at  issue 
e  articles  contained 
eaty  we  were  bound 
!e,  and  whether  the 
legree  Exceeded  the 
the  experience    of 

that  this  country 
ich  she  hnd  always 
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cease  in  illustration 
<e  in  which  we  had 
)anish  on  the  very 
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:  from  the  citadel  of 
seamen  and  marines 
vere  obliged,  after 
ct  of  rescuing  the 
r  force  of  the  French 
retire.   Capt.  West 

of  land  and  nava^ 
?n  the  practice  of 
tioularly  reqnetted 
se  toaoBppiiealion 
ion  of  land  forces 
on  board  the  fleet 
The  application 
'tion  of  the  land 
d,  and  co-operated 
he  capture  of  the 
ract  deeeribed  the 
id  :— 

II  declining  to  act, 
*ctad  relnforoement 
ir,  Ijord  Hood  took 
f  land  forces  which 
1  to  serve  on  board 
obtaining  also  two 
js  of  artillery,  with 
inirL'ncbing  tools, 
ri  Wilson,  who  had 
?  title  of  brigadier, 
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to  Lord  J.  Hay  or  the  Government  for 
adopting  similar  practices  with  regard  to 
Spain.  He  did  not,  however,  wish  to 
trouble  the  House  with  more  instances, 
because  he  believed  he  had  said  enough 
to  prove,  that  at  different  periods  the 
practice  had  been  carried  to  mneh  greater 
lengths  than  on  the  late  occasion.  Sup- 
posing even  that  Lord  John  May  had  not 
received  particular  instructions  to  assist 
with  the  naval  force  under  his  command, 
he  would  have  been  bound,  according  to 
the  practice,  to  render  assistance.  If  the 
hon.  Member  opposite  was  old  enough  to 
remember  the  prat  ice,  he  would  at  once 
admit,  that  Lord  John  Hay  was  bound  to 
do  as  other  Officers  had  done  before  him  * 
and  that  if  he  had  not  done  so,  be  eould 
not  have  expected  to  receive  the  thanks  of 
the  country.  There  wAs  one  point, 
however,  which  he  wished  to  urge  (ts  a 
test  of  the  question,  and  that  involved  the 
good  faith  of  the  House.  He  wished  t(f 
know — looking  at  the  instattt^es  of  eo- 
operatioti  which  had  been  addbced«»what 
was  the  amunnt  of  cor-operation  ebe 
Spaniards  had  a  right  to  Mpect  Meording 
to  the  terms  of  the  treaty.  All  the  Spanish 
offieers^^indet  of  the  Spaftlsh  Btatesttien^-^ 
nay,  (nanv  of  the  soldiers,  knew  that  they 
had  a  right  to  expect  assistance,  because 
they  had  been  witnesses  of  what  had  taken 
place,  and  had  fought  side  by  side  wrth 
seamen  wlien  they  were  acthig,  as  now, 
against  the  common  enemy.  HaVhtg 
received  assistance  before,  thty  Conceived 
that  they  had  a  right  to  receive  it  again  : 
and  what  would  have  been  the  feelfiigs  of 
British  officers,  if  it  had  been  imposed 
on  them  as  a  duty  to  refuse  aid  when  the 
Spaniards  dematkded  it,  and  had  a  right  to 
expect  it  ?  After  the  examples  wh^h  he 
had  quoted,  he  trusted  the  House  wotild  be 
ready  and  willing  to  believe,  thet  it  had 
been  the  practice  of  the  service.  The  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Officer  hftd  Stated^  that 
the  circumstance  to  whhih  he  hAd  liU 
Inded  was  the  first  instance  in  which 
navul  forces  Itad  been  so  employed  6n  tftfitf. 
Now  he  wooM  venture  to  say,  that  f»6 
officer  of  the  navy  would  forone  momene 
concur  in  the  statement,  f  f  an y  ooe  officer, 
however,  would  support  the  ckiclrhie  that 
the  naval  and  marine  forces  were  to  be 
employed  only  on  board  ship  in  ttsaal  CofteS, 
stilt  he  should  say,  K)oking  ttt  the 
stipulaiions  of  the  treaty,  that  he  shooKI 
have    been  sorry  to  see    such  a  deep 

mm  on  the  boaottr  of  tlw  cotii»trj  m  ft 
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uanDes  had  been  on  boar 
complemeot  he  believed  for 
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these  cases  the   usual    com 
angmented  to  400  marines. 
sanctioned  by  the  articles  ol 
migbt  not,  on  the  same  grou 
lion  of  the  foot  guards  have  b. 
And  as  to  the  authority  under 
acted,  he  did  not  believe  they 
any  authority  at  all.    He  did 
the  commanding;  officer  actecl 
authority  of  Genera/  £rans« 
only  showed  the  danger  of  i 
actions ;  and  as  to  the  artille; 
heard  of  a  corps  of  artiUery  ;i 
pendently  ?    As  a  civilian  h  ■ 
take  u(Km  himself  to  criticise  I 
conduct  of  General  Evans. 
he  was  as  brave  an  officer  as  i 
and  as  to  his  skill,  it  was  no 
detract  from  it  in  a  case  of  r: 
which  any  one  was  liable.    I 
Evans«  it  was  natural  tosupp; 
suffering  under  the  late  uoe: 
painful  diacomfiture,  and  pre  I 
attempt  some  desperate  blow 
the  character  of  bis  men.    A 
British  marines  to  run  their  b(  i 
every  danger  to  accomplish  an 
which  general  Evans  mj^hl  b 
to  risk  his  life?    If  general  Ev.  | 
stance,  wert  lo  undertake  tlu 
and  Woody  enieTntisc  of  ig. 
VcnU  of  OnamuDdi,  or  Herna 
British  marines  to  be  emploved 
him  ?    These  attacks  might  i  \ 
the  Legion  had  lost ;  but  wc  i 

step,  when  the  period  of  servic 
expired. contribotemuch  to  the  , 

which  the  noble  Lord  bad  in  v' 
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n  board — the  usual 
ved  for  each  frigate 
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at  a  loss  to  know  what  would  have  become 
of  them.  From  what  he  knew  of  the 
condition  of  those  individuals,  he  felt  some 
doubt  and  difficulty  as  to  what  might  be 
their  condition  on  their  return  to  this 
country.  He  thought  that  a  consideration 
not  to  be  omitted  in  the  discussion  of  this 
question.  The  hon.  Gentlemen  who  spoke 
on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House  had 
accused  the  supporters  of  the  motion 
brought  forward  by  the  gallant  Officer  of 
being  the  friends  of  Don  Carlos.  He 
(Lord  F.  Egerton)  did  not  rank  himself 
amongst  the  friends  of  that  individual. 
But  when  he  found  this  country  aiding  in 
a  desperate  contest  carried  on  against  the 
pretensions  of  Don  Carlos,  he  thought  he 
had  a  right  to  inquire  into  the  justice  of 
the  cause  we  were  supporting.  He  and 
his  friends  certainly  were  anxious  to  have 
tranquillity  restored  to  Spain  io  place  of 
the  present  state  of  confusion,  and  desired 
to  have  a  strong  and  stable  government 
established  there.  But  he  did  not  think 
that  the  best  mode  of  achieving  that  object 
would  be  to  place  the  care  of  the  consti* 
tution  of  Spain  in  the  hands  of  Mendisa- 
bal,  as  he  at  present  directed  it.  The 
noble  Lord  could  not  deny  that  the  pre«* 
sent  constitution  of  Spain  was  precisely 
the  same  as  that  invaded  and  broken  down 
by  the  French  in  1 823.  Then  the  noble 
Lord  was  anxious  to  shut  his  eyes  to  those 
merits  which  he  now  seemed  anxious  to 
support,  and  was  accustomed  to  declare 
that  he  should  be  sorry  to  live  under  such 
a  government.  Yet  this  government  the 
noble  Lord  was  now  most  anxious  to  estab* 
lish.  He  formerly  denounced  it  as 
*'  holding  out  no  grounds  of  security,  but 
containing  within  itself  the  elements  of 
eternal  discord."  The  description  had 
become  prophetic,  for  what  but  discord 
had  existed  since  the  death  of  the  unfor- 
tunate Ferdinand  the  Seventh?  The 
noble  Lord  had  anticipated  an  easy  and 
speedy  issue  of  the  contest,  in  aid  of  which 
he  bad  deemed  it  proper  to  despatch 
assistance.  But  what  haa  been  the  result? 
The  troops  which  were  sent  out  bad  been 
baffled  up  to  the  present  time.  A  despatch 
of  General  Evans,  of  the  12th  Jannary, 
1836,  had  expressly  admitted  that  such 
was  the  case.  And  the  noble  Lord  had, 
without  doubt,  confidently  believed  the 
anticipations  there  held  out.  That  de- 
spatch stated,  that  **  it  was  nearly  up  with 
Don  Carlos — ^that  all  the  places  from 
Pamplona  to  Vittoria  were  in  the  posses* 
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to  answer  for  himself  and  his  troops.  No 
man  knew  better  than  his  gallant  Frieod 
how  to  defend  himself.  Fearless  as  the 
gallant  Officer  opposite  was«  he  (Mr* 
0*Connell)  could  not  help  rememberiagp 
that,  in  a  former  contest  in  that  House 
with  General  Evans,  the  gallant  Officer 
had  not  the  best  of  the  argument.  There* 
fore,  to  attack  that  gallant  Friend  of  his 
(Mr.  0*Connell)  in  his  absence  was  not 
feir.  Oh»  to  be  sure»  the  gallant  Officer 
did  not  attack  Grcneral  Evans — he  only 
showed  that  he  had  brought  bis  troops 
roto  danger,  and  that  he  had  allowed  theic 
pay  to  be  refused  them.  If  he  had  beeo 
commanding  them,  he  said,  he  would 
have  them  away  at  oace,  and  would  never 
have  stiiTered  them  to  be  treated  as  thej 
bad  been  by  the  Spanish  goverameat* 
The  gallant  Officer  did,  indeed,  on  one 
point,  do  justice  to  Don  Gsrlos.  He 
talked  of  the  asssssinating  decree  of 
Durango*  Every  body,  he  believed,  called 
that  an  assassinating  decree.  Did  it  not 
fellow,  that  the  man  who  issued  an  aasas* 
sinating  decree  was  an  assassin?  H4 
thought  that  the  l«[i|usge  used  by  the 
horn  Gentleman  opposite  upon  that  poiat 
was  intended  to  he  useful  In  Don  Garloe^ 
He  kK>ked  upon  it  merely  as  a  manmevrt 
to  bene6t  the  Pretender.  Then  it  wee 
said,  ont^^popped  the  Eliot  decree,  and  the 
cruelties  began  again.  Did  they  con* 
mence  with  the  British ?  No;  theybegaa 
with  the  friends  of  Don  Carlos,  following 
up  the  example  of  their  leader.  The 
gallant  Officer  (Sir  H.  Hardinge)  had 
told  the  House  that  be  would  not  serve 
under  any  men  who,  on  going  out  to  the 
field  of  battle,  told  his  soldiers  not  to 
spare  an  enemy.  The  order  to  which  the 
gallant  Officer  alluded  amoonted  to  this : 
that  no  quarters  should  be  given.  Had 
that  never  been  done  in  the  British  ser- 
vice ?  Did  the  gallaat  Officer  aever  hear 
of  the  Older  at  Beenos  Ayres  ?  [Sir  Jfl 
Hardinge :  No.]  Did  the  gallaal  Officer 
never  hear  that  the  orden  there  weie  to 
spare  the  oM  asea,  and  the  women,  and 
chiMfen,  bat  to  pat  to  death  every  ama 
capable  of  bearhig  arms?  [Sir  H.  Uwt^ 
dimg^i  Never.]  He  had  witness  to  the 
fact  ia  the  House*  {Intemnpinm,^  He 
could  not  proceed  amidst  so  many  dis» 
orderly  intermptioos.  He  stated,  that  he 
had  been  informed  of  the  fact  by  an  hoa^ 
Gentleman,  a  Member  of  that  House. 
He  woeid  give  his  authority  i  ofeoarae, 
be  couki  not  know  th«  fiiot  from  hi»  owl^ 
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life  and  gentlemanly  breeding  mitigated 
the  asperity  of  the  encounter,  but  the  battle 
was  the  same,  the  object  held  in  view  by 
the  contending  parties  the  same,  in  Spain 
as  in  England.  The  question  was,  whether 
the  power  of  one  or  of  the  many  should 
prevail — whether  despotism  or  free  insti- 
tutions should  exist ;  this,  and  this  only, 
was  the  question  in  contention  betweea 
the  Carlists  and  the  Christines  of  Spain. 

Sir  H.  Hardinge  explained,  that  so  far 
from  his  having  made  or  intended  any 
attack  upon  Colonel  O'Connell,  or  the  10th 
regiment,  he  had  simply  repeated  a  state- 
ment verbatim,  for  which  he  had  given  his 
authority.  Neither  did  Mr.  Richardson 
himself  make  any  attack  on  Colonel 
0*ConnelI :  on  the  contrary,  he  gave 
him  great  credit  for  his  conduct,  and 
stated,  that  the  insubordination  in  his 
regiment  arose  from  the  absence  of  their 
colonel. 

Mr.  (yConnell  said,  he  should  be  sorry 
to  receive  praise  from  such  a  quarter  as 
Mr.  Richardson's.  If  he  was  not  mistaken^ 
all  the  officers  of  his  regiment  refused  to 
mess  with  him. 

Colonel  Thompson  rose  to  say  a  few 
words  in  explanation,  having  been  person- 
ally  referred  to  in  the  course  of  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kil- 
kenny. There  was  certainly  no  mistake 
in  the  statement  made  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member,  in  reference  to  the  order 
given  at  Buenos  Ayres.  He  himself  heard 
the  order  given,  which  was  mentioned  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  and  he 
would  repeat  it  to  the  House,  lest  there 
should  be  any  inaccuracy  in  the  manner 
it  had  been  understood.  The  order  came 
down  the  column  from  the  mouth  of  a 
field  officer,  who  rode  down  the  ranks  on 
a  good  Sunday  morning,  and  who  ex- 
claimed, "  Spare  old  men,  women,  and 
children ;  but  every  man  who  is  able  to 
bear  arms,  put  him  to  the  bayonet.''  These 
were  the  words  in  which  the  field-officer 
delivered  the  order,  which  he  coupled  with 
an  addition,  by  way  of  a  joke  of  his  own^ 
*'  Give  them  only  three  inches  of  it ;  it 
will  be  the  more  easily  pulled  out  again.'* 
He  could  name  the  officer  if  he  was 
asked ;  he  was  an  officer  of  bright  re- 
pute, who  fell  two  hours  after  giving  this 
order. 

Sir  Charles  Vere  said,  that  be  must 
confess  that  he  had  stated  rather  abruptly, 
in  the  course  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Kilkenny's  speecbi  that  that 
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by  thein — every  part  of  the  work  had  been 
submitted  to  their  consideration  —  and 
those  parties  were  now  ready  to  undertake 
the  building'  on  the  estimates  formed  by 
Mr.  Barry.  He  should  now  move  that  this 
report  be  laid  on  the  table,  and  that  it  be 
printed. 

Lord  JBroti^&ojn  inquired  ivbetber  it 
was  now  too  late  for  their  Lordships  to 
retrace  their  steps  with  respect  to  this 
particular  plan,  as  a  very  considerable 
change  had  been  effected  in  public  optniofi 
since  they  originally  resolved  to  adopt  ft. 
He  believed  that  the  public  mind  was 
much  altered  with  respect  to  the  propriety 
of  confining  the  styles  for  the  plans  to 
those  of  the  Gothic  and  Elisabethan 
character ;  and,  strictly  sp^akinjg,  ^e  be- 
lieved that  not  a  single  individual  had 
adhered  to  the  rule  laid  down. 

Viscount  Duncannon  saw  no  reason 
for  regretting  or  retracing  the  steps 
taken  by  Partiament.  The  first  archi- 
tects had  given  their  opinions  on  the 
plans,  and  their  opinioos  bad  been  con- 
firmed by  both  Houses  of  Parliament. 
If  they  retraced  their  steps  now,  after 
a  lapse  of  nearly  two  years  since  their 
decision,  it  would  be  extremely  Incon 
venient,  and  it  would  be  impossible  to  say 
whpn  the  delay  would  terminate. 

Lord  Brougham  said,  that  whefi 
800,000/.  was  to  be  voted,  they  ought  to 
eicpei't  a  building  to  be  so  constri|cted 
tbat  it  would  last  (or  ages ;  but  he  much 
doubted,  if  the  present  plan  were  adopted, 
whether  buildings  raised  in  accordance 
with  it  would  be  durable. 

The  Marquess  of  Lanadowne^  as  chair- 
man of  the  Committee,  would  say  a  few 
worda  on  this  subject,  A  formal  decision 
had  been  come  to  with  respect  to  the  plan 
by  both  Houses  of  Parliament,  and  al* 
though  he  had  vead  the  work  of  Mr* 
Hamilton  on  the  sub^t  with  great  plea- 
sure, yei  if  a  Grecian  stylo  were  to  be 
adopted,  the  oniformity  with  Westminster 
Hall  would  be  lost,  and  ao  alteration 
would  be  attended  with  great  inconveni- 
ence and  expense.  It  was,  he  conceived, 
proper  tbat  the  new  buildioga  should 
aasimJate  with  those  great  mouumenta 
so  intimately  connected  with  the  history 
of  this  counUy,  in  the  i>eigbbourhood  of 
which  tliey  were  to  be  placed. 

Report  to  be  printed. 
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iself,  by  recording  hi*  that  the  qoestion  be  postponed  until  to-* 
tloune,  as  the  proprietor  morrow, 
ewspaper,  to  be  so ;  and 
a  held  himself,  there  and 
sible  for  its  contents — 
de  by  them,  when  false 
md  if  any  person  was 
0  express  bis  regret^  and^ 
logise. 

sell  said,  the  hon,  Mem- 
e  course  which  he  had 
i  take,  and  had  disavowed 
lide  himself  under  any 
ler's  name.  He  thooght 
Member  wss  a  Member 
;,  and  as  the  publication 
lot  taken  place  through 
>f  any  editor  of  a  news- 
printer,  who  had  by  some 

indirect  means  obtained 
evidence  taken  before  the 
was  ^pabiished  under  the 
imber  of  the  Committee 
not  ask  the  House  at  the 
to  come  to  a  decision  on 
Le  had  made  up  his  mind 

he  ought  to  pursue  on 
on,  but  that  course  he 
o-morrow ;  and  he  should 

the  consideration  of  the 
>morrow,  in  order  that 
t  House  should  have  an 

reflecting  in  their  own 
he  course  he  proposed  was 
he  privileges  of  the  House, 

to  the  interests  of  the 
ber  any  other  course  ought 
to  produce  those  effects. 
D,  which  he  should  propose 
e  House  would  consent  to 
nsideration  of  the  question 
-'*  Tliat,  according  to  the 
leges  of  this  Hoase,  and  in 
iue  protection  to  the  pub- 
le  evidence  taken  by  any 
ee  of  this  House  and  the 
ented  to  such  Committee, 

not  been  reported  to  the 
lot  to  be  published  by  any 
:h  Committee,  or  by  any 

He  would  not  now  enter 
mt  for  the  support  of  that 
would  state  it  to-morrow. 
}lution  were  entered  into  by 
ould  be  seen  that  after  such 
r  its  opinions  it  would  be 
iry  Member  of  that  House 
lect  Committee  to  conform 

itioDt  He  moYfidi  therefore, 


Mr.  Harvey  gathered  from  the  noble 
Lord's  statement,  that  he  was  solieitoos 
that  the  discussion  of  this  truly  important 
subject  should  be  deferred.  He  trusted 
that  the  noble  Lord  would  postpone  it  till 
Thursday,  because  it  was  of  infinite  im- 
portance that  every  hon.  Member  shottid 
give  the  resolution  proposed  by  the  noble 
Lord  his  serious  attention,  and  it  might  so 
happen,  that  the  debate  of  to-night  woirid 
run  so  much  into  to*morrow  as  to  make  it 
doubtful  whether  there  would  be  a  House 
to-morrow;  and  it  was  not  at  all  improbable 
that  some  hon.  Members  might  wish  to 
move  an  amendment  on  the  resolution,  of 
which  notice  would  be  required,  and  wfaicb 
might  demand  consideration. 

Lord  Jokn  Russell  had  no  objection  to 
the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member,  and 
would  move,  that  the  consideration  of  the 
subject  be  postponed  to  Thursday  next. 

Debate  postponed. 

Affairs  of  Spain —  Adjourved 
Debate.]  Mr.  Maclean  moved  the  Or* 
der  of  the  Day  for  resuming  the  debate 
on  the  Affairs  of  Spain.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  understood  to  say,  that  the  subject 
was  acknowledged  on  all  hands  to  be  one 
of  great  national  importance— indeed,  one 
of  the  greatest  that  could  be  brought 
under  the  consideration  of  that  House. 
He  hoped,  however,  the  subject  would  be 
treated  in  the  temperate  way  it  had  been 
when  on  a  former  occasion  it  was  brought 
under  discussion.  He  thought  that  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  would  not  now  say,  that  the  ques- 
tion was  prematurely  hurried  before  the 
House  of  Commons,  because  the  party 
with  which  he  acted  had  permitted  nearly 
the  whole  period  for  which  the  Order  of 
Council  had  been  obtained,  sanctioning 
the  employment  of  troops,  to  elapse  pre- 
vious to  bringing  it  forward.  He  was 
bound  on  this  occasion  to  call  to  the  re^^ 
collection  of  the  House  and  the  noble 
Lord,  whom  he  regretted  not  to  see  in  his 
place,  the  anticipations  in  which  he  had 
indulged  with  respect  to  his  policy.  He 
regretted  the  noble  Lord  was  not  in  his 
place,  as  he  might  then  be  able  to  answer 
him  in  the  course  of  the  debate.  The 
absence  of  the  noble  Lord  was,  however, 
his  own  fault.  He  should  prove,  before 
he  resumed  his  seat,  that  instead  of  the 
prophecies  and  vaticinations  of  the  aoU^ 
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cK  Martinez  de  la 
tUe  noble  Lord  anoke 
rms)  has  laboured  to 
It  is  of  importance  to 
9c\iA  should  not  be  under 
which  she  tuffered  in  the 
study  and  to  which  she 
Don  Carioa  ascended  the 

believed  be  quoted  the 
tcV\y  •  England,  then,  had 
the  Buccesa  of  the  cause, 
she   one  ?     Because,  ac- 

it  was  for  her  advantage 
uld  be  independent — that 
iXi  e\emeat  in  the  calcula- 
ance  of  power.  For  this, 
vtwas  necessary,  according 
)rd»  that  Spain  should  have 
he  coiiatituUon  which  Mar- 
)sa  had  conferred  on  her. 
o(  the  interference  of  the 
han,  waa  firsts  that  it  was 
make    Spain  an  element  in 

power,  andi  secondly,  that 
ve  the  benefit  of  the  consti- 
artinez  de  la  Rosa.  He 
hould  be  able  to  show  the 
the  conduct  of  the  noble 
c\  the  very  means  of  prevent- 
istiiulion  from  being  com- 
V  inconsistent  had  been  the 
the  noble  Lord.  When  the 
>ain  iirat  ascended  the  throne 
Uy,  the  French  Government, 
id,  with  most  inconsiderate 
^red  to  her  by  an  Envoy  £x- 

M.  Menuet,  who  was  sent  to 

the  purpose,  the  use  of  an 
>,  to  support  her  pretensions  to 
But  what  Government  did 
,  Minister  oiFer  to  uphold  in 
Vm  it  the  present  system  of 
he  men  who  pursued  it  ?  No, 
le  Government  of  M»  Zea  Ber- 
it  support  was  tendered  by  him 
ftis  sjslem  of  policy— the  "  en- 
iespotism  "  or  Ferdinand  VII., 
he  constitutioQ  of  M.  Martinez 
1,  that  was  offered  to  be  upheld 

On  precisely  the  same  grounds 
rltish  Government  act  in  its  re- 

of  the  Queen's  right ;  on  that 
was,  that  Eogland  first  acknow- 
iT  power.  But  M.  Martinez  de 
X)on  found  out,  on  the  displace- 
M.  Zea  Bemadez,  that  the  <*  es- 
1  despotism''  of  Ferdinand  would 
d ;  that  the  revolutions  of  1812, 

3,  bad  iatrodttced  a  new  element 


into  Spanish  policy;  and  Ibat,  in  short,  with- 
out an  equivalent  change  it  would  be  impos- 
sible tocarry  on  the  Government.  Hethere-t 
fore  changed  it,  and  sulwtituted  theeonsti* 
tut  ion.  He  would  quote  a  few  passages 
from  a  work  which  had  many  marks  of  the 
paternity  of  the  noble  Lord,  and  to  which, 
if  he  did  not  stand  in  the  close  relatioh 
which  most  men  believed,  he  certainly  did 
in  that  of  godfather.  It  was  a  pamphitit 
well  known  of  late,  because  often  quoted 
in  the  discussions  on  the  present  queatiotf. 
Now  what  was  the  declaration,  as  given  in 
that  work,  made  by  the  Queen  of  Spain  ? — 

**  After  an  assurance  that  the  Catholic  reli- 
gion, its  doctrines,  its  temples,  and  its  minis* 
tcrs,  should  be  the  first  and  most  grateful  eare 
of  her  government,  tlie  Queen  oegent  pra» 

ceeds  to  say,  *  I  entertain  the  most  complete 
conviction  that  it  is  my  dqty  to  preserve  intact 
the  deposit  of  the  royal  authority  that  has 
been  confided  to  me.  I  will  religiously  main- 
tain the  form  and  the  fundamental  laws  of  the 
monarchy,  without  admitting  dangerous  inno- 
vations, which,  however  alluring  m  priuciple^ 
liave  already  for  our  misfortune,  been  too 
much  attempted.  The  best  form  of  goven^ 
ment  for  a  country  is  that  to  which  it  is  acpus^ 
toroed.  A  stable  and  compact  power|  based 
upon  ancient  laws^  respected  by  custom^  conr 
secrated  by  ages,  is  the  most  powerful  instru- 
ment for  working  out  the  good  of  tlie  people, 
which  is  not  obtained  by  weakening  autho* 
rity,  by  combating  established  ideas,  habits, 
and  institutions,  by  molestiug  interests  and 
expsctations  which  already  exist,  for  the  pur.- 
pose  of  creating  new  ambitions  and  exigencies, 
oy  inciting  the  passions  of  the  people,  by 
forcing  individuals  into  a  state  of  struggle  or 
confusion,  and  society  into  a  general  convul- 
sion. I  will  transmit  the  sceptre  of  Spain 
into  the  hands  of  the  Queen,  upon  whom  the 
law  has  con£emed  it,  entire^  without  deteriora* 
tion  or  detriment,  in  the  same  stete  as  the  law 
has  conferred  it  upon  her/  " 

That  was  the  declaration  of  the  Queen  of 
Spain — that  was  the  form  of  government 
she  proposed  to  confirm — namely,  **  the 
enlightened  despotism'*  of  her  forefathers. 
But  a  change  m  the  government  ensued 
shortly  after  her  succession,  and  then 
came  M.  Martinez  de  la  Rosa  and  the 
constitution.  How  came  it,  then,  that 
the  noble  Lord  interfered  in  the  question  2 
It  was  found  impossible  by  Martinez  de  la 
Rosa  to  continue  tbe  system  of  Zea  Ber- 
roudez,  ao  he  at  once  brought  forward  the 
Estatuto  Real  as  tbe  constitutional  form 
of  government  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
once  pledged  himself  to  support.  The 
noble  Lord  might  shake  bis  head ;  but  had 

be  not  quoted  hie  owa  words  ?    He  woul4 
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charge  agaiittt  t 
and  gallant  Fri< 
take  shelter  ur 
stating,  that  al 
that  side  of  ll 
fortunate  sitoa 
Spaoiah  quarr< 
couotrymen,  \ 
cause  of  Don 
humanit}.  T 
man's  languaj 
well  could  b< 
and  intoieraiK 
who  supporte 
same  faitb  a 
fought  and  b] 
made  siic\i  « 
/octs— tW  { 
EngUsbiaan 
his  Ufe  T 
man  dargei 
with  having 
of  the  inter 
haviDg  ma 
Evans.  W 
qaeatioQ  ws 
the  latter, 
that  never 
beeo  better 
b^  his  hon 
hu  hon«  ar 
moat  catef\ 
■ligbteatsU 
ral  Evans, 
of  the  caj 
Ad  unforti 
soUect  of 
uomrtunat 
conduced 
litary  inc 
said  in  s 
fore,  the 
thiog  in 
could  jus 
learned  j 
subject,  i 
parted,  w 
after  its 
tratiod  in 
following 
work  wt 
he  had 
but  he 
quoting 

Vittoria, 
He   helc 
frona  an 
alinoat  i 
that  ex| 
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them,  as  made  by  his  bon. 
snd  wko  sat  near  him»  and 
der  a  mere  subterfuge,  by 
those  hoQ.  GentlemeD  on 
2  House  ID  stating  the  un- 
ion of  this  country  in  the 
»  and  that  of  our  wretched 
ire  rather  vindicating  the 
Darlos  than  the  cause  of 
I  hoD.  and  learned  Gentle- 
,  too,  was  as  strong  as  it 
3D  the  subject  of  bigotry 
i  but  he  forgot  that  those 
Don  Carlos  were  of  the 
himself,    and  that    they 

for  what  he  would  have 
sutcry  about,  pro  aris  ei 
/hich  he  hoped  that  every 
Id  be  ready  to  lay  down 
ion.  and  learned  Gentle* 

hon.  and  gallant  Friend 

up  the  debate  in  favour 
>i  Don  Carlos ;  also  with 
barges  against  General 
aspect  to  the  former,  the 
ady  answered ;  end  as  to 
as  ready  to  bear  witness 
a  debate  io  that  House 
icted  in  that  respect  than 
gallant  Friend.  Indeed 
llant  Friend  had  seemed 
ibstain  from  casting  the 
1  the  character  of  Qene- 
when  the  circumstances 
d  appear  to  warrant  it. 
rave  man  was  always  the 

and  General  Evans  was 
tever  causes  might  have 
whether  accident  or  mi* 
His  hon.  Friend  bad 
i  no  more;  and,  there- 
>n  him  was  unfair.  No* 
ech,  on  that  occasion, 
liatribe  of  the  hon.  and 
But,  to  revert  to  the 
:h  he  had  casually  de- 
;he  course  of  the  Legion 
nent?  It  was  concen* 
er,  and  in  the  January 
3d  upon  Vittoria.  In  a 
I  oBBcer  of  the  Legion, 
•od  deal  on  the  subject, 

trouble  the  House  by 
lit.  When  it  reached 
s  the  state  of  things? 
and  a  correspondence 
hat  force,  detailing  the 
ted  horrors  endured  in 
He  fttatedi  that  cveqf 


step  of  the  route  from  PorUigalete  wat 
marked  by  excessive  punishment  of  the 
men,  as  well  as  by  general  suiFering  of 
the  most  intense  character  on  the  part  of 
all.  When  they  started  from  Portugalete, 
they  were  laden  each  man  with  three 
days'  salt  provisions  from  his  Majesty's 
ship,  Ringdove.  He  did  not  know  whe* 
ther  the  statement  was  perfectly  true  or 
not ;  but  if  it  was,  the  noble  Lord  should 
be  aware  of  it*  At  all  events,  there  was 
nothing  in  the  treaty  which  specified  that 
provisions  should  be  supplied ;  arms  and 
men  were  all  that  it  stated.  When  the 
troops  arrived  at  Vittoria,  the  writer  took 
occasion  to  contrast  the  treatment  expe- 
rienced by  the  French  forces  with  that  of 
the  English.  The  English  were  quartered 
in  a  convent,  where  a  large  number  of 
recent  interments  had  taken  place;  the 
consequence  was,  that  the  effluvia  was 
disgusting  and  unhealthy  in  the  extreme. 
The  French,  on  the  contrary,  had  the  best 
quarters  the  town  could  procure.  How 
was  that?  It  was  because  their  general 
had  threatened  to  march  them  back  over 
the  frontiers,  if  he  had  not  the  best  ac* 
commodation  which  could  be  afforded  for 
them.  Why  did  not  General  Evans  do 
the  same  ?  Were  the  lives  and  comforts 
of  British  subjects  of  less  value  than 
those  of  Frenchmen?  Why,  when  his 
men  were  lying  in  cold  damp  places,  with 
dead  bodies  rotting,  not  three  feet  under 
them,  did  he  not  say  that  he  would  not 
suffer  it.  The  letter  of  his  correspondent 
went  on  to  say,  that — "  What  wuh 
desertions  (the  consequence  of  ill-usage^ 
bad  quarters,  and  flogging)  and  deaths, 
the  Legion  lost  during  its  sojourn  at 
Vittoria  and  the  neighbourhood,  seventy 
officers  and  nearly  2,000  men."  What 
was  the  next  operation  of  the  Legion? 
In  April  they  marched  to  St.  Sebastian, 
from  which,  with  the  exception  of  the 
unfortunate  expedition  of  Fuentarabia, 
they  never  stirred  beyond  the  walls. 
Therefore,  for  all  the  service  they  had  dooe 
to  the  Queen  in  the  acquisition  and  defence 
of  her  territory,  and  all  the  injury  they 
had  done  to  the  cause  of  Don  Carlos,  it 
would  have  been  quite  as  well  if  they  had 
remained  at  home.  The  correspondent 
whom  he  quoted  said,  also,  that  so  vigorous 
and  irresistible  were  the  attacks  of  the 
Carlists,  that  the  Legion  on  more  than 
one  occasion  would  have  been  driven  into 
the  sea  but  for  the  assistance  of  the  Britisii 
ships  of  war  the  Salamander  and  Risf  « 
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}e  who  joined  hitn ;  aod  all 
z^n^  Who  harboured  or  cou- 
th e  Printers  followers  were 
ble  to  the  punishment  of 
inishmentor  impritonment, 
he  degree  of  their  offence. 
rango  decree  after  this !  And 
t  be  recollected,  waft  issued 
rlos  was  out  of  the  country, 
ttynot  in  arms  against  the 
Let  the  records  of  Turkey 
nd  it  would  be  impossible 
lore  sanguinary  decree  than 
le  Lord  must  also  recollect, 
e  accounts  reached  this 
massacres  at  Barcelona,  he, 
eeltng,  wrote  to  Mr.  Vtllters 
>  the  Spanish  goyernment 
of  bringing  to  punishment 
s  of  those  massacres,  and  of 
recurrence  of  such  barbart- 

Was  that  representation 
.ord  attended  to  ?  Not  in 
legree,  Ibr  not  one  of  the 
uiiishcd.  It  had  been  said, 
crcB  of  Barcelona  were  a 
of  popuhnr  feeling,  highly 

was  now  clear  Uiat  they 
tated  atfocilies.  That 
ras  the  prime  moter  in  this 
;  but  the  goyernment  of 
dare  to  molest  him,  lest  he 
talonia  against  Ihem.     Tt 

that  the  noble  Lord  had 

mitigate  or  assuage  the 
?lties  of  civil  war  in  8 pain, 
ble  Lord  done  nothing  to 

war?  Bevond  doubt  he 
ig  a  body  of  tO,000  Brkish 
fere  in  th^  contest.  The 
it  say,  that  Oenerel  Evans 
lepcndent  of  the  British 
It  what  did  General  Efans 
&  letter  to  his  constitn^its? 
Hs  carrying  out  in  Spain 
he  present  liberal  Govern- 
!.  tlie  pamphlet  tw  which 
stat«d,  that  the  Spanish 
'ndrid  severely  reprobated 
iij  M  St  ctmdnct  of  Castanon 

Basque  people  of  their 
lid  thflS  govermnanl  of 
ore  to  the  people  of  the 
since  their andent/iieros? 
lid  what  reason  does  the 
for  this  injustice  which  it 
that  ii  wouid  lower  the 
ive  restored  tihose  aaoieut 

ey  IhmI  Um  mo»  tafeea 


away.  Re  did  not  believe,  that  tkenoMe 
Lord  thought  so.  Indeed,  be  believed 
that  the  noble  ord  would  have  rejoimi 
at  justice  having  been  done  to  the  Bssqtfe 
people,  if  only  to  prevent  all  that  had  sine  e 
happened,  but  the  noble  Lord  had  re- 
ferred to  the  mediation  of  England  bj» 
tween  France  and  America,  on  a  recent 
occasion  of  pecuniary  differences  between 
those  two  countries,  to  show  that  Great 
Britain  still  maintained  her  iofloence  with 
foreign  nations.  Supposing  this  influence 
to  have  existed,  haa  not  the  noble  Lord 
takeh  great  pains,  by  the  f^nast  war  tn 
which  he  had  embarked  the  country,  to 
weaken  that  influence  ?  General  Evans 
had  completely  identified  the  noble  Lord 
with  the  cause  in  which  the  Legion  had 
embarked,  for  he  had  used  exactly  the 
same  language  about  establishing  a  balance 
of  power  through  the  means  of  Sptiii 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  used  in  that 
House,  and  the  same  laoguage  bed  been 
echoed  by  Mr.  Villiers  at  Medridt  at  « 
dinner  given  in  Celebration  of  raising  the 
sie^  orBilboa.  The  British  Mlntsteri  foo, 
njpon  that  occasiou,  said  something  about 
ibe  despotic  goveromeots  of  the  Continent 
«^iaafvafa  which  lie  ihougbi  well  eel* 
culated  to  provoke  a  contest  wtdt  Cboie 
governments.  Suppose  those  despotic 
governmentSf  as  Mr.  Viilters  called  them, 
thought  proper  to  sayt  that  they  wouM  tiol 
agree  to  the  establishment  on  the  throne 
of  Spain  of  the  line  of  successioo  which 
the  noble  Lord  was  now  tiphoMing,  and 
that  Don  Carlos  ongbt  to  be  the  king 
of  Spate ;  and  suppose^  in  Mlowiog  tip 
this  deelaration,  they  sent  alms  and  other 
munitions  oH  war  to  Fuentarabia^  for  the 
use  of  Don  Cark»,  would  not  the  noble 
Lord  direct  the  Britisb  ships  u|>on  thai 
coast  to  (ire  upon  the  vesaele  aepplying 
those  warlike  stores?  And  In  what  post* 
tion  would  the  noble  Lord  be  tbett  placed  ? 
Must  he  not  then  interfere  direMly  m  the 
contest,  and  did  he  not  at  this  ooiweAt 
leave  this  country  liable  to  sych  an  issue  T 
The  goveniinent  of  France  had  bean 
taunt^  with  not  fulfilling  ks  eagagemefiii 
under  the  Qaadmple  Tteaty*  amd  the  boa. 
and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenay  bad«  in 
deprecating  the  condect  Of  the  Fieooh 
government^  called  the  kinft  of  France  an 
accidenttil  king,  and  a  king  of  the  barri* 
cades.  Wss  this,  be  wowkl  ask,  fit  Ian* 
guago  to  he  applied  to  the  eoveieign  of  a 
oonntry  with  which  we  were  now  in  a  stale 

effiiendiyailkacet    Ite  kief  of  Fwm 
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r  the  gratuities^  to  keep  quiet, 
itly  speaking  the  truth  of  Gen- 

the  situation  into  which  they 
bemselves  ?  They  had  come 
—either  they  must  give  up 
the  Queen,  or  they  must 
irlos  from  Spain-*<L  thing 
resent  circumstances,  very 
iVere  they  prepared  to  go  to 
t  the  Queen  of  Spain  ?  He 
see  the  man  who  would 
;  House  opposite  to  the  hon. 
liddlesex,  and  make  a  pro- 
Flouse  for  a  declaration  of 
ere  two  other  courses  which 
ued.  One  was  to  call  for 
m   of  the  Great  Northern 

1  a   stop  to  the  war  now 
Spain,  and  recognise  the 

Was  there  any  proba- 
y  would  act  in  this  way, 
ry  Powers  had  withdrawn 
idors  from  the  Spanish 
sed  to  recognise  the  rights 
?  If  intervention  of  this 
tried  at  an  earlier  period 
ht  have  arisen  from  it ;  but 
uch  a  proposal  would  come 
other  course  was  to  with- 
irines,  together  with  the 
vould  be  the  best,  the  most 

2  course.  They  had  not 
ning  any  right  to  force  a 
lie  people  of  Spain.  By 
>n,  in  place  of  producing 
ice  of  contributing  to  heal 
ons,  and  to  smooth  down 
hies,  they  had  sown  «the 
Ling  dissension  and  discord 
le  of  that  unhappy  coun- 
^t  drive  Don  Carlos  from 
protracted  war ;  but  they 
ceed  in  driving  the  people 
heir  country,  or  depriving 
•erties  and  privileges.  A 
d dress  of  the  present  Pre- 
nited  States  appeared  so 
if  recent  course  of  policy 
ent  circumstances  that  he 
iberty  of  reading  it  to  the 
Van  Bureni  in  his  inau- 
id:~ 

foreign  policy  has  been  so 
igible  as  to  constitute  a  role 
ct  which  leaves  little  to  my 

indeed,  I  were  willing  to 
lights  of  experience  and  the 
tny  coiistitiMiittt  We  s^u« 


lously  cultivate  the  friendship  of  all  nations 
as  the  condition  most  compiitible  with  our 
welfare  and  the  principles  ot  our  government. 
We  decline  alliances  as  adverse  to  our  peace. 
We  desire  commercial  relations  on  equal 
terras,  being  ever  willing  to  give  a  fair  equiva- 
lent for  advantages  received.  We  endeavour 
to  conduct  our  intercourse  with  openness  and 
sincerity,  promptly  avowing  our  objects,  and 
seeking  to  establish  that  mutual  frankness 
which  is  as  beneficial  in  the  dealings  of  na* 
tious  as  of  men.  We  have  no  disposition,  and 
disclaim  all  right,  to  meddle  in  aisputations, 
whether  internal  or  foreign,  that  may  molest 
other  countries,  regarding  them  in  their  actual 
state  as  social  communities,  and  preserving  a 
strict  neutrality  in  all  their  controversies* 
Well  knowing  the  tried  valour  of  our  people, 
and  our  exhaustless  resources,  we  neitner  an- 
ticipate nor  fear  any  designed  aggression ;  and 
in  the  consciousness  of  our  own  just  conduct, 
we  feel  a  security  that  we  shall  never  be  called 
upon  to  exert  our  determination  never  to  per* 
mit  an  invasion  of  our  rights  without  pnnisha 
ment  or  redress/' 

This  appeared  to  him  to'  be  sound  doc- 
trine* The  noble  Lord  thought  otherwise, 
and  time  alone  could  tell  which  course 
would  have  most  effectually  sustatoed  the 
honour  and  the  interests  of  thecoantry.  He 
would  trouble  the  House  with  one  other 
quotation,  and  then  sit  down.  It  was 
from  the  German  writer,  Heeren,  an  able 
and  well-known  man  : — 

"  England  is  now  marked  as  one  of  tlie  five 
leading  Powers  who  determine  the  relation  of 
the  European  State  system.  She  has  con- 
nected herself  with  them  without  any  surren- 
der on  her  own  part,  and  has,  therefore, 
reserved  to  herself  the  power  of  stepping  for- 
ward as    a   mediator   whenever  it  may  be 

necessary Are  we  not  justified  in  hoping 

that  she  will  become  still  more  in  future  the 
mediating  Power?  She  has  lately  mediated 
between  two  great  Powers  with  an  excellent 
result;  let  her  reserve  her  mediatorial  capacity 
for  such  occasions ;  let  her  avoid  guarantees 
and  alliances  ;  let  her  maintain  a  respectable 
army  and  a  powerful  fleet ;  let  her  leave  her 
neighbours  alone,  and  resist  promptly  the 
slightest  aggression;  let  her  leave  trade  free; 
and  though  friends  may  lament  her  loss  of  in- 
fluence on  the  Continent,  and  enemies  boast  of 
her  exclusion,  her  character  will  stand  higher 
in  the  world,  her  voice  will  be  more  respect- 
fully heard,  and  her  flag  more  honoured,  than 
when  she  exchanged  guarantees  with  every 
State,  had  a  scheme  for  the  succession  to  every 
Throne,  and  intrigued  in  every  Court  in 
Europe.'* 

With  a  strong  recommendatioD  of  the 
prudent  and  salutary  advice  conveyed  in 
that  passage,  be  would  sit  down,  hoping 
that  the  boble  Lord  would  explain  what 
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when  he  [«aid  seven  or  e%bt 
I  he  did  not  speak  vaguely  or 
Arlaban,  on  the  heights  of 
1,  at  the  capture  of  Passages, 
occasions  they  had  been  vic- 
:e  (he  Carlists  had  attempted 
lines,  and  had  been  driven 
they  had  attacked  the  lines 
;s,  and  had  driven  them  in  ; 
the  gallantry  of  these  men 
se,  still  more  did  the  con- 
ic conduct  of  his  hon.  and 
id  their  commander.  That 
ant  Friend  of  his  bad  been 
tinually  and  indirectly,  per* 
g  this  debate,  but  more 
ther  occasions;  he  would, 
ke  no  apology  to  the  House 
70  extracts  from  letters  which 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend — 
jpoQ  a  specific  charge,  the 
ng  his  general  conduct  and 


rd  to  your  queries  relative  to 
>f  the  Legion  in  connexion  with 
its  which  took  place  in  it,  I 
opinion  of  many  superior  ofii- 
!  of  eyperiencei  was,  that  if  he 
nner,  respecting  punishments,  it 
severity,  but  in  nis  disposition 
larry  his  pardon  too  far/' 

le  language  of  Col.  M'Dou- 
nmanded  his  own  regiment 
lOut  inflicting  a  lash.  An- 
qually  distinguished, who  bad 
le  service  on  account  of  his 
did  not  think  glory  was  to 
by    calumniating  his   chief, 

a  general  so  beloved^  indeed 

say  idolised,  by  those  under 

both   officers  and   soldiers,  as 

is  ;  and  his  intrepidity  in  dan- 

-esight  in  action,  are  the  adroi- 


»> 


bovrever,  leave  that  part  of 
which  his  friendship  to  his 
,  his  respect  for  his  charac- 
ttion  for  his  gallantry,  and 
is  absence  had  induced  him 
iome  length,  and  he  would 
re  general  subject  of  debate, 

had  to  observe  that  much 
•  Gentleman  had  said  the 
seemed  to  htm,  upon  the 
ihy  grounds  for  a  great 
s  to  attest  an  account  of 
f    and    atrocious    violences 

cmH   but  oecessary  as8o# 

ron$pfi  vgument  no  M 


beard  used  was  that  which  had  reference 
to  the  Basque  provinces.  The  hoo.  GenUe* 
man  said,  *'  Would  you  interfere  with  the 
liberty  and  independence  of  the  Basque 
people?*'    And  under  ordinary  circuou 
stances  he  should  not.    But  the  Basque 
people  were  in  a  particular  situation — they 
deemed  they  were  struggling  for  their  own 
liberties,  but  they  were  made  the  instru* 
meats  of  those  who  in  a  most  important 
case  mistook  the  policy  of  the  country. 
No  doubt 9  if  the  hon.  and  gatlant  Gentle-^ 
man  were  to  describe  the  terrors  of  a  field 
of  battle,  which  no  one  was  better  qualt« 
fied  to  do,  or  the  horrid  scenes  which  that 
field   would  exhibit  after   battle— if  he 
exhibited  the  storming  of  a  town,  and  all 
the  savage  acts  of  atrocity  likely  to  be 
committed  by  infuriated  soldterst  at  that 
time  rarely  under  control,  that  he  would 
be  able  to  harrow  up  the  feelings  of  the 
House ;  but  was  that  a  statesmanlike  way 
of  meeting  a  great  question  ?     Might  he 
not  reply  in  the  same  manner  by  showtne 
all  the  horrors  of  that  cause  against  which 
these  men  were  fighting.    Might  he  not 
lead  the  House  to  the  dungeout  the  rack, 
the  stake?    Might- he  not  point  to  the 
torture,  the  thumb«screw,  and  all  those 
devilish  and  inquisitorial  engines  by  which 
men  had  attempted  to  torture  not  merely 
the  body  but  the  mind  of  their  fellow 
creatures?    But  was  it  in  rational  argii» 
raent  to  be  contended  that  the  ilUtimed 
acts  of  any  ally  were  to  indnee  you  to 
withdraw  from  his  cause,  if  it  was  accord- 
ing to  your  policy  and  to  your  engagements 
to  adhere  to  it  ?   Last  night  reference  had 
been   made  to   the  fri^tful    ayalem  of 
assassination  which  had  prevailed  during 
the  whole  of  the  last  war  throughout  the 
Peninsula.    But  there  was  a  case  still 
more  in  point,  that  of  £1  Arish-— it  had 
been  alluded  to  the  night  ptevtous.  There 
we  acted  in  company  with    allies-— 4lie 
Turks — with  those  allies  we  took  the  fort. 
What  occurred?    Why,  our  allies  mui^ 
dered  300  men  in  cold  blood.   Sir  Sidney 
Smith  protested  against  this ;    he  did  M 
he  could  to  prevent  it — ^bot  certainly  the 
British  Government  did  not  think  it  ne- 
cessary to  deliver  up  Egypt  to  Buonaparte^ 
to  enslave  all  the  rest  of  the  inhabitants. 
If  we  triumphed,  all  Spain  would  be  free 
as  the  Basque  people ;  but  if  the  Basque 
people  triumphed,  then,  indeed,  there  was 
every  reason  to  bdieve  that  the  man  whose 
cause  they  had  espoused  would  engulf 

their  liberty  in  tbt  geneiral  tynwpy  b* 
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rretted  it  if  he  hid  been  so 
He  wished,  on  the  contrary, 
s  question  inalargeryCalmer, 
atesmanlike  view;  and  he 
it  as  connected  with  France, 
s  he  agreedi  so  intimately 
h  this  country.  What  was 
ranee  at  that  time?  There 
parties,  but  two  divisions  of 
t  did  so  happen,  that  in  the 
arty  there  was  not  a  single 
ghtest  degree  tinged  with 
had  not  pledged  himself 
question.  Supposing  then, 
tion  carried,  and  the  hon. 
}site  in  oflSce,  what  would 
far  as  regarded  France? 
ogs  must  happen  in  that 
r  the  more  popular  party 
I  office  in  which  case  they 
ty  in  this  country  already 
:  the  policy  they  were 
sue»  in  which  case  the 
)  prized  by  the  right  hon. 
tuber  forTamworth  went 
he  more  unpopular  party 
were  linked  and  leagued, 
*  the  two  countries,  with 
ar  party  in  this  country 
also.  Could  any  man 
'f  things,  calculating  on 
ble  disposition  of  their 
d  as  it  would  be  by  the 
ic  opinion  amongst  the 
two  people,  by  whom 
rmed — could  any  sober 
state  of  things  without 
e  might  be — what  there 
ily    be — another  great 

0  that  of  1 830,  and  of 
nee  would  extend  as 
or  France  ;  and,  in  the 

1  what  would  you  be 
ing  up  that  country 
tecuted  priesthood,  or 
uinary  mob.  On  one 
on,  on  the  other  the 
tw,''  said  hon.  gentle- 
two  un  h  appy  engines 

>  come  into  activity. 
state  of  Europe,  of 
indy  what  he  was 
e— looking  at  Eng- 
f  £ngland,  he  would 
hat  if  there  was  a 
gracefnl  to  consent 
was  the  motion  of 
gallant  Gentleman. 
d,  the  hon.  Geotle. 


man  had  entirely  misrepresented  his  in* 
tention  in  bringing  this  question  forward. 
He  had  carefully  abstained  from  noticing 
an^  part  of  the  military  government,  con- 
ceiving that  that  did  no.t  come  within  the 
scope  of  his  motion.  The  House  would 
recollect,  that  he  had  attributed  the  im- 
policy of  the  measures  which  had  been 
adopted  entirely  to  his  Majesty's  Ministers, 
and  that  he  had  altogether  abstained  from 
any  military  criticism  on  the  conduct  of 
General  Evans.  It  was  not  for  him,  on 
such  an  occasion  as  the  presentt  to  im- 
pugn or  defend  the  conduct  of  the  hon* 
and  gallant  Officer;  but  he  begged  to 
add,  that  whenever  the  military  conduct 
of  General  Evans  was  made  the  subject  of 
discussion,  he  was  ready  to  give  his  mili- 
tary opinion  respecting  it,  as  freely  as  he 
had  already  given  his  political  reasons 
why  he  considered  the  longer  continuance 
of  the  British  Legion  in  Spain  detrimental 
to  the  best  interests  of  this  country.  His 
opinion,  confirmed  by  that  of  Colonel 
Churchill,  was,  that  such  was  the  state  of 
insubordination  and  demoralization  of  the 
Legion,  that  it  was  impossible  to  expect 
it  could  render  any  important  service  to 
the  country  whose  mterests  it  professed  to 
vindicate. 

Mr.  H,L,  Bulwer  must  repeat,  he  did 
think  that  in  making  a  motion  at  this 
moment  for  the  recal  of  the  officers  of  the 
Legion  the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer  oppo- 
site was  inflicting  disgrace  on  them.  He 
also  thought,  and  he  believed  a  similar 
opinion  was  entertained  by  the  country, 
that  the  effect  of  the  observations  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  as  to  the 
conduct  of  the  officers  under  General 
Evans,  was  more  or  less  to  cast  an  impu- 
tation on  the  character  of  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend. 

Sir  R,  Inglis  said,  it  appeared  to  him 
impossible  for  any  man  who  could  read  or 
hear,  to  mistake  the  effect  of  the  motion  of 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend.  If,  as  was 
alleged,  it  had  reference  to  the  recal  of 
General  Evans,  it  could  only  anticipate 
that  event  by  a  few  days,  inasmuch  as, 
according  to  the  communication  of  that 
hon.  and  gallant  Officer  to  his  constitu- 
ents, it  was  his  intention  to  be  with  them 
on  the  10th  of  June.  The  object  of  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  was  to  obtain  the 
recal  of  the  marines,  and  to  pray  his  Ma- 
jesty not  to  renew  the  Order  in  Council  for 
the  suspension  of  the  Foreign  Enlistment 
Act*    Incideotally  the  motion  of  his  honi 
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r»  out  of  the  motion  of  tlie 
OiBcer  (Sir  II.  Hordinge) 
iusiraiey  in  a  very  forcible 
ieultiefi  which  must  always 
uct  of  fufeigo  aifairs  under 
It    in  this  country.     If  the 
r    the    tiQ)«  heing  did  not 
rfere   with  the  events  over 
lei  not  exercise  any  control, 
^il^  a9  the  right  hon,  Ba- 
iuiber    for   Taniv^orth,  had 
>le    Lord,  the  Secretary  for 
s,  why  in  France  there  was 
rnn^ent?    as  if  it  depended 
'riend  (Lord  P^lmerston)  lo 
di6icuUies  which  prevented 
t  fiom  forming  a  Government 
Lhe  wishes  of  himself  and  the 
>eputic«.   Bui  if  the  Govern- 
;  country  did  interfere,  then 
»keil  why  there  was  no  Go- 
Spain?  and  his  noble  Friend 
esponsible,  because  the  Go- 
'  the  Queen  of  Spain  had  not 
lat    succcsf  in  a  year  which 
es   induced   him  to  hope  for, 
rfecUy  willing  to  admit,  that 
before  the  House  ought  to  be 
0  the  most  calm  and  dispas* 
luer.     Whatever  might  be  the 
e  di:»cu6siony  thff  decjsioo  was 
hlch    he    conceived   that   our 
huractcr    for  consisUmcy  and 
s  deeply  involved.    There  way 
feienceof  opinion  on  the  subject 
cy  wiib  regard  to  the  Quadruple 
ind  the  hon.  baronet  who  had 
lown  had  expressed  his  opinion 
\at  treaty.    Many  thought  that 
vas  unwise*  uustatesmanlike^ancl 
for    by    the    circumstances   of 
but  others  thought^  and  he  was 
icmi  that  it  was  a  wise,  a  states- 
and  a  necessary   Act,  and  one 
iiupcralively  called  for  by  the 
circumi^tances  of  this   country. 
:r   the   opinions    of    individuals 
c  of  the  obligations  of  that  Act^ 
i  narrowed  and  restricted  sense  in 
.  was  sought  to  be  interpreted,  his 
was,  that  this  question  ought  not 
itertaiaed  at  all  by  the  House  of 
us,  unlew  upon  grounds  clear  and 
ive,  exeaipt  from   anything   that 
.  of  party  spirit,  and  sych  as  would 
0  doubt  ou  any  reasonable  mind, 
lhe  motives  irhich   influenced  the 
on.  Geotleman  in  bringing  forward 
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regret  that  he  saw  a  question  involvinff  the 
highest  national  cpnsiderations  mixeo  up 
in  parts  of  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Mover  witn  matters  of  a  merely 
personal  nature,  which  were  calculated  to 
work  upon  feelings  which  ought  not  tp  be 
allowed  to  influence  the  opmion   of  the 
House.     He  wished  this  question  to  bei 
argued  in  the  calmest  and  most  dispas* 
sionale  tone.     It  must  be  admitted  that  it 
was   not  upon  the  treatment  which  the 
British    Legion   had    met  with,  or    the 
degree  of  success  which  had  attended  it^ 
operations  against  the  Carlists,  that  the 
decision  of  the  Question  should  rest.     It 
rested,  as  a  national  question,  upon  the 
nature  of  the  obligations  which  we  bad 
entered  into,  and  upon  the  question  whe? 
ther  Great  Britain  was  not  bound  to  realise 
the  hopes  she  held  out  to  Spain,  whether 
we  could  with  honour  or  consistency,  at 
this  most  critical   period   of  (he  contest, 
withdraw  from  our  pledge  of  co-operation? 
The  amount  and  extent  of  this  co-operation 
depended  on  the  terms  of  the  Quadruple 
Treaty.  To  many  ofthe  articles  of  that  treaty 
a  very  different   interpretation  had  been 
given  ;  but  if  the  House  would  allow  hiin 
he  would  state  shortly  what  he  conceived 
to  be  the  true  objects  of  the  treaty.    The 
preamble  of  the  treaty  which  was  signed  in 
1834,  stated  the  object  of  the  treaty  to  be 
to  compel  Don  Carlos  and  Don  Miguel  tp 
withdraw  from  the  Portuguese  dominionSi 
where,  at  that  time,  the  infant  Don  Carlof 
had  taken  refuge,  and  where  he  formed  a 
nucleus  of  a  party  combined  against  the 
authority    of    the    recognised    Queep   of 
Spain,    The  preamble  stated  the  motive^ 
which  induced  England  to  concur  in  the 
line  of  operation   there  poiuted  ou^;  it 
was  stated  to  be  ''  in  consideration  of  the 
interest   which   this  country  had  alway|( 
taken  in  the  security  of  the  Spanish  mo- 
narchy, and  our  anxious  desire  to  assist  in 
the  establishment  of  peace  in  the  Penin« 
sula  and  the  rest  of  Europe.^     He  would 
read  the  whole  of  the  treaty  If  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  wished.     It  went  pi^ 
to  state,"  **  considering  also  the  special 
obligations    arising    out    of  our  ancient 
treaties  with  Portugal."  Tlii*  had  nothing 
to  do  with  Don  Curios.     Don   Carlos  waf 
now  dangerous   to  the   order    of  things 
recognised  in  Spain,  as  Don  Miguel  was 
at    that  time    in    Portugal.     They   wer^ 
both  included  in   the  same  article.     Ii^ 
pursuance    of  this    treaty,  the   Spanish 

troojtt  under  GeQeriil  Rpdi)  wer^  tent  'myf 


m    ^1 


dttleait 
tbe  eoone  pi 
Barooetftbet 
would  ask,  vl 

tod  gaM  C 
tbismotioao 

counted  hioQ 

fact  was,  tba 

so  decisively 

PeuQSuU. 

be  bad  bea 

Parliament  1 

ingaDally 

He  bad  beai 

aaed.  He 

tboKvilhw 

and  never 

aMiuonal 

part.  It^ 

and  galla 

to  reverse 

•uccetsa 

tbeengag 

bound  b^ 

what  tbis 

He  migl 

had  beei 

disable  t 

test.    [S 

hoD.  ao( 

be  doobti 

figbting- 

a  posuv 

gallant 

position 

co-open 

Saarafie 

expect, 

OTenpfh< 

be  beg 

conflict 

to  retin 

on  bot 

would 

had  atl 

he  not 

the  wh< 

And  yi 

an  old 

to  tbrc 

<»8t  0 

mattei 

right  I 

thong 

measi 


to  lb< 


irsofSpm^  {Ai»RiL,18}         Adjonmed  Debate.  14M 


,  sabmitted  in  silence  to 
sued  by  the  right  hon. 
mber  for  Tamworth.  He 
prevented  the  right  hoD. 
;er  from  bringing  forward 
lat  occasion,  and  what  en- 
do  80  now  ?  The  simple 
ccess  no  longer  beamed 
he  cause  of  liberty  in  the 
was  the  first  time  that 
1  the  British  House  of 
fair  ground  for  abandon- 
that  be  was  unfortunate. 
>n  the  opposite  argument 
card  the  misfortunes  of 
fe  were  in  alliance  stated 
iessfully,  as  a  plea  for 
es  and  exertion  on  our 
rTed  for  the  right  hon. 
er  (Sir  H.  Hardinge) 
d  to  make  the  want  of 
shamefully  abandoning 
which  we  were  solemnly 
But  he  begged  to  asK 
success  consisted  of? 
bether  such  a  defeat 
J  by  the  Legion  as  to 
taking  part  in  the  con- 
'dinge  "  Yes'3  ?  The 
Officer  said  **  yes  ;" 
Ifter  three  days'  hard 
)5t  gallantly  carrying 
)d  by,  he  admitted, 
e — after  carrying  this 
that  from  the  want  of 
le  part  of  General 
'ley  were  entitled  to 
the  Carlists  brought 
its  to  bear  on  them, 
It,  after  sustaining  a 
,  they  were  compelled 
dispute  that  the  loss 
sarly  equal.  But  he 
eneral  Evans  himself 
^uise  his  losses  ?  Had 
adid  naanner  revealed 
case  to  the  country, 
is  very  moment  that 
in  araas  had  chosen 
1  in  his  way,  and  to 
authority  in  military 
against  him  ?  The 
;  officer  opposite,  he 
ly  that  he  had — in 
mitted — thrown  the 
opinion  in  the  scale 
3,  and  pronounced 
i  LiegicMi  could  not 
hat     nolhioi;    bat 


disgrace  and  defeat  attended  them.  When 
stating  his  reasons  why  British  honour 
would  not  allow  of  the  continuance  of  our 
co-operation  in  Spain,  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  referred  to  the  atrocities 
which  had  been  committed  in  the  coarse 
of  the  present  disastrous  warfare.  He 
deeply  regretted  those  atrocities ;  he 
wished  from  his  heart  that  they  had  been 
avoided ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  must 
remind  the  House  that  he  had  the 
authority  of  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  himself  for  stating,  that  the 
guilt  of  such  proceedings  was  almost  equal 
on  both  sides.  This  being  the  case,  he 
would  ask,  in  common  fairness,  why  appeal 
to  the  massacres  which  had  been  com« 
mitted  as  arguments  against  one  of  the 
parties  in  this  contest,  when  such  argu* 
ments  would  apply  with  at  least  equal  force 
against  the  other  1  If  Cabrera's  mother 
were  murdered,  had  not  her  son  revenged 
her  death  upon  thirty  innocent  females, 
who  expiated  with  their  blood  that 
atrocious  murder  ?  Were  not  instances  of 
a  like  kind  before  them  in  abundance  ? 
And  if  so,  what  justice  was  there,  when  the 
guilt  was  equally  shared  between  the  two 
parties  in  stigmatising  the  one  in  order  to 
bespeak  favour  for  the  other  ?  With 
respect  to  the  claims  of  Don  Carlos, 
and  the  manner  in  which  he  vindicated 
them,  let  it  be  borne  in  mind  that  he  had 
never  once  dared  to  openly  face  the  Legion. 
In  this,  for  he  knew  something  of  Dob 
Carlos,  that  individual  had  only  pursued 
the  line  of  policy  which  had  ever  marked 
his  career.  In  the  time  of  the  late  King  of 
Spain  he  believed  that  Don  Carlos  had 
secretly  countenanced  and  fomented 
every  plot  which  had  manifested  itself 
against  the  reigning  Sovereign,  though  he 
kept  himself  in  the  back  ground,  in  order 
to  shrink  from  the  public  avowal  and 
consequences  of  his  sedition.  For  the 
future,  he  believed  that  if  Don  Carlos 
were  to  succeed  to-morrow,  the  first  act  of 
his  home  policy  would  be  to  re-esta- 
blish the  Inquisition,  and  of  his  foreign 
policy  to  give  to  Russia  such  an  ascend- 
ancy in  the  Peninsula  as  must  prove  very 
formidable  to  this  country,  coupled  with 
that  which  Russia  had  already  acquired  in 
other  parts  of  Europe.  Now,  this  was  a 
result  which  he  did  not  wish  to  see 
brought  aboutf  and  therefore  it  was,  that 
he  believed  that  England  would  be  best 
consulting  her  own  interests,  as  well  as  the 
dictates  of  bamanity}  by  perseyeriog  in  tht 
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<3,  IMr.  Canning  spoke  aB 
ulil  cisk  the  House  if  it 
oTCkVely  deseribe  the  cir- 
e  present  case  ?«— 

g,^eated»  8ir«  thst  ws  ibouldy 
he  Spanish  refugees  in  this 

and  that  we  should,  by  the 
H^o  enlistment  Act,  jet  loose 
ill  the  ardent  and  irregular 
unlry.      Sir,  this  is  the  yery 

1.  have  anticipated  with  ap- 
e  present  unquiet  state  of 
Europe.  All  such  eipedients 
\  deplore  and  dread  the  em* 


»» 


Y^e  vorde  of  Mr.  Canning. 
lad  pleased  Providence  to 
fe  of  that  gifted  man,  with 
vould  he  have  contemplated 
;8  of  the  present  day  1  How 
i  he  have  been  to  see  bis 
ly  maintained  by  his  own 
yihat  pciin  would  also  have 
ad  the  neble  Lord,  who  was 
wer  tn  public,  and  his  friend 
e,  now  acting  against  almost 
his  maxims  of  either  foreign 
>o\\cy ! 

Member  for  Mary-Ie.bone  has 
ght  Hon*  and  gallant  FHend, 
ght  forward  this  motion  now? 
lid  not  wait  till  the  10th  of 
I  t\ie  soldiers  of  the  British 
jld  be  here,  and,  if  it  were 
u\d  give  their  testimony  upon 
?  Now,  can  it  be  possible, 
)n.  Member  for  Mary-ie-bone, 
made  this  remark,  had  even 
motion  of  my  right  hon.  and 
end?  Why,  the  precise  object 
on  is  to  give  the  Hoase  an  op- 
)f  seeing  the  officers  and  soldiers 
;ioo  on  the  10th  of  Jnne;  and, 
lat,  it  has  been  moved,  that  the 
Council,  permitting  their  engage- 
le  Spanish  service,  shall  not  be 
If  the  motion  had  not  been 
ire  is  no  doubt  but  that  the  sua- 
Qf  the  Foreign  Enlistment  Act 
continued ;  and  then,  instead  of 
home  on  the  lOib  of  June,  we 
ot,  peibaps,  see  them  for  the  next 
I.  Without  an;  disrespect  for  the 
tnber,  1  must  say,  that  I  did  not 
3  hear  an  observation  so  utterly 
point  or  meaning,  fall  horn  a 
lanofhis  abilities. 

irst  part  of  the  motion  before  us 

)9i  the  renewal  of  the  Order  in 

for  ths  Aaxilivy  Lagioo.    1  bate 


always  considered  the  employment  of  such 
a  foice  as  the  Auxiliary  Legion  discredit, 
able  to  this  country,  had  it  even  been 
conducted  with  skill,  and  attended  with 
success.  Such  a  force  has  always  appeared 
to  me  a  renewal  of  tbe  system  of  mer- 
cenaries.   I  distinctly  explained  at  tbe 
time  I  first  used  that  phrase,  and  I  repeat 
it  now,  that  1  do  not  mean,  by  the  title  of 
**  mercenaries,"  that    the  soidiers  enlist 
from  mercenary  motives.    I  mo«t  readily 
admit,  that  the  motives  of  the  officers  and 
soldiers  are  honourable ;  love  of  enterprise, 
and  seal  for  action,  are  praisewortny  in 
soldiers;    a  desire  of  promotion  is  also 
natural  and  laudable,  and  it  must  be  very 
agreeable  to  some  lieutenant  or  ensign  in 
his  Majesty's  service  to  find  himself  at 
once  made  a  general  or  so  in  the  Auxiliary 
Legion.     It  is  very  natural  to  accept  the 
advantage,  if  offered.    I  made  no  attack 
upon  the  soldiers   when  present,  and  I 
should  be  still  more  sorry  to  do  so  in  their 
absence.    But  I  do  say,  that  the  position 
in  which  his  Majesty  has  placed  them,  is 
that  of  soldiers  enlisting  in  a  body  in  a 
foreign  service,  as  practised  in  the  dark 
ages,   and  known  at  that  time  by  the 
name  of  mercenary  bands.    Now,  8ir,  of 
this     system,  I  say  that   it    is    utterly 
unworthy  of  a  civilised  or  a  Christian 
country.    I  admit,  that  precedents  may  be 
drawn  for  it  from  darker  ages,  when  valour 
and  prowess  were  considered   the   only 
avenues  to  honour, — when  bloodshed  was 
thought — not,  as  now,  a  decessary  evil, 
but — the  only  glorious  employment.    War 
was  then  considered  so  good  a  thing,  that 
it  could  not  come  amiss  in  any  shape ;  and 
when  one's  own  country  did  not  afford  it, 
a  body  of  men  would  enlist  under  any  other 
banner,  and  go  abroad  in  quest  of  plunder. 
Such  was  the  feeling  of  the  time.    But  it 
is  precisely  in  the  progress  of  humanity, 
that  we  so  greatly  surpau  our  fprefathers. 
Are  we  to  revive  this  system  ?    Why,  Sir, 
(  should  just  as  soon  expect  to  see  the 
laws  against  witchcraft,  the  thumb*screw 
and  tbe  rack,  the  forest  laws,  or  the  old 
penal  code,  revived,  as  a  system  which,  in 
my  opinion,  is  not  at  all  inferior  in  bar« 
barity  to  any  of  those  I  have  named.  How 
does  this  renewal  stand  In  contrast  with 
the  advance  of  Christian  principles  amongst 
those  who  should  be  imbued  with  its  mild 
and  merciful  spirit  I  How  should  we  repu* 
diate  that  system  of  warfare  which  reckons 
the  blood  of  forei^^ers  as  of  no  waigbt  in 
the  scale,  and  wbioh  iwdi  forth  all  tbosa 
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crifieet — that  it  it  of  to  much  inpoftiflce 
to  the  ititerests  of  the  country  tiuit  fmk 
men  should  be  sent  out  to  Spain,  and 
another  half  miliion  of  money  squandered, 
that  is  an  argument  which  1  can  under- 
stand ;  but  let  it  not  be  said,  that  the  ne- 
cessity of  this  interference  is  forced  upon 
The  hon.  Members  who  sit  on  this 
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side  of  the  House,  have  always  shown 
a  most  anxious  desire  to  adhere  to  any 
treaties  which  this  country  may  have  en- 
tered into  with  any  foreign  power.  I  do 
not  deny  that  this  treaty  is  binding  upon 
the  country,  far  from  it;  but  I  am  not 
willing  to  attach  to  it  that  interpretation 
which  the  noble  Lord  has  given  to  it,  and 
which,  in  my  opinion,  far  exceeds  its  fair 
construction.  I  ask  the  noble  Lord,  can 
he  show  me  one  word  in  the  treaty  to  jus- 
tify the  employment  of  10,000  British  sol- 
diers in  Spain?  What  is  there  in  the 
treaty  to  justify  the  loss  we  have  now  to 
deplore  ?  I  took  the  liberty,  on  a  former 
occasion,  of  putting  a  question  to  the 
noble  Lord,  to  which,  however,  the  noble 
Lord— owing,  no  doubt,- to  the  mnltipli- 
city  of  points -stirred  in  that  debate — fe- 
turned  no  answer.  I  will,  therefore,  again 
ask  the  noble  Lord,  what  is  his  interpreta- 
tion of  the  additional  articles  with  regard 
to  these  two  points^ — time  and  expense? 
If  thewarwere  to  continue  for  twenty  years, 
are  we  to  be  bound  by  the  stipulations  of 
the  Quadruple  Treaty  to  fbmish  stores;  or 
suppose  that  the  Queen  of  Spain  required 
stores,  not  to  the  amount  of  half  a  milKoa 
of  money,  but  of  20,000,000/.,  are  we 
bound  by  the  treaty  to  supply  them? 
In  short,  is  the  treaty  limited  or  un- 
limited ?  This  is  a  point  which  I  think 
deserves  the  consideration  of  the  House. 
Let  hon.  Members  reflect  on  the  immense 
national  interests  which  are  confided  to 
their  vigilance,  and  whether  the  treaty  and 
its  interpretation  are  to  depend  upon  the 
single  opinion  of  the  noble  Lord  ? 

I  have  now  stated  to  the  House  the 
view  I  take  of  this  treaty,  which  was  also 
the  view  of  the  Duke  of  Wellington  upon 
this  subject.  Granting  that  die  treaty 
was  binding  upon  the  Government  of  this 
country,  and  that  it  was  drawn  in  the 
strongest  possible  terms,  it  does  not  follow 
that  it  was  binding  upon  us  to  that  extent 
and  that  degree  upon  which  the  noble 
Lord  insists.  I  wish  that  the  honest  in- 
tention of  the  treaty  shonld  be  acted  up 
to ;  and  it  is  far  from  my  wish  that  this 
country  should  shrink  from  any  contract 
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r»  tl&e  mainteBaoce  of  their 

-  for   ^wbi^h  I  eniertaiQ  ibe 

?st  t    «Mad  I  Uttst  8ay»  ihat  a 

n   tVietr  liberties  is  perfectly 

V  %3in  utter  absence  of  feeling 

».       Inhere  is  another  argu* 

^as     been    employed  by  the 

med     Menaber  for  Kilkeony 

^11).       If,  said  the  hon.  and 

exci^iti,  you  disclaim  all  sym- 

>oa  OarloSy  and  yet  support 

YOU  iwiU  vote  with  some  Gen- 

ave  expressed  strong  feelings 

!NoWy   I  would  remind  the 

rned  Gentleman,  that  my  ob- 

s    occasion,   is  to  check  the 

Vood.      Why,  then,  are  we  not 

2  asslatanca,  for  that  object,  of 

entertain  diSerent  views  from 

respect  to  the  claim  of  Don 

\ut,  moreover,  I  think  that,  of 

om  we  might  have  expected  to 

an    objection,   the  hon.   and 

amber  for  Kilkenny  is  the  very 

iher%  not  bon.  Members  who 

red,  %b«t  they  would  risk  even 

,  xath  er  than  rraot  the  repeal  of 

vftth    Ireland!    And  are  there 

,  uovm  jclosely  confederated  with 

>  haves  openly  declared,  that  they 

^er  reciouBce  urging  and  pressing 

a\1     Is  it  not  strange,  then,  that 

»ud  \e'anied  Member,  whose  whole 

posuVon  ought  constantly  to  re-* 

(1  of  this  fact,  should  be  the  first 

hon.  Members  ou  this  side  of  the 

i\\\i  diiferencifS  of  opinion  ?    But 

not  rest  our  viiidicatioo  on  this 

;  we  have  a  better  defence  than 

lation.    We  blame  the  conduct  of 

Ut  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  for 

nnatural  alliance:  and  as  for  us, 

lure  that,  having  no  sympathy  with 

arlos,  but  hoping  to  put  an  end  to 

aspcration  of  war,  we  do  not  see 

^e  whole  Houss  might  not,  on  that 

come  to  the  sane  decisun. 

0  not  know  that  I  have  any  other 

atioui  with  which  I  need  trouble  the 

if  especially  as,  on  a  recent  occasion, 

ered  80  fttlly  into  the  subject ;  but  1 1 

ay  that,  if  ever  there  was  an  oppor- , 

y  on  which  1  ibould  imagine  that  j 

of  all  patties  might  meet  together , 

common  views,  for  the  purpose  of 

dining  their  endeavours  to  atop  the  i 

lion  of  blood,  and  the  wanton  waste  . 

uman  lifei  this  is  that  occasion.    No 

of  ih«  duty  of  I  Ugialiitor  cm  bi  1 


more  advantageous  to  the  publio«  or  so 
delightful  to  himself.  It  is  on  this  prin- 
ciple that  1  hope  to  co-operate  with  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for  the  Home 
Department,  in  mitigating  the  severity  of 
the  penal  code;  it  is  on  this  principle  that 
1  support  the  cause  of  the  factory  chil* 
dren;  it  is  on  this  principle  1  (ormedy 
had  the  honour  to  bear  my  part  in  the 
Convention  of  Lord  Eliot;  and  it  is  on 
this  principle  that  1  now  call  upon  the 
House  to  guard  the  lives  of  our  brave 
soldiers  and  marines,  until  those  lives  ore 
required  for  the  service  of  their  own 
country;  and  1  entreat  the  House,  by 
their  vote  this  evening,  to  guard  the  Bri* 
tish  name  from  being  tarnished,  and  the 
British  blood  from  being  shed. 

Mr.  Ward  rose  to  explain,  in  conse- 
que  nee  of  some  of  the  arguments  which 
had  fallen  from  the  noble  Lord  opposite. 
He  begged  to  recal  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  what  he  had  said.  He  had  not 
cast  aiTy  imputation  on  the  Duke  of  Wel- 
lington. He  had  said,  indeed,  that  even 
in  civilised  warfare  there  might  be  cases 
in  which  the  lex  Udioim  was  justifiable, 
and  that  it  had  been  pressed  upon  the 
Duke  of  Wellington  in  the  comae  of  the 
.Peninsular  war,  in  order  to  compel  the 
French  marshals  to  recognise  certain 
principles  of  honourable  warfare.  He 
meant  to  cast  uo  sort  of  reflection  what- 
ever on  his  conduct. 

Dr.  Lushing  ton  observed,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  had  maintained 
that  our  interference  in  the  cause  of  the 
Queen  and  Constitution  of  Spain  was  not 
authorised  in  any  way  by  the  Quadruple 
Treaty.  He  rose  to  address  a  few  words 
to  the  House,  because  they  might  be 
induced,  by  the  arguments  of  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Officer,  and  of  the  noble 
Lord,  to  believe  that  the  interpretation 
which  had  been  put  upon  that  treaty  had 
not  been  such  as  was  consistent  with  the 
true  spirit  and  just  construction  of  that 
treaty.  He  felt  some  surprise  when  the 
noble  Lord  stated,  that  the  Duke  of  Wel- 
lington had  put>he  narrowest  construction 
upon  the  terms  of  that  treaty,  but  he  was 
not  aware  that  his  Grace,  to  whose  opinion 
he  paid  the  greatest  deference,  had  given 
that  opinion  upon  a  cool  consideration  of 
the  treaty,  nor  was  he  aware  that  his 
Grace  had  ever  giveu  an  opinion  that  the 
treaty  would  not  bear  any  other  interpre- 
tation.    He  admitted  that  it  was  to  the 

MWitiim^  ftrtiolof  that  mpre  particular 
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ining  of  the  contracting 
>  adopt,  that  course  which 
d  to  do.  He  would  saVy 
he  contrary,  they  should 
'  force,  under  the  pretence 
reeded  the  obligations  of 
t    them  recollect  that  they 

solemn  compact  with  an 
b  they  were  bound  to  the 

treaty.  Bat  he  would 
lid  not  perform  the  solemn 
e  with  France,  Spain,  and 

by  openly  overcoming  that 
an  avowed  act,  but  they 
ty  of  a  base,  a  pitiful,  a  dis« 
donment  of  the  most  solemn 
It  waB  his  humble  hope,  that 
e  treaties  had  been  entered 
>untry  in  conformity  with  the 
f  policy  or  not,  still  it  must 
policy  of  this  country,  as  it 
ind  was  its  proudest  boast,  to 
e  treaties  fully.  Instead  of 
-self  to  narrow  limits,  it  would 
L  honestly  to  effect  the  great 
lich  the  treaty  was  intended. 
5  bound  to  put  a  large  con- 

the  treaty,  because  it  was  a 
[lich  Great  Britain  undertook 
L  certain  compact.  The  uni- 
>f  nations  demanded  that  we 

the  treaty  to  its  fullest  extent, 
ion.  and  gallant  Officer  who 
zed  this  motion,  had  submitted 
fideration  of  the  House  the 
r  desiring  his  Majesty  not  to 
Order  in  Council  by  the  pro- 
hich  British  troops  were  serv- 
i,  and  were  exempted  from  the 
of  the  whole  of  the  provisions 
n  the  Foreign  Enlistment  Act. 
nent  of  persons  into  foreign  ser- 
n  common  amongst  Englishmen 
,  and  there  were  few  instances 

being  prosecuted  for  serving 
untries.  Down  to  the  time 
;  2nd,  there  were  two  pre- 
ubsequently  to  that  period  came 
itutes  of  George  2nd;  then 
foreign  Enlistment  Bill.  Now 
3ght  not  to  be  thrown  entirely 
isideraticn.  The  Foreign  En- 
Let,  however,  was  not  of  the 
which  had  oeen  stated.  Four 
ere  introduced  into  it  in  1814, 
sie  to  the  case  of  Spain,  which 
as  to  deserve  the  severest  oppro- 
iVitliin  three  or  four  years  after 
I,  proclamations  were  issued  in 


South  America,  calling  upon  the  inhabi- 
tants to  resist  the  power  of  Spain,  In  1819, 
the  Parliament  declared  it  to  be  fitting  that 
his  Majesty's  subjects  should  be  permitted 
to  serve  in  the  South  American  States. 
So  far  as  the  principle  went  the  Foreign 
Enlistment  Bill  had  been  recognised,  but 
it  had  been  found  extremely  difficult  to 
carry  it  into  effect.  The  House  of  Com- 
mons had  twice  consented  to  repeal  it, 
but  the  House  of  Lords  would  not  agree, 
and  it  consequently  still  remained  the  law 
of  the  land ;  but  certainly  no  government 
had  hitherto  ventured  to  take  such  steps 
as  Don  Carlos  had  done,  with  respect  to 
troops  employed  on  foreign  service.  It 
was  well  understood,  and  would  be  readily 
allowed  by  those  who  had  had  experience  in 
these  cases,  that  no  one  thing  should  be 
imagined  so  impossible,  as  to  carry  into 
full  effect  the  provisions  of  the  Foreign 
Enlistment  Act.  It  had  been,  universally 
allowed  by  all  who,  in  their  professional 
capacities,  had  been  compelled  to  torn 
their  attention  to  these  questions,  that 
it  was  always  matter  of  the  utmost  diffi- 
culty todeal  with  cases  in  which  it  was  meant 
to  apply  the  provisions  of  that  statute.  It 
so  happened,  for  example,  that,  in  the 
last  war  with  the  Uoited  States  of  America, 
one  of  our  frigates,  which  had  been  most 
gallantly  defended,  by  all  that  skill  and 
courage  could,  do,  was  compelled  to 
strike  to  an  enemy's  ship  of  superior  force. 
On  board  of  the  frigate  by  which  she  was 
captured,  there  were  found  between  se-> 
venty  and  eighty  sailors,  who  in  former 
years  had  been  of  the  number  of  those 
who  had  manned  the  fleets  of  Great  Bri- 
tain. On  a  subsequent  occasion,  some  of 
these  men  were  taken  prisoners  of  war  in 
a  successful  action  against  the  enemy, 
by  one  of  our  ships;  they  had.  been  en- 
tered by  their  names,  as  runaways,  on 
the  books  of  the  Admiralty.  It  also  hap- 
pened that  their  case  was  brought  under 
the  consideration  of  the  Government  of 
that  day,  and  that  Government  never  en- 
tertained the  remotest  notion  that  they 
could  bring  these  men  to  the  scaffold, 
on  account  of  their  having  entered  the 
American  service.  Undoubtedly,  how- 
ever, if  they  could  have  done  so,  they 
would  have  proceeded  to  that  extremity, 
and  would  have  been  justified  in  doing 
so,  on  account  of  these  men  having  been 
engaged  in  the  cause  of  a  power  with 
which  we  were  at  war.  With  regard  to 
the  question,  what  was  to  be  done  with 
3A 
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wished  to  consider  in  a  fat 
e  extensive  point  of  view 
hat  related  to  the  affairs  of 
'he  principle  on  which  the 
erfered  in  this  contest  was 
rowed  from  the  semi-bar- 
)f  the  middle  ages.    In  the 

civilization  and  improve- 
?y  there  i^s  nothing  so  gra- 

man  of  humanity,  to  the 

0  the  philanthropist,  and 
»  as  to  observe  the  progress 

the  laat  two  centiiries,  civi- 
ade  in  mitigating  th^  hor- 
rhey  ought  not  to  now  recur 
s  of  semi-barbaroas  tiroes, 
>  act  upon  principles  which 
xcludea  from  the  better  and 

of  tnodern  time^  History 
:h  Its  fiat,  and  whatever 
skill  and  valour  of  military 
the  devastations  and  ra- 
committed,  and  the  human 
ey  created,  were  followed 
orations  of  mankind.  He 
lat  the  interference  that 
iace  by  the  sending  of  men 
untry  to  enga^  in  military 
Spain,  and  against  the  people 
itry  was  inexpedient,  unad* 

indefensible.  In  a  moral 
point  of  tiew,  those  who  had 

1  that  interference  were  re-* 
'  the  evils  that  it  had  pro- 
;,  passing  by  the  moral  con- 
:hat  the  case  involved,  he 
lat,  both  for  the  sake  of  the 
pie,  lia  well  as  for  the  sake  of 
,nd  honour,  and  character  of 

such  interference  was  most 
mi  impolitic.  Would  the 
opposite  be  able  to  point  out 
IS  illustrative  of  the  policy  of 
sure  as  that  which  the  noble 
idopted  t  Would  he  point 
ance  in  which  tranquillity  had 
shed,  or  peace  restored,  to  any 

the  interference  of  foreign 

The  histbry   of    Spain   was 

i  noble  Lord,  and  was  there 

which  could  better  illustrate 
f  of  such  interference  ?  Would 
lit  a  single  insttince  in  which 
ytnent  of  foreign  bayonets 
eople  were  contending  amongst 
(^asever  attended  with  salutary 
il  effects  ?  On  the  contrary, 
isuh  where  foreign  troops  were 
waS|  not  that  they  produced 


peace  or  tranquillity,  but  that  they  usually 
embitered  the  quarrel  they  were  sent  to 
allay.  They  envenomed  the  temper  of 
the  nation — they,  in  fact,  uniformly  made 
the  quarrel  worse  than  it  was  before,  and 
so  far  as  they  were  themselves  con- 
cerned, they  were,  from  t  e  beginning, 
objects  of  dislike  to  the  people  amongst 
whom  they  were  intruded,  and  finally  and 
uniformly  the  objects  of  the  ihgratitudls 
of  those  whose  cause  they  went  to  ^erve. 
He  contended  that  in  no  view  was  such 
an  interference  justiBable.  But,  more- 
over, there  were  other  considerations  with 
whibh  this  country  was  intimately  con- 
cerned. Was  it  advisable  to  send  a  targe 
body  of  our  countrymen  on  such  slight 
pretences  to  mix  themselves  up  in  suck 
scenes  of  horror  as  those  which  had  beeh 
described  ?  Would  they  become  by  these 
means  better  men  or  better  subjects  ? 
Would  their  morals  be  improved,  or  their 
characters  rendered  better,  by  having  beeh 
mixed  up  in  such  scenes?  It  might  be 
contended  that  there  Was  a  wide  dlstind- 
tion  between  the  feelings  of  men  inured  to 
military  pursuits  and  those  Who  pursued 
the  civil  occupations  of  life — then  for  the 
^ake  of  acquiring  honour  and  reputation 
— *  and  many  from  a  tieW  to  the  benefit 
of  their  fellow  men,  engaged  in  rash  and 
dangerous  and  disastrous  enterprises ;  but 
they  were  responsible  for  the  consequences. 
In  a  moral  point  of  view  they  were  re- 
sponsiblefor  all  theevil  that  they  might  pro- 
duce ;  and  however  there  might  possibly 
exist  a  disposition  to  undervalue  the  obliga- 
tions of  moral  duty  and  responsibility,  they 
were  important,  and  in  the  discussion  of 
any  question  oiight  liot  to  be  overlooked. 
He  considered,  also,  that,  with  respect  to 
the  employment  of  our  counti7men  in  the 
service  of  foreign  countries,  such  a  prac- 
tice was  not  calculated  to  raise  the  credit 
or  advance  the  character  of  this  country. 
Let  them,  for  instance,  look  at  the  Swi&. 
It  was  the  practice  of  Switzerland  to  send 
her  troops  for  hire  into  foreign  services ; 
but  what  was  the  effect  upon  the  charac- 
ter of  that  country  ?  The  valour  of 
the  Swiss  troops  was  undisputed;  the 
skill  of  their  commanders  was  undoubted  ; 
they  were  brave  in  the  field,  and  patient 
of  privations.  But  what  was  the  effect  of 
all  those  qualities  ?  They  were  mercenary 
troops,  and  the  consequence  was,  that 
Switzerland  was  infamous  throughout 
Europe,  as  the  common  shambles  from 
which  the  monarchs  of  Europe  procured 
3A2 
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i  (0  have  been  returned 
IS  representalive  of  La 
a  strange  anomaly  will 
ice  in  even  an  accom- 
Despite  his  habitual 
he  has  a  profound  reve- 
>lic  Majesty^-he  regards 
a  venerable  Conserva- 
1 1  question  whether  in 
iimph  of  Don  Carlos  he 
)urney  across  the  Py- 
witness  the  burning  of 
ty  in  splendid  auto  da 
ind  political  character 
)er  by  whom  this  mo- 
forward  gives  it  a 
a  soldier  his  opinions, 
of  the  highest  value. 
s  as  a  politician  is  so 
s  not  unreasonable  to 
3tion  is  part  of  a  com- 
ons,  by  which  a  very 
to  be  carried  by  the 
motion  was  seconded 
unemployed,  diplo- 
negociator,  once  in 
3  Wbigs,  and  now 
trust.  There  s  a 
the  right  hon.  Gen- 
e  Emperor  Nicholas 
nal  relish,  he  is  not 
ty  to  the  adoption 
It  Madrid.  I  like 
uld  think  that  the 
]ust  have  laboured 
d  painful  sense  of 
k  a  part  so  promt. 
measures  of  his 
t  he  has  found  in 
There  is  another 
tion  is  most  im- 
uncement  of  the 
pursued  by  the 
pated  advent  to 
er  for  Tamworth 
lat  he  will,  al- 
ancCy  submit  to 
i  Qive  the  House 
y  of  atoning  for 
liich  his  official 
idgned.  It  is  as 
>uld  kno^ge  that 
3  resig^ning,  of 
rom  his  pledge, 
appointing  the 
s  should  beap- 
'onservatism  in 
owed  by  the 
Madrid.    The 


decision  of  the  House,  Sir,  upon  this 
question  roust  turn  upon  the  proper  con-* 
struction  of  the  Quadruple  Treaty  and  the 
course  pursued  by  the  Government.  Let 
me  examine  both.  What  standard  shall 
we  adopt  in  interpreting  the  treaty  ?  Not 
a  mere  literal  one—- not  a  mere  verbal, 
special  pleader  test.  We  are  not  to  play 
the  part  of  Scaligers  in  politics — of 
"  word-hunters,  that  live  on  syllables,'^ 
but  we  are  to  consider  the  circumstances 
under  which  the  treaty  was  entered  into, 
its  objects,  and  the  means  by  which  they 
are  best  to  be  accomplished.  It  may  be 
asked  at  the  outset  what  concern  have  we 
with  Spain  ?  I  answer  by  asking  what 
concern  has  Russia  with  Spain?  What 
have  Austria  and  Prussia  to  do  with 
Spain  ? — and  if  despots  feel  their  interests 
so  deeply  involved  in  the  form  of  Govern- 
ment which  she  assumes,  shall  it  be  said 
that  the  people  of  this  free  country  ought 
to  be  indifferent  to  the  extension  of  the 
principles  from  which  our  glory,  our 
power,  and  our  virtue  are  derived  ?  But 
putting  considerations  aside  which  may  be 
regarded  as  vague  and  indefinite,  let  us 
look  back  a  little  at  events  which  have 
happened  within  a  few  years,  and  we  shall 
see  how  material  it  is  to  sustain  British 
interest  in  the  Peninsula,  in  order  to 
countervail  the  great  northern  confederacy 
which  is  leagued  against  us.  We  shall 
see  the  consequences  of  neglecting  liberty 
in  Spain.  In  1820,  the  constitution  was 
proclaimed^ at  the  Council  of  Verona  it 
was  determined  by  Russia  that  it  should 
be  crushed.  In  1823,  under  the  influence^ 
and  swayed  by  the  councils  of  the  Auto- 
crat, the  Duke  d'Angoul^me  marched  into' 
Spain.  He  obtained  possession  of  Spain 
as  the  trustee  for  Alexander,  and  was  a 
mere  instrument  in  the  bands  of  the  Czar. 
The  ascendancy  of  Russia  was  established, 
and  she  ^tookl  advantage  of  her  predomi- 
nance over  France;  being  sure  that  her 
dependent,  bribed  by  the  gift  of  Spain 
into  acquiescence,  would  not  join  us,  she 
fell  on  Turkey,  crossed  the  Balkan,  ex- 
torted the  treaty  of  Adrianople,  and  laid 
the  Sultan  so  prostrate  that  England » 
however  disposed,  could  not  lift  him  into 
independence  and  dignity  again.  This  is 
the  simple  narrative  of  incidents  of  which 
we  yet  feel  the  results ;  the  transactions  in 
the  East  were  beyond  doubt  influenced  by 
our  original  supineness  with  regard  to  the 
Peninsula,  through  which  France  might 
haye  been  swayed ;  and  it  is  the  duty  of 
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rain  bid  men  from  ven« 
sa^MT  their  fellew-soldiers 
and  muiilftted  with  ewerj 
most  degrading  ignominy 
3ut  from  every  particifm- 
^ffences  against  humanity, 
iS  entiteiy  free.  No  order 
chartieter  was  ever  issued 
I  if  a  single  offieer,  under 
of  encited  passion,  let  his 
forth  in  an  ebullition  of 
reseittnrient,  aftd  the  fact  is 
an  anonyilious  publication, 
X  to  charge  the  entire  British 
that  want  of  hifmaAity 
en  impruted  to  them.  But 
Hant  Officer  is  thus  at  once 
id  pathetic  In  reprobating 
of  retaliation,  what  will  he 
atrocious  Dnrango  decree, 
irder  in  cold  blood  was  en- 
m  Carlos?  'The  Toi^ics  will  of 
^nfin  him,  but  while  they  con- 
ihey  recommend  measures  of 
feet  will  be  to  plant  the  crown 
on  his  head.  With  respect  to 
arge — the  want  of  valour — ^ii 
denied  that  a  porrioti  of  our 
a  most  discreditable  manner 
But  I  believe  that  most  troops, 
those  which  have  acquired  a 
nlity,  are  occasionally  subject 
^nt  of  surprise  to  such  mroral 
s  iu  the  instance  referred  to 
Auxiliary  Legion.  Having  can- 
ned the  occurrence  of  this  de- 
ncident,  give  me  leave  to  ask 
:  is  not  in  some  degree  counter- 
those  examples  of  high  courage 
nany  other  instances  the  Legion 
ished  ?  And  was  it,  let  me  ask, 
limate  to  expatiate  with  so  much 
n  a  single  calamity,  and  to  omit 
lion  of  tho^e  achievements  for 
le  Legion  deserve  no  ordinary 
The  Spanish  Cortes  and  Govem- 
nked  General  Evans  for  the  battle 
lebastiati;  the  French  General 
i  his  ^ftmiest  commendations; 
all,  I  hope,  be  pardoned  for  sug- 
hat  an  incident  which  to  a  French 
ifforded  matter  for  congratulation,  [ 
m  the  mind  of  the  gallant  Officer 
I,  to  have  in  some  sort  counter- 
d  the  unfortunate  transaction  upon 
he  gallant  Officer  has  so  strongly 
?  I  pass  now  to  the  second 
of  the  moiibtt  of  Ae  gallant 
.   NoAin'i;  ean  be  worliey  it  seems. 


than  the  failure  of  the  Legion,  excepting 
the  success  of  the  marines.  The  galfa(ht 
Officer  would  withdraw  the  Legion  b^- 
cause,  as  he  erroneously  conceived,  the;f 
have  failed;  and  would  withhold  the 
assistance  of  the  marine^  because  they 
have  succeeded  t  This  Is  exceedingly  atio- 
noalous.  Let  it  be  observed  that  it  Is  not 
upon  8(Ay  large  ground  of  ptrt>lie  policf 
that  the  gallant  Officer  recommend!  thtft 
the  marines  should  be  removed  from  the 
field  in  which  they  have  won  JaureTs  that 
have  l>Orne  precious  fruit.  The  ganadi 
Officer  dwells  entirely  upon  the  nature  of 
the  sei^vice  to  which  he  conceives  ih^t 
thtee  fiiie  troops  Ought  to  be  confined,  ana 
insists  that  it  is  only  upon  the  ocean  (hey 
should  be  perftiitted  to  set^e  their  coufrtr^'. 
I  answer  the  gallant  Officer  by  a  simple* 
refterence  to  their  motto.  "  Per  mare  per 
ferratn",  sets  all  discussion  upon  this  part 
of  the  question  at  rest.  Read  ther  treaty 
with  a  view  to  the  interests  of  yoUr  country, 
and  not  to  speculations  of  your  party,  and 
yo^  will  rid  yourselves  of  miserable  disser- 
tations on  mere  words  and  phrases,  and 
arrive  at  the  just  and  lofty  sense  of  this 
great  quadruple  compact.  It  is  alle'geil 
that  the  measures  of  tne  Government  have 
not  produced  any  good  results.  Try  that 
allegation  by  this  test.  If  those  measures 
had  not  been  adopted — if  the  Auxiliary 
Legion  and  the  marines  had  not  given 
their  ca-operation,  what  wOuld  have 
befallen  the  Spanish  people  ?  Would  not 
Bilboa  have  been  taken  by  assault  f  and 
would  not  the  British  seamen  see  from  afar 
upon  the  main  the  standard  of  Don  Carlos 
floating  from  the  castle  of  St.  Sebastian. 
Take  another  test,  if  it  please  you.  Let 
me  suppose  this  motion  carried.  The 
courier  that  will  convey  the  intelligence 
vrill  convey  tidings  of  great  joy  to  St.  Pe- 
tersburgh,  to  Tienna,  and  to  Berlm,  and 
he  win  convey  tidings  of  great  dismay 
wherever  men  value  the  possession  of  free* 
dom,  or  pant  for  its  enjoyment.  It  wilt 
palsy  the  arm  of  liberty  m* Spain.  It  wilt 
fill  her  heart  with  despair.  A  terrible  re- 
vulsion will  be  produced ;  from  Calpe  to 
the  Pyrenees  the  cry  "  We  are  betrayed* 
by  England  !*'  wilt  be  heard ;  and  over  that 
nation  which  you  will  indeed  have  be- 
trayed, Don  Carlos  will  march  without  an 
obstacle  to  Madrid.  [Cheers  from  the 
Opposition,]  You  cheer  me,  do  you  ? 
Who  are  you  that  cheer  me  ?  Not  your 
leaders—not  the  men  who  are  placed 
cooirpltmously  before    me.    They'  know; 
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sated  his  remarks  with  great 
should  be  ready,  as  a  mili- 
rhe  reinainder  of  the  gallant 
rks  were  lost  by  cries  of 
id  "  spoke/'] 

id,  that  the  only  words  of 
nd  gallant  Officer  which  he 
re,  that  he  (Mr.  Shell)  had 
lant  officer  with  great  in- 
le  had  done  so  he  was  un- 

and  was  extremely  sorry 

would  put  it  to  the  House 
1  said  more  than  it  was  per- 
L  political  opponent  to  do  ? 
)n«  and  gallant  Gentleman 
lim  to  say  as  much,  he  be- 
»e  incapable  of  misrepresent- 

and  be  believed  that  there 
an  in  the  House  actuated  by 
i  of  honour  than  the  right 
nt  Officer. 
ley  then  rose  to  address  the 

was  very  indistinctly  heard 

We  understood  him  to  say, 
eloquent  speech  of  the  hon. 
entleman,  it  was  not  his  in- 
ipass  long  upon  the  patience 
He  however,  was  anxious 
-ent  view  of  the  subject  from 
1  hitherto  been  taken  of  it 
Member  who  had  preceded 
to  an  infelicitous  combina- 
mstances,  the  services  ren- 
iritish  Auxiliary  Legion  had 

advanti^e  to  the  Queen  of 
lat  from  the  continuance  of 
3  as  little  advantage  might 

At  the  same  time  he  would, 
irt  his  belief,  that  General 
ne  as  much  as,  ont  of  the  ma- 
he  had  to  deal  with,  he  could 

to  effect.  The  hon.  and 
leman  then  went  through  a 
e  various  military  opera- 
have  taken  place  in  Spain 
ml  of  the  British  Auxiliary 
t.  Sebastian;  but  the  hon. 
lentleman  spoke  in  so  indis- 
;h&t  we  were  unable  to  follow 
the  details.  In  continuation 
tntleman  observed^  that  the 
iary  Legion  was  defective  in 
id  possessed  none  of  the  at- 
eguiar  British  force.  General 
ot  only  experienced  much  ill 
•m  the  Spaniards,  but  he  had 
1  by  some  of  his  friends,  even 

y.    No  general  coold  depend 


'  with  any  degree  of  confidence  on  troops 
which  had  retreated,  as  those  of  General 
Evans  had  done,  during  the  recent  action 
before  Hemani ;  and  the  best  comment 
on  the  general  effect  of  the  servicei 
which  had  been  rendered  by  the  Legion 
.was  the  fact,  that  it  occupied,  at  the  pre- 
sent time,  no  more  ground  in  the  Spanish 
territory  than  it  had  occupied  two  years 
since.  What  had  Spain  or  England 
gained  by  this  expedition?  Upon  our 
part,  we  had  incurred  an  expenditure  of 
from  500,000/.  to  600,000/.  in  stores,  and 
certainly  no  accession  of  glorv.  What 
could  we  ultimately  gain?  With  such 
materials  as  the  gallant  General  had  to 
deal  with,  nothing  permanently  advantage- 
ous could  be  effected.  He  meant  no  im« 
putation  upon  the  character  of  General 
Evans ;  for  with  such  materials  he  would 
defy  any  general  to  do  more.  For  the 
sake  of  that  gallant  Gentleman  he  la- 
mented the  result  of  this  expedition,  not 
as  tarnishing  the  lustre  of  the  British  arms. 
The  Legion  was  reduced  to  a  state  of  de- 
moralization, which  totally  unfitted  them 
for  action.  The  best  proof  of  this  would 
be  found  in  the  fact,  that  out  of  twenty  or 
thirty  officers  of  the  Legion  who  had 
formeiiv  been  engaged  in  the  British  ser- 
vice, all,  with  the  exception  of  two  or  three 
had  retired.  It  was  impossible  that  any 
man,  however  gifted,  could  exercise  any 
proper  degree  of  power  and  influence  over 
an  army  which  he  could  not  feed.  Dis- 
cipline, in  the  absence  of  regular  supplies 
could  not  be  expected  to  continue. 
Whatever  might  be-  the  courage  of  indi- 
viduals, it  was  discipline  alone  which 
would  enable  a  body  of  troops  to  show,  un- 
der  all  circumstances,  a  firm  front  to  the 
enemy.  He  felt  that  to  renew  the  order 
in  council  with  any  practical  effect  would 
he  impossible,  now  that  the  eyes  of  the 
people  of  this  country  were  opened  to  the 
real  state  of  affairs  in  Spain.  Not  another 
recruit  would  be  found  to  enlist  under  that 
banner  beneath  which  so  many  had  fallen 
without  any  beneficial  result.  Indeed,  he 
believed  that  the  formation  of  another 
Legion  for  similar  purposes,  would  never 
be  attempted.  He  lamented  exceedingly 
that  some  members  of  the  Legion  should 
have  expressed  there  determination  to 
bayonet  every  Carlist  that  fell  into  their 
hjemds,  because  if  there  was  one  attribute 
which  more  than  another  bespoke  the 
genuine  character  of  the  British  soldiery  it 
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